
 
 

Today’s Daf In Review is being sent l’zecher nishmas Habachur Yechezkel Shraga A”H ben R’ Avrohom 
Yehuda 
 

Chullin Daf Chuf Zayin 
 

PEREK HASHOCHET -- PEREK SHEINI 
 
MISHNA 

• If one shechts one siman of a bird or two simanim of an animal the shechita is valid, and cutting 
most of a siman is like cutting the entire siman. R’ Yehuda says, the shechita of a bird is not 
proper until the “vridin” (the main blood vessels in the neck) are cut as well.  

o If one shechts half of one siman of a bird or one and a half simanim of an animal, the 
shechita is passul.  

o If one shechts most of one siman of a bird and most of each of the 2 simanim of an 
animal, the shechita is valid. 

 
GEMARA 

• Q: The Mishna begins by saying “one who shechts”, which suggests that this halacha is only valid 
b’dieved, but not l’chatchila. Now, this can’t be, because what more can one shecht than the 2 
simanim of an animal!? A: We can say that the b’dieved verbiage is meant for the shechting of 
one siman of a bird. We can also say that it is meant for the rule that cutting most of a siman is 
like cutting the entire siman. 

• R’ Kahana said, how do we know that shechita is done at the neck? It is based on the pasuk of 
“v’shachat es ben habakar”, and we darshen the word “v’shachat” to mean in the place that the 
animal bends (“shach”) it should be cleansed (“chat”) of its blood.  

o Q: How do we know that “chat” means to cleanse? A: A pasuk says “v’chitei es habayis”. 
Another pasuk says “tichateini b’eizov v’ethor”. 

o Q: Maybe this means to do shechita at the tail (which is also bent over)? A: By teaching 
that the shechita should be done at a place where it bends suggests that normally this 
place is not bent. Therefore, it can’t refer to the tail, because that is always bent.  

o Q: Maybe this means to do shechita at the ear (which is sometimes bent)? A: We learn 
that shechita requires that the lifeblood of the animal flow out, and there is no lifeblood 
at the ear.  

▪ Q: Maybe we begin cutting at the ear and cut all the way down to the place 
where lifeblood will flow? Moreover, how do we know the halachos of shehiya, 
drasa, chalada, hagrama, and ikur? Rather, these halachos are known from a 
halacha l’Moshe miSinai. The same is true for the fact that shechita must be 
done at the neck.  

• Q: If so, what does the pasuk quoted earlier teach? A: It teaches that 
when shechting from the neck one need not cut off the head (only the 
simanim need to be cut). 

o R’ Yeimar said, we learn that shechita must be done at the neck from the pasuk of 
“vizavachta”, which teaches that at the place where the blood flows (“zav”) it should be 
cut (“chateihu”). 

▪ Q: How do we know that “chateihu” means to cut or break? A: The pasuk says 
“ahl tirah v’ahl teichas”. 

▪ Q: Maybe this means to shecht at the nose (which flows with mucus)? A: We 
need a place that flows because of the cutting, not something that flows on its 
own. 

▪ Q; Maybe this means to shecht at the heart? Moreover, how do we know the 
halachos of shehiya, drasa, chalada, hagrama, and ikur? Rather, these halachos 



are known from a halacha l’Moshe miSinai. The same is true for the fact that 
shechita must be done at the neck.  

• Q: If so, what does the pasuk quoted earlier teach? A: It teaches that 
when shechting from the neck one need not cut off the head (only the 
simanim need to be cut). 

o R’ Yishmael’s yeshiva taught, we learn that shechita must be done at the neck by 
reading the word “v’shachat” as if it says “v’sachat”, which teaches that at the place 
where it makes sounds (“sach”) it should be cleansed (“chateihu”) of its blood. 

▪ Q: Maybe this means to shecht at the tongue? A: We learn that shechita 
requires that the lifeblood of the animal flow out, and there is no lifeblood at 
the tongue. 

• Q: Maybe we begin cutting at the tongue and cut all the way down to 
the place where lifeblood will flow? Moreover, how do we know the 
halachos of shehiya, drasa, chalada, hagrama, and ikur? Rather, these 
halachos are known from a halacha l’Moshe miSinai. The same is true 
for the fact that shechita must be done at the neck.  

o Q: If so, what does the pasuk quoted earlier teach? A: It teaches 
that when shechting from the neck one need not cut off the 
head (only the simanim need to be cut). 

o A Tanna says that we learn this from a Braisa. The Braisa says that R’ Chiya says, how do 
we know that shechita is done at the neck? The pasuk regarding an Olah says “v’archu 
bnei Aharon haKohanim eis hanesachim” (the Kohanim shall arrange the pieces). This 
would include the head and the fats, so why does the pasuk then single out “es harosh 
v’es hapader”? The pasuk says “v’hifshit es ha’olah v’nitach”, which would be thought to 
limit this to pieces that are skinned. How do we know to include the head that has 
already been severed? That is why we need the pasuk to single out the head. Now, from 
the fact that the Braisa says that the head was severed, this teaches that shechita is at 
the neck.  

o Another Tanna brings a source from a different Braisa. The pasuk says “zos Toras 
habeheima v’ha’of”, which compares the halachos of an animal and a bird. R’ Eliezer 
says, the reason for this comparison is to teach that just as the melika of a bird is done 
at its neck, so too the shechita of an animal is done at its neck. If so, maybe we should 
say that the shechita is done at the back of the neck, just like the melika is done at the 
back of the neck? The pasuk regarding melika says “umalak es rosho mimul arpo”, which 
teaches that only the bird is cut at the back of the neck, but not any other animal.  

▪ Q: What does R’ Eliezer darshen with the word “zos”? A: We would think to say 
that just as by a bird he need only cut through one siman, the same should be 
for an animal. The word “zos” teaches that they are only compared with regard 
to the place of the killing (i.e. the neck), but not for other halachos.  

▪ Bar Kappara taught, the pasuk of “zos Toras…” mentions birds after animals and 
before fish. This teaches that we cannot say that we must cut through both 
simanim of a bird, because it is compared to fish that don’t need any simanim 
cut. We also can’t say that we don’t need to cut any simanim, because it is 
compared to animals which need both simanim cut. Rather, this teaches that a 
bird becomes mutar with the shechting of just one siman.  

• Q: How do we know that fish don’t need a shechita at all? It can’t be 
from the fact that a pasuk which discusses feeding meat to Klal Yisrael 
mentions shechita regarding animals and then mentions “gathering” 
regarding fish, which seems to teach that no shechita is needed for the 
fish, because regarding the “slav” that was sent to the Yidden in the 
Midbar the pasuk also says “gathering” and we know that a bird 
requires shechita!? A: The “gathering” mentioned regarding fish is in 
the same pasuk as the shechita mentioned for animals, which shows 
that it is not the same process. The “gathering” mentioned regarding 
the slav does not have that contextual implication, and therefore does 
not mean that no shechita is required.  



• A traveling teacher from the Galil darshened, an animal was created from dry land and requires 
that both simanim be shechted. A fish was created from water and requires no shechita at all. A 
bird was created from the mud (a combination of dry land and water) and therefore requires 
that only one siman be shechted. R’ Shmuel Kaputka’ah said, we can prove that birds were 
created from this mixture, because they have scales on their feet like the scales of fish.  

o A Roman general asked R’ Gamliel – one pasuk suggests that birds were created from 
the water and one suggests they were created from dry land!? R’ Gamliel said, they 
were created from a mixture of the two. When R’ Gamliel saw that his talmidim didn’t 
seem to like the answer, he told them, I pushed the general off with that answer. 
However, in truth birds were created from the water. The pasuk that groups them with 
the animals and says they were created from dry land is just teaching that the birds 
were brought to Adam along with the animals so that he could give them names.  

• R’ Yehuda in the name of R’ Yitzchak ben Pinchas said, D’Oraisa shechita is not required on a 
bird, as we see the pasuk says “v’shafach”, which teaches that its blood can simply be spilled 
out. 

o Q: That pasuk discusses chayos as well, so we should similarly learn that there is no 
requirement of shechita for chayos either!? A: There is a hekesh between chayos and 
passul korbanos, which teaches that chayos do require shechita.  

o Q: Birds are also compared to animals in the pasuk of “zos Toras” which should teach 
that birds require shechita!? A: The other pasuk says “v’shafach es damo”, which 
teaches that a full shechita is not required. 

▪ Q: Why do we say that this teaches more regarding birds than chayos? A: The 
mention of birds in the pasuk is closer to the words “v’shafach es damo”, and 
therefore we say it is to be applied to it. 

o Q: A Mishna says that if one killed by a method other than a proper shechita, there 
would be no requirement of “kisuy hadam”. Now, this would include the killing of birds. 
However, if shechita is not required for birds then any method of killing should make 
one chayuv in kisuy hadam!? A: The Mishna is only discussing the killing of chayos by 
methods other than a proper shechita.  

o Q: A Braisa says, if one is shechting something that would require kisuy hadam, but he in 
fact needs the blood, he would still be chayuv to cover the blood. What can he do to 
avoid having to cover the blood? He should kill it without a proper shechita. Now, 
presumably this is discussing birds, whose blood is needed to protect woolen clothing 
from worms. This proves that D’Oraisa a bird does require shechita!? A: The Braisa is 
discussing chayos, and the case is that the person needs the blood to make a red dye.  

o Q: A Mishna says that if a melika was done with a knife instead of the nail, the bird 
becomes a neveila. Now, if no shechita is required, the cutting through the spine should 
make the bird a treifa, and the cutting of the simanim afterwards should prevent the 
bird from becoming a neveila (although this would not be a proper shechita, because 
the knife was hidden and was pressed down it should prevent it from becoming a 
neveila, because a proper shechita is not needed)!? A: This Mishna holds that a bird 
requires shechita D’Oraisa, but R’ Yitzchak ben Pinchas will hold like R’ Elazar HaKappar 
B’Ribi in a Braisa, who says that birds only require shechita D’Rabanan.  

▪ Q: Who is the Tanna who argues on R’ Elazar HaKappar? A: It is Rebbi, who 
darshens a pasuk in a Braisa to teach that Moshe was taught by Hashem 
regarding the halachos of shechita, one of which was that a bird requires 
shechita of one siman.  

 


