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Intro

Today we will Be“H learn 15 q7 of P> noon.
Some of the topics we will learn about include:

- N1D10N
A dying animal is permitted to be slaughtered and eaten I?Jﬂ:'l T2 DOIDNVY

IF we can determine that it was alive until the slaughter
was complete, such as

53721 2 ©IONW

Ifit moves its foreleg and hind leg;

The Gemara also discusses the prohibitions of nD’ﬂU
1970

And animal that will die due to a missing or defective
body part;

>

And animal that died by any means other than 7v'nw; and I?’

o 7221
Certain forbidden fats of the animal.

NOR 5P 5N NOR PR
If something is already prohibited, a second prohibition
cannot take effect on this same item.

. RO237 ORI

Certain commendable practices of SR the Prophet.

25n

MOR HY PN NOR PR

N1 HRPTN?
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So, let's review...

Zugt di Mishnah:

NINONT DR VMWV

A dying animal may only be eaten if it lived until the end
of the nonw;

And the Mishnah cites a 3-way Machlokes in how it is
determined to have been alive at the end of the Tonw:

1.

IR OROMI 12 PYPW 117

53721 72 ©379NW TY

It must move its foreleg AND its hind leg.

2.

IR WYHR 727

PP OR T

It is enough if it spewed blood at the time of the o'nw,
because the forcible discharge indicates that the animal
had air in its lungs.

And the Mishnah adds:

DYDY 227 IR

b omwn

D7 DR 5N R DIV IO

aRlvp)

If one slaughtered at night, and the next morning he found
the walls of the animal’s throat splattered with blood, the
nonw is valid, because

pITY

TWYHR 727 TR

It certainly spewed blood.

3. A third opinion;

DR D10

5373 IR T2 IR ©319NW TY

12312 WHWINW TV IR

103 N2 TARY IPT APN TIR

It must move either its foreleg OR its hind leg, or swish its
tail. And this applies to both a small or large animal.
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DID0NRR NN BRYA

A dying animal may only be eaten
if it lived until the end of the nonw;

1

/3 éﬁ(‘ R I )
5393) '3 DYBNY Sy

It must move its foreleg and its hind leg.

2

W Wé »I
APt N e
It is enough if it spewed blood at the time of the npnw,

because the forcible discharge indicates
that the animal had air in its lungs.

And the Mishnah addy:

S D3
M99
0 2h’ 2hRs ML 2SR AN
ms

If one slaughtered at night, and the next morning
he found the walls of the animal’s throat splattered with
blood, the nonw is valid, because

VDR 12 DTN - NPITY
It certainly spewed blood.

3
POWIE PN
5393 % T3 W DoEnY T
na3ta WavanY Y N
104 Fam2 AR PT Ana NN

It must move either its foreleg or its hind leg,
or swish its tail.
And this applies to both a small or large animal.
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The Mishnah continues:

7 N3

AP0 R AT OWOW

109

If a small animal stretched out its foreleg but did not
retract it, the 7o'nw is not valid, because,

7252 WO MR RIR IPRY

This is part of the throes of death and is not considered
oipai>}

However, Rashi adds,

702 YR

D712 NI IND

For a large animal, this is unusual, and so it would be
considered 01575, ®

However, the Mishnah concludes with the following
distinction:

DMHR D727 7N

NINON NPINA NNV

All the above-mentioned signs are required only if the
animal was on the verge of dying,

N2 NPIAA T DR DIR

1557 D3R S0 TR 12 PR IO

7wd

However, an ordinary healthy animal is 7w, and we
assume it lived until the end of the nv’nw, even without
any of these signs.

DafHachaim.org

P e
M NDY T s
Al

If a small animal stretched out its foreleg but did not
retract it, the npnw is not valid, because,

7252 w91 NR¥IN ROR NINRY
This is part of the throes of death
and is not considered D1>7o.
However, Rashic adds,

1903 ONMH 15 PN O3H
For a /%/9& animal, thiy iy whusual,
and 30 it wolld be considered opro.

QYN 2929 A2

DI2OR Npna /R

All the above-mentioned signs are required
only if the animal was on the verge of dying.

FIN'™3 NPT AN o8 9aN
9or 200 9o N 12 PN 9'EN
Rl

However, an ordinary healthy animal is >,
and we assume it lived until the end of the nonw,
even without any of these signs.
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The Gemara elaborates:

nomon

RPORT PRVIR PON

We would have thought that a dying animal may not be
eaten even with proper nv°nw, because the Pasuk says
DIRN TOR PAA NN

And we expound

DR N

5IRN KD 777 PRY)

If it will live, it may be eaten, but if it will not live, it may
not be eaten.

However, it is nevertheless, permitted.

And the Gemara brings several sources to prove that a
mon is indeed permitted:

1.

RINDAIIORTD

5IRN KD 151

NMW MOHT HHan

Since the Torah explicitly forbids eating a 7533, an animal
that died, this implies that a dying animal is permitted if it
is slaughtered.

However, the Gemara rejects this proof:

Perhaps

moa17n

nooNIrn

The term 1523 also refers to the animal before it died, and a
dying animal is included in the prohibition of 7523, and
oY1 0Tmn

RS2 NI MRS

While it is still alive, one only transgresses the 7wy mx» of
7nn 0Nt and the Pasuk of nba1 adds a 18> when it already
died.
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Nn1dIon
RIPORT PNYTR PpON
We would have thought that a dying animal
may not be eaten even with proper nonw,

because f/mPMW
YR AN P Rt

508 N
558N RS D NN

Ifit will live, it may be eaten,
but if it will not live, it may not be eaten.

However, it is nevertheless, permitted.

@

N2 MWNTH

Loxm XD o=

NMW NODKT Sbon

oY

Perhaps

N5 1>
NIDIDY 17D

The termnb2) also refers to the animal before it died,
and a dying animal is included in the prohibition of n522,
and

DWDI DYNND
IND2 NP INNRD

While it is still alive,
one only transgresses the nwy men of mnn NNT,

and the Pasuk of n>2) adds a N>
when it already died.
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Therefore, the Gemara cites another source:

2.

The Pasuk says

5IRN RY 71970

And we can infer

RV NINON

Only an animal that will die due to a defect in one of its
organs is prohibited, but an ordinary dying animal is
permitted.

At first, the Gemara rejects this proof:

Perhaps

1970 177

fahim)loloRbilry

A 1970 IS any dying animal, and one transgresses both an
nwy and a X!

Furthermore, if you will counter

haispRbinh

If any dying animal is prohibited, why do we need a
prohibition against a dead animal?

The Gemara suggests

2370

1970 17

fahin)loloRbiy

All three terms refer to the same animal that is dying for
any reason; and

OV PIRD 3w1a PHY TS

There is a8 and a nwy to eat it, and if it died naturally
and was not slaughtered, there is an additional 8> of 521

DafHachaim.org

@

The Pusi
Loxm x5 Sgnb
And we can m%er
NI NIOIDY

but an ordinary dying animal is permitted.

?

Perhaps
NOID 1M
NIOIDY 1N

Anow IS any dying animal,

and one transgresses both an nwy and aRb!

Furthermore, if you will counter

"5 npd nd)
If any dying animal is prohibited,
why do we need a prohibition against a dead animal?

D i

N5 17N
NOMD 1IN
NIDIDN 1IN

All three terms refer to the same animal
that is dying for any reason; and

NWD) PIRD W2 Py MIwd

Thereis aRb and a nwy to eat it,
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However, the Gemara rejects this suggestion, because
there is a Pasuk in 13 nwao;

17970 25m b1 25m

71OR51 55 vy

IMHIRN RS HIN

And we might ask

MDA TR RN5N RS?

This Pasuk is not needed to forbid 25m, because we
already have an earlier Pasuk in X9 nw1o which forbids
25

HORN RS 075251 5

Rather, this Pasuk teaches

251 TR SV Dy 7523 OR R

251 TR SV DI 7970 MOR R

That the 7970 T7o°R1 1521 TR take effect on the 250 To'N;
Although we have a principle

MNOR HY 51 NOR PR

If something is already prohibited, a second prohibition
cannot take effect.

Nevertheless, this Pasuk teaches us that the prohibition
against consuming a 1523 or 190 takes effect on the 25m,
the forbidden fat of the animal, as well.
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ey
Pusuke w12 p0o
memt = Sl =em
=R DR Dos Sl
PRIRTT XD IR
And we W?/u‘ ask
NN MNR RNOON Npd

This Pasuk is not needed to forbid 2bn,
because we already have an earlier Pasuk in Mypm nwio
which forbids 2bn;

Yoo N'D TS D) = o

Rather, this Pasuk teaches

DN R DN R
NoOW nb)
MR 5v 5pm N by Hhinm
abn abn

That the now MR 1523 NN take effect
on the 35n WN;

A&MWW@W&@WW
MO DY N NOR PR

If something is already prohibited, a second
prohibition cannot take effect.

Nevertheless, this Pasuk teaches us
that the prohibition against consuming an»23 or noMp
takes effect on the 25n as well.
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Now,

RIOAT NS

7R 535 nwy’ 1521250

MOIRN RY 7970 25m

The Torah does not have to state this exception for both
7521 and 1977V, because

Rl aioRya)

251 MORR DM 1970 NOR TIR

NOVD AN INN?

If the prohibition of 1990, which begins when the animal
is alive, takes effect; the prohibition against 1523 certainly
does!

Clearly,

NINON 1IN 1970

The term 1970 refers to an animal dying due to a defect,
while a ni>on is an animal dying of natural causes.

Furthermore, we cannot suggest

NIONIR 90 NN

Perhaps a 1970 IS a ni»on, and

>

NI2NOM MID RNR RST

RIVO) ARVYY DT 7N

The Torah needs to forbid a dead animal that was NOT
initially a n13:70p, such as an animal that was split in two.
This animal goes instantly from being alive to being dead,
and is never in the stage of a dying animal;

We cannot say this, because

RNMO MINOH M7 RIT TWOR 'R

R POOYT NP

The animal IS certainly a n1»1om, at least, for a moment
before it was mostly cut in half.

Therefore, our proof stands:

Since the Pasuk forbids a 1970, this implies that a nison
is permitted.

Dedicated By:
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NJODDY 2005
NoONby 505 nhwy nbas abn
MboRN RS o 2bm

DYND NN
abn MDNN 5on noIw NDN NN
NV N INRD

If the prohibition of nomw,
which begins when the animal is alive, takes effect;
the prohibition against nb22 certainly does!

Clearly,
NIIDD 177 IRD NDW

The term noMw refers to an animal dying due to a defect,
while a nopy is an animal dying of natural causes.

Furthermore,
NIIDY 1IN NDIV 1IN
Perhaps anonp is a naoon, and
N2
NIOIDH NI RPN RHT
NOYDDI NNWDW WOT 100)

The Torah needs to forbid a dead animal
that was NOT initially a noop,
such as an animal that was split in two.
This animal goes instantly from being alive to being dead,
and is never in the stage of a dying animal,

We cannat say this, because
NNND NIJIDY NN RHT IWONR N
N2ND pPDDDT Wpn
The animal IS certainly a naon, at least, for a moment
before it was mostly cut in half.

Therefore, our proof stands:
Since the Pasuk forbids a nonv,
this implies that a by is permitted.
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A third source: @
We cited the Pasuk
1970 235M 11523 25M )
A19R9M 535 Y We cited the Pasuk
mhan oM 5 Som Sl 2o
The Gemara points out ) o
19701 7923 250 RIS H:NBD B:B ﬂ't?i)"
5 n5 251 25N .
Why does the Torah use the term 25n twice, for both 7523 7:-”1:=Nn NB B:N',
and nomw?
Itis teaching us NIV ND2I 2bn Nd
o P b Apb 257 25N
mwan pbn nabnw Why does the Torah use the term abn twice,
NINON WIPRI for both n>21 and nomw?
The fat of this animal is forbidden, just like its meat, but
there is another animal whose fat is forbidden but its meat Ttiut ey ubs

is permitted, and this refers to a ni»on.

NIW2ID MON NN PRY NN T
DINR P N
MwIn mbn nadnw
NIDIDY T IDN)

. but there is another animal whose fat is forbidden
but its meat is not forbidden,
and this refers to a naoy.
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4.

The Pasuk in SRpir 790 says

DTOR T IAR TN

ARDION KD W3 A

NIR RY 19TV 71920

nY V1IN

519 W1 91 RARN

x237 SR tells Hashem that he has never consumed
these items.

And we expound

ARDIOLH RS W3 M

"5 AR 7H X315 D2 NI RYW

I'have never had impure thoughts that would lead to sin;
MNYIN NPIR RY 19TV 715N

02N 017 012 W1 "NPIR ROV

I never ate from an animal that needed to be slaughtered
immediately. This refers to a n1»on, which is slaughtered
before it can become a 75>13;

519 W1 91 RARN

DM 12 AMAW AN "NYIR ROV

Inever ate from an animal whose mw> was questionable
and required a 0or's ruling.

The Gemara points out

RPONR NIHORN

ORPIPT M7 RD

If it is forbidden 71 11 to eat from a ni»ow, why was this
worth mentioning!

N°2377 HRPIY is enumerating his mmIn?

Clearly, it is permitted, and SR was stringent.
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The Pasuk M@)jﬂf 100
DPHN AN
mxmon XD gl nin

TiooN XD H9b Hoad

S S b
i A= g xT XS
N30 Sprm tells Hashem he never

consumed any of these items.

NN ROW
5 N2D D2
DOWD N2 NNRDI
Ineveratefroman Ihave never had
animal that needed  impure thoughts
to be slaughtered  that would lead
immediately. to sin;
This refersto a
N0y, which is
slaughtered before it
can become an>2;

nboN NHw
DD DID P2

NbON Ndw
NPNID

DON N2 MmNy
Inever ate from
an animal whose
nw> required a
pon’s ruling.

NYDR DION N
HNPTMT MM IND

Ifitis forbidden p1n » to eat from a naowy,
why was this worth mentioning!
N7 bRpT is enumerating his npin?

Clearly, it is permitted, and 5xprm was stringent.
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The Gemara now explains the exact definition of a ni>on:

MR PTBYHY 53

NIV PR

Any animal that is hit or urged to stand but will not stand;
And the Gemara adds

NYYRI NN IOKR

This is true even if it is strong enough to chew on pieces
of wood; and

TP NN OR

Evenifit can chew on beams.

But since it cannot stand, it is a nixON.
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N1DI0P
v
NPIN PTHYLY b>
NTOI NPN)

Any animal that is hit or urged to stand
but will not stand;

And the Gemara addy

nboz1bonN N5oIN 15BN
oy nPYP2

Even if it can chew This is true even if it is
on beams. strong enough to chew
on pieces of wood,

But since it cannot stand, it is a naoDv.
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