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Daf Yomi - The Full Daf - Elucidated Talmud - Navy & Gold Edition - with Rashi

LJ THE SUGYA

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 froma 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 froma 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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The Gemara asks: And let us learn from it, fromthe case of the nazirite's ram, that the flavor of sacrificial food can be nullified in

a mixture?
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The Gemara explains: The Merciful One revealed regarding the sin offering, where the Torah states: "Whate ver shall
touch its flesh shall be holy”,
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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 stringencies that apply to it. This

teaches that flavor absorbed fromssacrificial food is not nullified.
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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!
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The Gemara answers: The case of the nazirite's ramis a novelty, and we do not learn general principles from a novelty.
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The Gemara objects: If so, that the nazirite's ramis a novelty from which we cannotlearn, then for the ratios of one hundred

and sixty times the volume also, let us not learn fromit that forbidden food is nullified in these amounts?
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The Gemara responds: Is it to say that we learn this as a leniency? We learn it only as a stringency, 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.
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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 fromthe 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.
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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.
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Abaye said to him: And are all forbidden foods in the Torah nullified only in one hundred times their volume?
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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 stringent if it is a mixture of the same type? But the

halakha is to be lenient and to be stringent if it is a mixture of a different type.
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And it is taught in the latter clause of that Mishnah: To be lenient and to be stringent in a mixture of a different type,

howso?
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For example, split beans of teruma that were cooked with lentils of non-sacred food: If there is enough in them to impart
flavor, whe ther there is enough in them to neutralize the split beans in one hundred and one parts of lentils, or whe ther

there is not enough in them to neutralize the split beans in one hundred and one parts, the mixture is forbidden.
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But if there is not enough in them to impart flavor, whe ther there is enough in them to neutralize the split beans in one
hundred and one parts, or whether there is not enough in them to neutralize the split beans in one hundred and one parts,

the mixture is permitted.
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Abaye asks: If there is not enough 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 sixty times its volume? This contradicts the view that all forbidden foods require one
hundred!
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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.
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Abaye objected: But since the first clause must be referring to a case where there is one hundred times its volume, the latter

clause must be referring to sixty times its volume!
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As the first clause teaches in the Mishnah in Orlah: To be stringent in a case of a type mixed with its own type, how so?
Leaven of teruma wheat that fell into dough of non-sacred wheat, and there is enough in it to cause leavening, whether
there is enough in it to neutralize the teruma in one hundred and one, or whether there is not enough in it to neutralize

the teruma in one hundred and one, it is forbidden to a non-kohen.
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The latter clause of that Mishnah teaches: If there is not enough in it to neutralize the teruma in one hundred and one,
whether there is enough in it to cause leavening, or whether there is not enough in it to cause leavening, it is

forbidden.
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Now, would you suggest that both the first clause and the latter clause are dealing with one hundred times its volume?
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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.
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Abaye asked: But if there is enough 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
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Rav Dimi was silent and had no answer.
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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
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Rav Dimi said to him: You have reminded me of a matter that Rabbi Yosei 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.
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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.
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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?
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The Gemara answers: Brine is different, because it is merely sweat, meaning it is not the actual body of the fish, so the rule of

min b'mino does not apply to it.
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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.
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The Gemara notes: Our Mishnah is not in accordance with this Tanna, as it is taught in a Braisa: Rabbi Yishmael the son
of Rabbi Yochanan ben Beroka says: Sinews do not impart flavor atall, and therefore the sciatic nerve can never forbid the

meat cooked with it.

STATEMENT
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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 sitting at the gate.

STATEMENT
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When the man went out, Rabbi Yehuda bar Zevina said to him: What did Rabbi Chanina say to you?
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The man said to him: He permitted it to me.

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

the gate: Sinews do not impart flavor, and therefore the thigh is permitted once the nerve is removed.
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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 himself, Rabbi

Ami, did not agree with this ruling, though he did not want to rule stringently for others.
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And the halacha is: Sinews do not impart flavor atall.

ngwn MISHNAH
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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.

GEMARA
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The Gemara asks: But let it be nullified by a simple majority of kosher sinews, since we hold that sinews do not impart flavor!

SUMMARY

In this daf; the Gemara establishes that the cooking of the nazir's ramis a chiddush, meaning we cannot use it as a source to
learn that ta'amis generally nullified, nor do we learn fromit that bitul b'shishim s 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.
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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 ny short seder or ny few minutes of heartfelt tefillah have?

Itis 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, hasa "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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