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T HE  S U G Y A

We begin the daf with a deep dive into the sugya of the nazir's ram (ayil nazir), where the Torah tells us that the cooked

foreleg is mixed and cooked together with the rest of the ram. The Gemara asks a kasha: why don't we learn out from here

that flavor (ta'am) is generally nullified in a mixture? The Gemara answers that the case of ayil nazir is a chiddush—a unique

novelty of the Torah—and we have a rule that we cannot learn other halachos from a chiddush. This leads the Gemara into a

fascinating shakla v'tarya regarding the ratios of nullification (bitul), specifically whether we require sixty times the volume

(shishim) or one hundred times (me'ah) to nullify forbidden foods.

Next, the Gemara brings a kasha from a Mishnah in Orlah regarding terumah that fell into chullin. We analyze the different

cases of min b'mino (the same type) and min b'she'eino mino (different types), and how the rules of imparting flavor (nosein

ta'am) interact with the standard shiurim of bitul. We also discuss unique cases where the forbidden substance is exceptionally

potent, such as leaven (se'or) or non-kosher fish brine (tzir), which require much larger ratios to be nullified.

All introductions, summaries, and contextual notes are the editor's commentary and are not part of the original text.
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QU E ST IO N

? יהּ נֵּ י ר מִ מַ יגְ לִ וְ

The Gemara asks: And le t us  learn from it,  from the case of the nazirite's ram, that the flavor of sacrificial food can be nullified in

a mixture?

ANSWER

״, שׁ דָּ קְ הּ יִ רָ שָׂ בְ ע בִּ ר יִגַּ שֶׁ  כֹּל אֲ ״ את:  טָּ  י חַ בֵּ נָא גַּ מָ חֲ י רַ לִּ גַּ

The Gemara explains: The Merciful One  revealed reg arding  the  s in offering ,  where the Torah states: "Whatever shall

touch its  flesh shall be  holy",

EXPLANAT IO N

. בָּהּ  שֶׁ מוּר  חָ כֶּ ל  כֵ אָ תֵּ ה  רָ שֵׁ  כְּ ם  אִ ל, וְ סֵ פָּ  לָה תִּ סוּ פְּ ם  אִ שֶׁ מוֹהָ –  כָּ יוֹת  הְ לִ

meaning that the food which absorbs its flavor is to become like  it—so that if the sin offering is disqualified, it shall be

disqualified, and if the sin offering is valid, it shall be  eaten in accordance  with the  string encie s  that apply to it. This

teaches that flavor absorbed from sacrificial food is not nullified.

QU E ST IO N

אי? הַ ר מֵ מַ יגְ , לִ ךְ איְ הַ ינַן מֵ רִ מְ גָ זֵית דְּ אי חָ וּמַ



The Gemara asks: And what did you see  to indicate that we  learn the general rule from that verse of the sin offering? Let us

learn instead from this  verse concerning the nazirite's ram, which shows that flavor is nullified!

ANSWER

ינַן. רִ מְ דּוּשׁ לָא גָּ חִ דּוּשׁ הוּא, וּמֵ חִ

The Gemara answers: The case of the nazirite's ram is  a nove lty, and we  do not learn general principles from a nove lty.

O BJECT IO N

ר? מַ יגְ י לָא לִ ים נָמֵ שִּׁ   שִׁ  ה וְ אָ מֵ י, לְ כִ י הָ אִ

The Gemara objects: If so ,  that the nazirite's ram is a novelty from which we cannot learn, then for the ratios of one  hundred

and s ixty times the volume also, le t us  not learn from it that forbidden food is nullified in these amounts?

R E SO LU T IO N

יל. טֵ בָּ בָּא  רוּ א בְּ יתָ יְ אוֹרָ דְּ מִ ינַן, דְּ רִ מְ א גָ א קָ רָ חוּמְ ינַן? לְ רִ מְ א גָ לָּא קָ  קוּ נַן לְ וּ אֲ טּ אַ

The Gemara responds: Is  it to say that we  learn this as  a leniency? We learn it only as  a string ency, as  by Torah law,  any

forbidden food mixed with permitted food is  nullified in a simple majority,  and the requirement of sixty or one hundred is a

stringency.

EXPLANAT IO N

י. רֵ שְׁ כָא  הָ סוּר, וְ א אָ מָ לְ עָ ךְ בְּ קוֹם חֲתָ ר: מְ מַ אָ , דְּ ךְ קוֹם חֲתָ מְ לָּא לִ  כָה אֶ רְ צְ ר: לֹא נִ מַ ינָא אָ בִ רָ

Ravina said an alternative explanation of the word "this" in the baraita: It is  necessary only for the  place  of the  cut where the

foreleg is severed from the ram, as  he  said: Generally, the  place  of a cut on permitted food that was attached to forbidden food

is  forbidden because it absorbs flavor, but here ,  in the case of the nazirite's ram, the Torah permitted it.

STATEMENT

א. תָּ  עְ מַ שְׁ א  הָ ר לַהּ לְ מַ אָ קָ י, וְ ימִ ב דִּ יב רַ יָתֵ

The Gemara returns to the statement of Rabbi Shmuel bar Rav Yitzchak that forbidden food is nullified only in one hundred times

its volume: Rav Dimi sat and said this  halakha.

QU E ST IO N

ה? אָ מֵ ה בְּ וֹרָ בַּתּ  שֶׁ ין  וּרִ יסּ ל אִ כׇ י: וְ יֵ בָּ  יהּ אַ ר לֵ מַ אֲ

Abaye  said to him: And are  all forbidden foods in the  Torah nullified only in one  hundred times their volume?

O BJECT IO N

ינוֹ אֵ שֶׁ  ין וְ יר – מִ מִ חְ הַ לְ ל וּ קֵ הָ , לְ ינוֹ ין וּמִ יר – מִ מִ חְ הַ עַ לְ מֵּ  דַ ל וּמְ בֵּ  תַ ץ וּמְ מֵּ  חַ מְ ל הַ כׇּ רוּ  מְ ה אָ מָ נַן: לָ תְ הָ וְ

. ינוֹ מִ

But didn't we  learn in a Mishnah: Why did they say that anyone  who leavens  non-sacred food with teruma, or flavors  it with

spices of teruma, or mixes  teruma into non-sacred food, the halakha is to be  string ent if it is a mixture of the  same  type? But the

halakha is to be  lenient and to be  string ent if it is a mixture of a different type .

IN FER ENCE

ד? יצַ כֵּ  , ינוֹ ינוֹ מִ אֵ שֶׁ  ין וְ יר מִ מִ חְ הַ לְ ל וּ קֵ הָ יפָא לְ י סֵ נֵ תָ קָ וְ



And it is  taug ht in the  latter clause  of that Mishnah: To be  lenient and to be  string ent in a mixture of a different type ,

how so?

BR AI SA

ין ין אֵ בֵּ ד,  חָ אֶ ה וְ אָ מֵ לוֹת בְּ עֲ הַ ן לְ בָּהֶ ין יֵשׁ  בֵּ ם,  עַ ן טַ נוֹתֵ ם בְּ בָּהֶ ם יֵשׁ  ים, אִ שִׁ  דָ עֲ ם הָ לוּ עִ שְּׁ   בַּ  נִּתְ שֶׁ ין  יסִ רִ גְּ

סוּר. ד – אָ חָ אֶ ה וְ אָ מֵ לוֹת בְּ עֲ הַ ן לְ בָּהֶ

For example, split beans  of teruma that were  cooked with lentils  of non-sacred food: If there  is  enoug h in them to impart

flavor, whether there  is  enoug h in them to neutralize  the split beans in one  hundred and one  parts of lentils, or whether

there  is  not enoug h in them to neutralize  the split beans in one  hundred and one  parts, the mixture is forbidden.

BR AI SA

ר. תָּ ד – מוּ חָ אֶ ה וְ אָ מֵ לוֹת בְּ עֲ הַ ן לְ בָּהֶ ין  ין אֵ בֵּ ד,  חָ אֶ ה וְ אָ מֵ לוֹת בְּ עֲ הַ ן לְ בָּהֶ יֵּשׁ   שֶׁ ין  בֵּ ם,  עַ ן טַ נוֹתֵ ן בְּ בָּהֶ ין  אֵ

But if there  is  not enoug h in them to impart flavor, whether there  is  enoug h in them to neutralize  the split beans in one

hundred and one  parts, or whether there  is  not enoug h in them to neutralize  the split beans in one  hundred and one  parts,

the mixture is permitted.

QU E ST IO N

ים? שִּׁ   שִׁ  או בְּ אי? לָ מַ לָּא בְּ  ד, אֶ חָ אֶ ה וְ אָ מֵ לוֹת בְּ עֲ הַ ן לְ בָּהֶ ין  אֵ

Abaye asks: If there  is  not enoug h in them to neutralize  the split beans in one  hundred and one  parts, but it is still permitted,

in what ratio is it nullified? Is it not in s ixty times its volume? This contradicts the view that all forbidden foods require one

hundred!
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ANSWER

ה. אָ מֵ לָא, בְּ

Rav Dimi answered: No ,  the latter clause is referring to a case where there is one  hundred times its volume of non-sacred food,

and the teruma is nullified.

O BJECT IO N

ים! שִּׁ   שִׁ  יפָא בְּ י, סֵ וֵ ה הָ אָ מֵ א בְּ שָׁ י רֵ דְּ א מִ הָ וְ

Abaye objected: But s ince  the  first clause  must be referring to a case where there is one  hundred times its volume, the  latter

clause  must be referring to s ixty times its volume!

PR O O F

ץ, מֵּ  חַ י לְ דֵ כְּ וֹ  יֵשׁ בּ ין, וְ טִּ  ת חִ סַּ י עִ ל לְ נָּפַ  שֶׁ ין  טִּ  ל חִ שֶׁ אוֹר  ד? שְׂ יצַ כֵּ ינוֹ  ין וּמִ יר מִ מִ חְ הַ א: לְ שָׁ י י רֵ נֵ תָ קָ דְּ

סוּר. ד – אָ חָ אֶ ה וְ אָ מֵ לוֹת בְּ עֲ הַ י לְ דֵ כְּ וֹ  ין בּ ין אֵ בֵּ ד,  חָ אֶ ה וְ אָ מֵ לוֹת בְּ עֲ הַ י לְ דֵ כְּ וֹ  ין יֵשׁ בּ בֵּ

As the  first clause  teaches  in the Mishnah in Orlah: To be  string ent in a case of a type  mixed with its  own type , how so?

Leaven of teruma wheat that fe ll into doug h of non-sacred wheat, and there  is  enoug h in it to cause  leavening , whether

there  is  enoug h in it to neutralize  the teruma in one  hundred and one , or whether there  is  not enoug h in it to neutralize

the teruma in one  hundred and one , it is  forbidden to a non-kohen.



PR O O F

סוּר. ץ – אָ מֵּ  חַ י לְ דֵ כְּ וֹ  ין בּ ין אֵ בֵּ ץ,  מֵּ  חַ י לְ דֵ כְּ וֹ  יֵּשׁ בּ  שֶׁ ין  בֵּ ד,  חָ אֶ ה וְ אָ מֵ לוֹת בְּ עֲ הַ וֹ לְ ין בּ אֵ

The latter clause of that Mishnah teaches: If there  is  not enoug h in it to neutralize  the teruma in one  hundred and one ,

whether there  is  enoug h in it to cause  leavening , or whether there  is  not enoug h in it to cause  leavening , it is

forbidden.

QU E ST IO N

ה? אָ מְ יפָא בִּ סֵ א וְ שָׁ י רֵ

Now, would you suggest that both the  first clause  and the  latter clause  are dealing with one  hundred times its volume?

ANSWER

ה. אָ מְ יפָא בִּ סֵ ד, וְ חַ ה וְ אָ מְ א בִּ שָׁ י לָא, רֵ

Rav Dimi answered: No, the  first clause  is dealing with one  hundred and one  times its volume, and the  latter clause  is

dealing with one  hundred times its volume.

QU E ST IO N

יל? טִ אי לָא בְּ מַּ  ד, אַ חַ ה וְ אָ מְ ץ בִּ מֵּ  חַ י לְ דֵ כְּ וֹ  י יֵשׁ בּ כִ וְ

Abaye asked: But if there  is  enoug h in it to cause  leavening  when mixed in one  hundred and one  times its volume, why is  it

not nullified? Surely leaven cannot have an effect in such a large quantity!

STATEMENT

יק. תִּ שְׁ י אִ

Rav Dimi was s ilent and had no answer.

EXPLANAT IO N

ה. שֶׁ  וּצוֹ קָ ימּ חִ אוֹר דְּ י שְׂ אנֵ שָׁ א  מָ לְ : דִּ יהּ ר לֵ מַ אֲ

Abaye said to him: Perhaps leaven is  different, because  its  leavening  property is  potent,  and some leaven can indeed affect

a mixture of one hundred and one times its volume.

STATEMENT

יעוּרוֹ שִׁ יר  י צִ הֲרֵ שֶׁ ין,  וִ שָׁ ין  יעוּרִ שִּׁ   ל הַ כׇּ ינָא: לֹא  נִ י חֲ בִּ רַ י בְּ סֵ י יוֹ בִּ ר רַ מַ אָ א דְּ תָ ילְּ ן מִ תַּ  כַּרְ  דְ : אַ יהּ ר לֵ מַ אֲ

יִם. אתַ מָ רוֹב לְ קָ

Rav Dimi said to him: You have  reminded me  of a matter that Rabbi Yose i son of Rabbi Chanina said: Not all measures

are  equal, for behold, non-kosher fish brine , its  measure  for nullification is  close  to two hundred times its volume.

PR O O F

יִם. אתַ סָ ית בְּ יעִ בִ ר: רְ מֵ ה אוֹ י יְהוּדָ בִּ סוּר, רַ ירוֹ אָ א צִ מֵ ג טָ נַן: דָּ תְ דִּ

As we  learned in a Mishnah: With regard to a non-kosher fish, its  brine  is  forbidden; Rabbi Yehuda says: A quarter-log

of non-kosher brine renders kosher food forbidden even if it is mixed in two se 'ah of permitted food, which is one hundred and

ninety-two times the volume of a quarter-log.



QU E ST IO N

יל? טֵ בָּ ינוֹ לֹא  מִ ין בְּ ה: מִ י יְהוּדָ בִּ ר רַ מַ אָ הָ וְ

The Gemara asks: But doesn't Rabbi Yehuda say that a type  mixed with its  own type  is  not nullified at all? Why then is the

brine nullified in two se'ah?

ANSWER

א הוּא. מָ לְ עָ ה בְּ יעָ זֵ יר, דְּ י צִ אנֵ שָׁ

The Gemara answers: Brine  is  different, because  it is  mere ly sweat,  meaning it is not the actual body of the fish, so the rule of

min b'mino does not apply to it.

EXPLANAT IO N

פָתוֹת. י לְ שֵׁ א רָ ר בְּ שָׂ בָ כְּ ב הוּנָא:  ר רַ מַ ינַן? אָ עֲרִ שַׁ  ד מְ יצַ כֵּ

The Gemara returns to the Mishnah's rule of measuring the sciatic nerve as if it were meat cooked with a turnip: How do we

measure  this? Rav Huna said: Like  meat cooked in a pot with turnip heads ,  which absorb flavor very easily.

STATEMENT

ין ידִ גִ ין בְּ ר: אֵ מֵ ה אוֹ רוֹקָ ן בְּ בֶּ נָן  חָ י יוֹ בִּ ל רַ שֶׁ נוֹ  אל בְּ עֵ מָ שְׁ  י יִ בִּ יָא: רַ נְ תַ נָּא, דְּ  תַּ אי  הַ כְּ לָא  ין דְּ יתִ נִ תְ מַ

ם. עַ ן טַ נוֹתֵ בְּ

The Gemara notes: Our Mishnah is  not in accordance  with this  Tanna, as  it is  taug ht in a Braisa: Rabbi Yishmae l the  son

of Rabbi Yochanan ben Beroka says: Sinews do not impart flavor at all, and therefore the sciatic nerve can never forbid the

meat cooked with it.

STATEMENT

בָּבָא.  ינָא אַ בַּר זְבִ ה  י יְהוּדָ בִּ יב רַ ינָא, הֲוָה יָתֵ נִ י חֲ בִּ רַ יהּ דְּ מֵּ  קַ א לְ אֲתָ הוּא דַּ הָ

The Gemara relates: There was a certain man who came  before  Rabbi Chanina to ask about a thigh cooked with its sciatic

nerve, and Rabbi Yehuda bar Zevina was  s itting  at the  g ate .

STATEMENT

? ךְ ר לָ מַ אי אֲ : מַ יהּ ר לֵ מַ פַק, אֲ י נְ כִּ

When the man went out, Rabbi Yehuda bar Zevina said to him: What did Rabbi Chanina say to you?

STATEMENT

. יהּ לֵ יהֲ יָא נִ רְ שַׁ  : יהּ ר לֵ מַ אֲ

The man said to him: He  permitted it to me .

STATEMENT

, יהּ מֵּ  קַ יהּ לְ ילַ יְּ ר עַ דַ יהּ הֲ ר לֵ מַ אֲ

Rabbi Yehuda bar Zevina said to him: Bring  it back before  him,  as perhaps he did not realize the sciatic nerve was cooked

inside.

STATEMENT



ם. עַ ן טַ נוֹתֵ ין בְּ ידִ גִ ין בְּ בָּבָא: אֵ  יב אַ יָתֵ אן דְּ מַ יהּ לְ א לֵ ימָ יל אֵ י? זִ ר לִ עַ צַ א מְ קָ אי דְּ אן הַ ר: מַ מַ אֲ

When the man returned, Rabbi Chanina said: Who is  this  who is  bothering  me? Go and say to the  one  who is  s itting  at

the  g ate : Sinews do not impart flavor,  and therefore the thigh is permitted once the nerve is removed.

STATEMENT

י בִּ רַ וּם דְּ שּׁ  א מִ ירָ תֵּ י הֶ בַּהּ לְ י  מוֹרֵ לוּב, דְּ ן חֲ בֶּ ק  חָ צְ י יִ בִּ רַ יהּ דְּ מֵּ  קַ הוּ לְ ר לְ דַּ שַׁ  י, מְ מֵּ  י אַ בִּ רַ יהּ דְּ מֵּ  קַ י אֲתוֹ לְ כִּ

. יהּ א לֵ ירָ בִ יהּ לָא סְ לֵ י, וְ ן לֵוִ בֶּ עַ  שֻׁ  יְהוֹ

When people would come before  Rabbi Ami with this question, he  would send them before  Rabbi Yitzchak ben Chalub,

who would rule  leniently about it to permit the thigh, in the  name  of Rabbi Yehoshua ben Levi; but he  himse lf, Rabbi

Ami, did not ag ree  with this  ruling, though he did not want to rule stringently for others.

R U L ING

ם. עַ ן טַ נוֹתֵ ין בְּ ידִ גִ ין בְּ א: אֵ תָ כְ לְ הִ וְ

And the  halacha is : Sinews do not impart flavor at all.

נָה שְׁ  מִ M I S H N A H

MISHNAH

ל. שֵּׁ   בַּ  נִּתְ שֶׁ ה  שֶׁ נָּ  יד הַ גִּ

We learned in the Mishnah: With regard to a sciatic nerve  that was  cooked with other kosher sinews, if one cannot identify it,

they are all forbidden.

א רָ מָ גְּ G E M A R A

QU E ST IO N

בָּא! רוּ ל בְּ טוֹ יבְ לִ וְ

The Gemara asks: But le t it be  nullified by a s imple  majority of kosher sinews, since we hold that sinews do not impart flavor!

S U M M A RY

In this daf, the Gemara establishes that the cooking of the nazir's ram is a chiddush, meaning we cannot use it as a source to

learn that ta'am is generally nullified, nor do we learn from it that bitul b'shishim is a leniency; rather, the requirement of sixty

is a Rabbinic stringency over the Torah's basic rule of bitul b'rov (nullification by a simple majority). The Gemara then debates

the shiur of bitul for various issurim, contrasting the standard sixty with the one hundred required for terumah. Through a

series of kushyas raised by Abaye to Rav Dimi, we clarify that while standard mixtures are nullified in sixty, certain potent

substances are different: leaven has a powerful leavening effect even in tiny amounts, and Rabbi Yehuda holds that non-

kosher fish brine is so strong that it requires nearly two hundred times its volume to be nullified, since brine is considered mere

sweat rather than the actual body of the fish.



ה שֶׂ עֲ מַ לְ W H AT  T O  T A K E  H O M E

The Gemara is bothered by a kasha: how can leaven of teruma still have the power to affect a dough even when it is

outnumbered one hundred and one to one? The teretz is that "chimutzo kasheh", the leavening power of this yeast is

uniquely sharp and potent. It does not just blend in; it actively transforms everything around it. Rabbi Yose b'rabbi Chanina

comes to teach us a fundamental rule from this: "lo kol hashiurin shavin", not all measurements are the same. You cannot

judge the impact of one substance by the standard of another. Some things are so powerful that even a tiny drop completely

redefines the entire mixture.

This is a massive yesod in our own avodas Hashem. Lichoira, we often look at our daily schedule and feel overwhelmed by

the sheer volume of the "permitted" world we have to deal with. We spend hours at work, tending to physical needs, or

dealing with mundane chores. We might think, "What value does my short seder or my few minutes of heartfelt tefillah have?

It is completely batel in the majority of my busy day!"

But the Torah is telling us: lo kol hashiurin shavin. A Yid's ruchniyus is like that sharp leaven, its potency is not measured by

volume. A single page of Gemara learned with warmth, or one brachah said with real kavanah, has a "chimutzo kasheh"

effect. It is so powerful that it does not get nullified in the busy day; rather, it rises up and elevates every single hour that

follows, giving the entire day a completely different shape and flavor.

Today, do not measure your spiritual accomplishments merely by the clock. When you sit down to learn or stand up to daven,

put your entire heart into it for just five minutes, knowing that this small, potent spark of ruchniyus has the power to elevate

and transform your entire day.
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