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T HE  S U G Y A

We begin the daf by wrapping up the discussion of whether covering the blood of a first animal constitutes an interruption in

the shechitah of a second animal. The Gemara distinguishes this from the case of Rav's talmidim, explaining that since one

could technically slaughter with one hand and cover the blood with the other, doing so does not create a hefsek. From there,

we move into a new Mishnah that outlines who is responsible for the mitzvah of kisuy hadam if the shochet fails to do it, and

what happens if the blood is covered by the wind or becomes uncovered after being covered properly.

In the Gemara's discussion on this Mishnah, we learn the source for why any Jew who sees uncovered blood must cover it,

and the requirement to cover the blood with one's hands rather than one's feet so as not to treat mitzvos with contempt. This

leads into a famous discussion regarding the fine imposed by Rabban Gamliel on someone who snatched another's mitzvah of

kisuy hadam, which leads the Gemara to analyze the value of a brachah and brings down a beautiful story involving Rabbi

Yehuda HaNasi and a heretic.

All introductions, summaries, and contextual notes are the editor's commentary and are not part of the original text.
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R EFU TAT IO N

א?! תָּ  שְׁ  י הַ כִ הָ

The Gemara rejects this comparison: How can you compare  these  two cases?!

EXPLANAT IO N

ר, שָׁ  פְ י לָא אֶ דֵ דָ י הֲ דֵ בַּהֲ י  כֵ א וּבָרוֹ תֵּ  שְׁ  ם מִ תָ הָ

There , in the case of Rav's talmidim, drinking  and reciting  a ble ss ing  s imultaneously is  not possible . Therefore, by asking

for the cup of blessing, they clearly showed they were stopping their drinking.

EXPLANAT IO N

א. דָ חֲ בַּ י  סֵּ  כַ א וּמְ דָ חֲ בַּ יט  חֵ שָׁ  ר דְּ שָׁ  פְ כָא אֶ הָ

But here , regarding the covering of the blood, it is  possible  that he  s laug hters  with one  hand and covers  the blood of the

first animal with the other one . Since they could have been done at the same time, covering the first blood is not considered an

interruption of the slaughtering.

נָה שְׁ  מִ M I S H N A H

MISHNAH



וֹת. סּ כַ יָּיב לְ  ר – חַ חֵ הוּ אַ אָ רָ ה, וְ סָּ  כִּ לֹא  ט וְ חַ שָׁ י׳  נִ תְ מַ

MISHNAH: If one  s laug htered a wild animal or bird and did not cover the blood, and another person saw it uncovered, the

second person is  oblig ated to cover the blood.

MISHNAH

וֹת. סּ כַ לְּ טוּר מִ פָּ לָּה –   גַּ נִתְ הוּ וְ סָּ  כִּ

If the shochet covered it and it was  subsequently uncovered, he  is  exempt from covering  it again.

MISHNAH

וֹת. סּ כַ יָּיב לְ  רוּחַ – חַ וּ[ הָ תּ סַּ  כִּ הוּ( ] סָּ  כִּ (

If the  wind covered it with dirt, and then it became uncovered again, the shochet is  oblig ated to cover it.

א רָ מָ גְּ G E M A R A

BR AI SA

ה. סֶּ  כַ ךְ יְ פַ שָּׁ   שֶׁ י  ה״ – מִ סָּ  כִ ךְ וְ פַ שָׁ  ״וְ נַן:  בָּ  נוּ רַ תָּ ׳  מָ גְּ

GEMARA: The  Rabbis  taug ht in a braisa: The pasuk says, "And he  shall pour out its blood and cover it with earth," which

teaches that the  one  who poured it out, meaning the shochet, shall cover it.

QU E ST IO N

וֹת? סּ כַ יָּיב לְ  חַ שֶׁ ן  יִ נַּ  ר, מִ חֵ הוּ אַ אָ רָ ה, וְ סָּ  כִּ לֹא  ט וְ חַ שָׁ

If he  s laug htered and did not cover the blood, and another person saw it, from where  do we know that the one who saw it

is  oblig ated to cover it?

ANSWER

ל. אֵ רָ שְׂ י יִ נֵ ל בְּ כׇ ה לְ רָ זְהָ ל״ – אַ אֵ רָ שְׂ י יִ נֵ בְ ר לִ אֹמַ ״וָ ר:  מַ נֶּאֱ  שֶׁ

As it is  stated: "Therefore  I said to the  children of Israe l," which is a warning  to all the  children of Israe l to fulfill this

mitzvah if the shochet fails to do so.

BR AI SA

יוֹת זוּ וֹת בְּ צְ יוּ מִ לֹּא יִהְ  שֶׁ ל,  גֶ בָּרֶ וּ  נּ סֶּ  כַ לֹּא יְ  שֶׁ ה,  סֶּ  כַ וֹ יְ ךְ – בּ פַ שָּׁ   שֶׁ ה  מֶּ  בַּ ה״,  סָּ  כִ ךְ וְ פַ שָׁ  ״וְ  : ךְ ידַּ יָא אִ נְ תַּ

יו. לָ עָ

It is  taug ht in another braisa: The pasuk says, "And he  shall pour out and cover," meaning with that which he  poured out

— with his hands — with it he  shall cover, so that he  should not cover it with his foot, so that mitzvos  should not be

contemptible  to him.

BR AI SA

וּ. נּ סֶּ  כַ ךְ – הוּא יְ פַ שָּׁ   שֶׁ י  ה״, מִ סָּ  כִ ךְ וְ פַ שָׁ  ״וְ  : ךְ ידַּ יָא אִ נְ תַּ



It is  taug ht in another braisa: "And he  shall pour out and cover," meaning the  one  who poured it out, he  has the first right

to cover it.

STATEMENT

ים. ה זְהוּבִ רָ שָׂ ן לוֹ עֲ תֵּ י ל לִ יאֵ לִ מְ ן גַּ בָּ  יבוֹ רַ יְּ חִ ה, וְ סָּ  כִ ירוֹ וְ ם חֲבֵ דַ קָ ט, וְ חַ שָּׁ   שֶׁ ד  חָ אֶ ה בְּ שֶׂ עֲ מַ

An incident occurred with one  who s laug htered, and his  friend preempted him and covered the blood, and Rabban

Gamlie l oblig ated him to g ive  him ten g old coins  as compensation for taking away his mitzvah.

QU E ST IO N

כָה? רָ כַר בְּ וָה אוֹ שְׂ צְ כַר מִ הוּ: שְׂ יָא לְ עְ בַּ י אִ

A dilemma was raised before  them: Are these ten gold coins the  reward of the  mitzvah itself, or are they the  reward of the

bless ing  that would have been recited over the mitzvah?

EXPLANAT IO N

ן. זוֹ מָּ  כַּת הַ  רְ בִ ? לְ נַּהּ י א מִ קָ אי נָפְ מַ לְ

What is  the  practical difference  of this question? It makes a difference for Birchas  HaMazon, if someone stole the opportunity

to lead the bentching.

EXPLANAT IO N

ים. עִ בָּ  רְ ין אַ יָ וְ כָה – הָ רָ כַר בְּ תְּ שְׂ רַ מְ י אָ אִ יא, וְ ת הִ חַ וָה – אַ צְ כַר מִ תְּ שְׂ רַ מְ י אָ אִ

If you say the ten coins are the  reward of the  mitzvah, then Birchas HaMazon is  one  mitzvah, and the fine would be ten coins.

But if you say it is the  reward of the  ble ss ing , since there are four blessings in Birchas HaMazon, the fine would be  forty gold

coins.

QU E ST IO N

אי? מַ

What is the halachic conclusion?

PR O O F

ים, רִ א רוּחַ לֹא יָצַר הָ בָּרָ  שֶׁ י  , וּמִ א רוּחַ בָּרָ ים לֹא  רִ יָּצַר הָ  שֶׁ י  י: מִ בִּ רַ ינָא לְ הוּא מִ יהּ הָ ר לֵ מַ אֲ ע, דַּ מַ שְׁ א  תָּ

״. א רוּחַ ים וּבֹרֵ רִ צֵר הָ נֵּה יוֹ  י הִ כִּ ״ יב:  תִ כְ דִּ

Come and hear a proof from the following story: As a certain heretic said to Rabbi Yehuda HaNasi: He who formed the

mountains  did not create  the  wind, and he  who created the  wind did not form the  mountains, as  it is  written: "For

behold, He  Who forms the  mountains  and creates  the  wind," implying two separate creators.

STATEMENT

״. מוֹ שְׁ אוֹת  בָ ״ה׳ צְ א –  רָ קְ יהּ דִּ יפֵ סֵ יל לְ פֵ שְׁ ה,  טֶ וֹ : שׁ יהּ ר לֵ מַ אֲ

Rabbi Yehuda HaNasi said to him: Fool! Go down to the  end of the  pasuk, where it says: "Hashem, the  God of Hosts , is

His  name," showing that one Creator did both.

STATEMENT

א. תָּ  יוּבְ ךְ תְּ נָא לָ רְ דַּ הְ י וּמַ מֵ א יוֹ לָתָ נָא תְּ ימְ י זִ יה...: נְקוֹט לִ ר לֵ מַ אֲ



The heretic said to him: Give  me  a time  of three  days , and I will re turn to you with a re futation.

STATEMENT

א. יָּתָ  נִ עֲ תַּ לָת  י תְּ בִּ יב רַ יְתֵ

Rabbi Yehuda HaNasi sat and fasted three  fasts  so that the heretic would not succeed in finding a heretical answer.

STATEMENT

בָּבָא.  י אַ אֵ ינָא קָ יה...: מִ רוּ לֵ מַ א, אֲ רָ יבְ י מִ עֵ בָּ א  י הֲוָה קָ כִּ

When he  was  about to eat after his fasts, they said to him: A heretic is  standing  at the  door.

STATEMENT

׳״. גוֹ שׁ וְ י רוֹ בָרוּתִ נוּ בְּ יִּתְּ ״וַ ר:  מַ אֲ

Rabbi Yehuda HaNasi said in distress, quoting the pasuk: "They put g all into my food, and for my thirst they gave me vinegar to

drink."

STATEMENT

ת. מֵ ג וָ גָּ ן הַ ל מִ נָפַ ךָ וְ יִבְ וּבָה אוֹ שׁ צָא תְּ , לֹא מָ ךְ י לָ נִ ר טוֹבוֹת אֲ שֵּׂ  בַ י, מְ בִּ יה...: רַ ר לֵ מַ אֲ

The visitor said to him: Rabbi, I am a bring er of g ood tiding s  to you; your enemy did not find an answer, and he  fe ll

from the  roof and died.

STATEMENT

ן. : הֵ ר לוֹ מַ י? אָ לִ צְ ד אֶ עוֹ סְ תִּ שֶׁ ךָ  נְ צוֹ : רְ ר לוֹ מַ אָ

Rabbi Yehuda HaNasi said to him: Is  it your desire  to dine  with me? He  said to him: Yes .

STATEMENT

ל? טֵ ה נוֹ תָּ  ים אַ ים זְהוּבִ עִ בָּ  רְ ה אוֹ אַ וֹתֶ ה שׁ תָּ  כָה אַ רָ ל בְּ שֶׁ וֹס  : כּ ר לוֹ מַ תוּ, אָ שָׁ  לוּ וְ כְ אָ שֶׁ ר  חַ אַ לְ

After they ate  and drank, Rabbi Yehuda HaNasi said to him: Do you want to drink the  cup of ble ss ing , or do you want

to take  forty g old coins  and let me recite the blessings?

STATEMENT

ה. וֹתֶ י שׁ נִ כָה אֲ רָ ל בְּ שֶׁ וֹס  : כּ ר לוֹ מַ אָ

The guest said to him: I will drink the  cup of ble ss ing .

PR O O F

ים. ים זְהוּבִ עִ בָּ  רְ וֶה אַ שָׁ כָה  רָ ל בְּ שֶׁ וֹס  ה: כּ רָ מְ אָ ל וְ בַּת קוֹ ה  תָ יָצְ

A Heavenly Voice  went forth and said: The  cup of ble ss ing  is  worth forty g old coins! This proves that each of the four

blessings of Birchas HaMazon is worth ten gold coins.

STATEMENT

יָאנוּס. בַּר לוּ ת  חַ פַּ  שְׁ  הּ מִ ין אוֹתָ אִ קוֹרְ י, וְ מִ י רוֹ לֵ דוֹ ין גְּ בֵּ ה  חָ פָּ  שְׁ  הּ מִ אוֹתָ נָהּ לְ שְׁ ין יֶ יִ דַ ק: עֲ חָ צְ י יִ בִּ ר רַ מַ אָ



Rabbi Yitzchak said: That family of the heretic still exists  among  the  prominent familie s  of Rome, and they call it the

family of Bar Luyanus.

נָה שְׁ  מִ M I S H N A H

MISHNAH

לָּה.  גַּ נִתְ הוּ וְ סָּ  כִּ

The Mishnah taught: If he  covered it and it was  subsequently uncovered, he is exempt from covering it again.

א רָ מָ גְּ G E M A R A

QU E ST IO N

ה אָ וּ מֵ ילּ פִ ב״ – אֲ שֵׁ  ״הָ ר:  ר מָ מַ אָ ה, דְּ דָ בַת אֲבֵ שָׁ  הֲ נָא מֵ שְׁ אי  י: מַ שֵׁ  ב אָ רַ בָא לְ רָ יהּ דְּ רֵ א בְּ חָ ב אַ יהּ רַ ר לֵ מַ אֲ

ים. מִ עָ פְּ

Rav Acha the  son of Rava said to Rav Ashi: How is  this  different from returning  a lost object, where  the  Master said

that the double wording of "You shall sure ly re turn" teaches that you must return it even a hundred times? Why is covering the

blood not a repeating mitzvah?

ANSWER

״. הוּ סָּ  כִ ״וְ א  יעוּטָ יב מִ תִ כְּ כָא  א, הָ יעוּטָ יב מִ תִ כְּ ם לָא  תָ : הָ יהּ ר לֵ מַ אֲ

Rav Ashi said to him: There , by a lost object, a limiting  word is  not written; but here , a limiting  word is  written: "And he

shall cover it," meaning only once.

נָה שְׁ  מִ M I S H N A H

MISHNAH

. רוּחַ הוּ הָ סָּ  כִּ

The Mishnah taught: If the  wind covered it, and then it became uncovered, he is obligated to cover it.

א רָ מָ גְּ G E M A R A

STATEMENT

טוּר פָּ לָּה –   גַּ נִתְ זַר וְ ל לֹא חָ לָּה, אֲבָ  גַּ נִתְ זַר וְ חָ שֶׁ לָּא   נוּ אֶ שָׁ נָן: לֹא  חָ י יוֹ בִּ ר רַ מַ נָה אָ בַּר חָ בַּר  בָּה   ר רַ מַ אָ

וֹת. סּ כַ לְּ מִ

Rabbah bar bar Chana said that Rabbi Yochanan said: They only taug ht this where  it became  uncovered ag ain; but if it

did not become uncovered ag ain, he  is  exempt from covering  it.



QU E ST IO N

! יהּ י לֵ חִ ידְּ א אִ י? הָ וֵ אי הָ לָּה מַ  גַּ נִתְ זַר וְ י חָ כִ וְ

The Gemara asks: And even if it became  uncovered ag ain, what of it? It was  already re jected from the mitzvah when the

wind covered it, so why should the obligation return?

ANSWER

וֹת. צְ ל מִ צֶ י אֵ יחוּ ין דִּ ת אֵ רֶ מֶ פָּא: זֹאת אוֹ  פָּ ב  ר רַ מַ אָ

Rav Pappa said: This  says  that there  is  no permanent re jection reg arding  mitzvos. Even if a mitzvah was temporarily set

aside, the obligation returns once the obstacle is gone.

QU E ST IO N

וֹת. סּ כַ יָּיב לְ  ע – חַ קַ רְ קַּ בַּ ם  ע דָּ לַ נִבְ ט וְ חֵ וֹ שּׁ  יָא: הַ נְ תַ א דְּ הָ נָא מֵ שְׁ אי  וּמַ

The Gemara asks: And how is  this  different from that which is  taug ht in a braisa: One who s laug hters  and the  blood is

absorbed into the  g round is  still oblig ated to cover it?

ANSWER

כָּר. י וּמוֹ נִ שּׁ  רִ שֶׁ  כְּ ם  תָ הָ

The Gemara answers: There , it is a case where  its  trace  is  still vis ible  on top of the ground, so it was never truly covered.

נָה שְׁ  מִ M I S H N A H

MISHNAH

וֹת. סּ כַ יָּיב לְ  ם – חַ ית דָּ אִ רְ וֹ מַ ם יֵשׁ בּ יִם, אִ מַ ב בְּ רֵ עָ נִּתְ שֶׁ ם  י׳ דָּ נִ תְ מַ

MISHNAH: Blood that was  mixed with water, if it has  the  appearance  of blood, one  is  oblig ated to cover it.

MISHNAH

יִם. וּ הוּא מַ ילּ אִ ין אוֹתוֹ כְּ אִ ן – רוֹ יִ יַ ב בְּ רֵ עָ נִתְ

If the blood was mixed with wine , we  view it as  if it were  water, to see if it would have colored the water.

MISHNAH

ה מָ הֵ בְּ ם הַ דַ ב בְּ רֵ עָ נִתְ

If the blood of the wild animal or bird was mixed with the  blood of a domestic animal, which does not require covering...

וּד ב׳ מּ עַ D A F  8 7 B

MISHNAH

יִם. ן מַ וּ הֵ ילּ אִ ין אוֹתוֹ כְּ אִ יָּה – רוֹ  חַ ם הַ דַ אוֹ בְּ



Or if the blood of a slaughtered bird was mixed with the  blood of a wild animal that is exempt from covering, we view it as

thoug h it,  the exempt blood, were  water,  and if there is enough bird's blood to color the mixture, one is obligated to cover it.

MISHNAH

ם. ל דָּ טֵּ  בַ ם מְ ין דָּ ר: אֵ מֵ ה אוֹ י יְהוּדָ בִּ רַ

Rabbi Yehuda says: Blood does  not nullify blood,  and therefore even if the exempt blood is the majority, the obligation to

cover remains.

MISHNAH

וֹת. סּ כַ יָּיב לְ  ין – חַ כִּ  סַּ  ל הַ עַ שֶׁ  ז וְ תָּ י נִּ ם הַ דָּ

With regard to blood that spurts  during shechita onto the walls of the pit and the blood that is  on the  knife , one  is  oblig ated

to cover it.

MISHNAH

וֹת. סּ כַ לְּ טוּר מִ פָּ לֹּא הוּא –   שֶׁ ם  ם דָּ שָׁ ל יֵשׁ  לָּא הוּא, אֲבָ  ם אֶ ם דָּ שָׁ ין  אֵ שֶׁ ן  מַ זְ י? בִּ תַ ימָ ה: אֵ י יְהוּדָ בִּ ר רַ מַ אָ

Rabbi Yehuda said: When is this the halacha? At a time  when there  is  no  other blood there  except that spurted blood; but

if there  is  other blood there  that is  not that spurted blood, which was already covered in the pit, then he is exempt from

covering  the blood on the wall or the knife.

א רָ מָ גְּ G E M A R A

G EMAR A

ר. שֵׁ  כָּ ם –  ית דָּ אִ רְ וֹ מַ ם יֵשׁ בּ יִם, אִ מַ ב בְּ רֵ עָ נִּתְ שֶׁ ם  ם: דָּ תָ נַן הָ ׳ תְּ מָ גְּ

GEMAR A: We learned in a Mishnah there  in Maseches Zevachim: With regard to blood of a korban that was  mixed with

water, if it has  the  appearance  of blood, it is  fit for sprinkling on the Mizbeach.

G EMAR A

יִם. וּ הוּא מַ ילּ אִ ין אוֹתוֹ כְּ אִ ן – רוֹ יִ יַ ב בְּ רֵ עָ נִתְ

If the blood was mixed with red wine , we  view it as  thoug h it were  water,  and if that amount of water would not ruin the

appearance of the blood, it is fit.

G EMAR A

יִם. וּ הוּא מַ ילּ אִ ין אוֹתוֹ כְּ אִ יָּה – רוֹ  חַ ם הַ דַ ה אוֹ בְּ מָ הֵ ם בְּ דַ ב בְּ רֵ עָ נִתְ

If the kodashim blood was mixed with the  blood of a chullin domesticated animal or with the  blood of a chullin wild

animal, we  view it as  thoug h it were  water.

G EMAR A

ם. ל דָּ טֵּ  בַ ם מְ ין דָּ ר: אֵ מֵ ה אוֹ י יְהוּדָ בִּ רַ

Rabbi Yehuda says: Blood does  not nullify blood,  and it is fit in any case.

STATEMENT



יִם ךְ מַ תוֹ ם לְ ל דָּ ל נָפַ ם, אֲבָ ךְ דָּ תוֹ יִם לְ לוּ מַ נָּפְ  שֶׁ לָּא   נוּ אֶ שָׁ נָן: לֹא  חָ י יוֹ בִּ ר רַ מַ בָּא אָ  בַּר אַ יָּיא   י חִ בִּ ר רַ מַ אָ

ל. טֵ בָּ ן  וֹ אשׁ ן רִ וֹ אשׁ – רִ

Rabbi Chiyya bar Abba said that Rabbi Yochanan said: They only taug ht this halacha that it is fit if it has the appearance of

blood where  the  water fe ll into the  blood; but if the blood fe ll into the  water, the  first drop and then the next first drop is

nullified in the water as it falls, and the mixture is permanently disqualified.

STATEMENT

וֹת. צְ ל מִ צֶ י אֵ חוּ ין דִּ ן, אֵ כֵּ ינוֹ  י אֵ וּ סּ כִּ יַן  נְ עִ לְ פָּא: וּ  פָּ ב  ר רַ מַ אָ

Rav Pappa said: But with reg ard to the  matter of covering  the blood, it is  not so ;  even if the blood fell into water, it is not

nullified, because there  is  no permanent re jection by mitzvos  that are not kodashim, and once there is enough blood to color

the water, the obligation returns.

STATEMENT

י. וּ סּ כִ ין בְּ יבִ יָּ  חַ ין, וְ ירִ שִׁ  כְ ין, וּמַ רִ פְּ  כַ ית – מְ מוּמִ דְּ ה אַ אֵ רְ ל מַ כׇּ ל:  מוּאֵ שְׁ ר  מַ ה אָ ב יְהוּדָ ר רַ מַ אָ

Rav Yehuda said that Shmuel said: Any mixture of blood and water that retains a reddish appearance , they effect

atonement if sprinkled on the Mizbeach, and they render food susceptible  to tumah, and they are  oblig ated in covering .

QU E ST IO N

ינָא! נֵ י – תְּ וּ סּ כִ ין בְּ יבִ יָּ  ינָא, חַ נֵ ין – תְּ רִ פְּ  כַ ן? מְ ע לַ מַ שְׁ  מַ אי קָ מַ

The Gemara asks: What is  he  teaching  us? That they effect atonement, we  already learned this in the Mishnah in Zevachim!

That they are  oblig ated in covering , we  already learned this in our Mishnah!

ANSWER

. יהּ יכָא לֵ רִ טְ יצְ ין אִ ירִ שִׁ  כְ מַ

The Gemara answers: It was necessary for him to teach that they render food susceptible  to tumah.

O BJECT IO N

י! רִ שְׁ  כְ י מַ וֹרֵ שׁ כְ יָּא – אַ  י מַ ר, אִ שַׁ  כְ י מַ וֹרֵ שׁ כְ ם – אַ י דָּ י, אִ ין נָמֵ ירִ שִׁ  כְ מַ

The Gemara objects: Regarding rendering  susceptible  also ,  why do we need a ruling? If the mixture is considered blood, it

renders  susceptible  as blood, and if it is considered water, it renders  susceptible  as water! Either way, the food becomes

susceptible!

R E SO LU T IO N

ים. מִ שָׁ  י גְ מֵ דוֹ בְּ מְּ תִּ שֶׁ יכָא,  רִ לָא צְ

The Gemara answers: No, it is  necessary for a case where  he  mixed it with rainwater.

O BJECT IO N

ינְהוּ. בִ שְׁ  חְ י, אַ מֵ רָ יל וְ קֵ שָׁ  ן דְּ יוָ כֵּ י,  ים נָמֵ מִ שָׁ  י גְ מֵ

The Gemara asks: Regarding rainwater also, s ince  he  took the water and poured it into the blood, he  has  g iven it

importance ,  and rainwater that is handled with intent renders food susceptible!

R E SO LU T IO N



ן. יהֶ לֵ אֲ דוּ מֵ מְ נִּתְ שֶׁ יכָא,  רִ לָא צְ

The Gemara answers: No, it is  necessary for a case where  they became  mixed on the ir own,  without human action.

EXPLANAT IO N

א. מָ דְ א דִּ תָּ  לְ לַ צְ ר: בִּ מֵ יל אוֹ בִּ רְ נְּהַ י מִ סִּ י אַ בִּ רַ

Rabbi Assi of Neharbil says: Shmuel's statement was referring to the  clear plasma of blood that has a reddish hue.

STATEMENT

יִת. זַ כְּ כָּא  י אִ הוּא דְּ ת, וְ כָּרֵ נוּשׁ  ר: עָ מַ י אָ תִּ פְ דִּ יָה מִ מְ י יִרְ בִּ רַ

Rabbi Yirmeya of Difti said: One who consumes this plasma is punishable  by kares , and that is  specifically where  there  is  a

kezayis  of actual blood within the plasma.

BR AI SA

ית. יעִ בִ כָּא רְ י אִ הוּא דְּ ל, וְ אֹהֶ ים בְּ אִ מְּ טַ נָא: מְ תָּ א  יתָ נִ תְ מַ בְּ

It was  taug ht in a Braisa: Plasma from a corpse imparts  tumah in a tent, and that is  specifically where  there  is  a revi'is  of

actual blood within it.

BR AI SA

ל. אֹהֶ ין בְּ אִ מְּ טַ וֹ מְ בּ שֶׁ ית  מוּמִ דְּ ה אַ אֵ רְ ל מַ כׇ , וְ מוֹ דָּ ץ מִ ין, חוּ הוֹרִ ת טְ מֵּ  ה הַ קֵ שְׁ  ל מַ כׇּ ם:  תָ נַן הָ תְּ

We learned in a Mishnah there : All liquids  of a corpse  are  tahor from imparting the severe tumah of a corpse, except for its

blood; and any reddish appearance  in its liquids imparts  tumah in a tent.

QU E ST IO N

ן, בָּהֶ עַ  וֹגֵ נּ שֶׁ ין  קִ שְׁ  מַ כְּ וּ  נּ מֶּ  ין מִ אִ צְ יּוֹ ין הַ קִ שְׁ  בוּל יוֹם, מַ ה טְ קֶ שְׁ  ינְהוּ: מַ מִ ין? וּרְ הוֹרִ ת טְ מֵּ  ה הַ קֵ שְׁ  וּמַ

The Gemara asks: And are  the  liquids  of a corpse  tahor? But I will point out a contradiction: We learned in a Mishnah,

with regard to the  liquid of a tevul yom, liquids  that issue  from him are  like  liquids  that he  touches ,  which are tamei; and

the same should apply to a corpse!

S U M M A RY

The Gemara establishes that the shochet has the primary right to perform kisuy hadam, and if someone else steals the mitzvah,

they must pay a fine of ten gold coins. Through a story involving Rabbi Yehuda HaNasi and a guest who chose the cup of

blessing over a cash reward, a Heavenly Voice confirms that each of the four brachos of Birchas HaMazon is worth ten gold

coins. Additionally, the Gemara clarifies that while returning a lost object must be done repeatedly, the Torah's phrasing limits

the obligation of kisuy hadam to a single act once it has been properly covered. Finally, we learn that if the wind covers the

blood and it becomes uncovered again, the shochet is still obligated to cover it, demonstrating the principle that there is no

permanent rejection (dechuya) when it comes to mitzvos.



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

The Gemara brings down a beautiful and powerful story about Rabbi Yehuda HaNasi, who offered his guest a choice: either

take forty gold coins, or take the zechus of reciting the Birchas HaMazon over the cup of blessing. The guest chose the

blessing, and a Bas Kol came out and declared that the cup of blessing is indeed worth forty gold coins. From here, the

Gemara learns that every single one of the four berachos of Birchas HaMazon is worth ten gold coins.

Think about this for a moment, my friends. We bentch every single day, sometimes multiple times a day. It is so easy to let the

words slip by as a habit, a quick routine we rush through to get back to our day. But Chazal are revealing to us the true value

of what we are holding. Every single berachah we utter is a precious gem, valued by Heaven at a fortune of gold. When we

say Birchas HaMazon, we are literally collecting wealth!

This is not just about bentching; it is about how we look at all our mitzvos. The Torah tells us regarding the mitzvah of kisuy

hadam that we must cover the blood with our hands and not with our feet, so that "mitzvos should not be contemptible to

him." When we do a mitzvah with excitement, with care, and with a sense of its immense value, we show Hashem how much

we cherish His Torah.

Today, when you sit down to bentch after eating bread, do not just rush through the words. Pause for three seconds before

you begin. Remind yourself of the Bas Kol's declaration: each of these four berachos is worth ten gold coins. Say the words

slowly, out loud, and with real joy, appreciating the immense spiritual wealth you are gathering with every single word.
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