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An egg laid on Rosh Hashana 
ואם באו עדים מן המחה ולמעלה והגין אותו היום קדש ולמחר 

 קדש

A n egg laid on Yom Tov is prohibited on that day. This 

halacha originates with the case of an egg laid on Yom Tov 

which occurs either immediately before or after Shabbos, but 

we apply it to a day of Yom Tov which occurs in the middle 

of the week, as well. (Shulchan Aruch, O.C. 513). An egg laid 

on the first day of Yom Tov in חוץ לארץ is permitted on the 

second day. This is the subject of the dispute on 4b, but the 

Gemara concludes that the egg is permitted. This follows Rav, 

and the reason is that the kedusha of the two days of Yom 

Tov are distinct. We observe a second day due to minhag. 

On our daf, the Gemara discusses an egg laid on the first 

day of Rosh Hashana. Rav and Shmuel rule that the egg is pro-

hibited on that day and on the second day, as well. The reason 

is that the two days of Rosh Hashana are as one in terms of 

their kedusha. This is based upon the case of witnesses coming 

to testify late in the afternoon of the thirtieth of Elul about the 

new moon. The Mishnah in Rosh Hashana tells us that in 

such a case, that day itself has kedushah of Rosh Hashana, but 

the calendar recognizes only the next day as the first of Tishrei. 

The two days of Rosh Hashana are both holy due to circum-

stance, not due to doubt. We observe two days of Rosh Hasha-

(Continued on page 2) 

1) The two days of Rosh Hashanah (cont.) 

Rabbah asserts that following the enactment of R’ Yochan-

an ben Zakkai, namely that testimonty about the new moon can 

be accepted the entire day, an egg laid on the first day of Rosh 

Hashanah is permitted on the second day. 

Abaye unsuccessfully challenges Abaye’s ruling. 

R’ Yosef disputes Rabbah’s assertion because the original 

enactment was taken by a vote of a Beis Din and to overturn 

that enactment requires the vote of another Beis Din. 

R’ Yosef cites three sources that demonstrate that an enact-

ment can be overturned only if another Beis Din votes to over-

turn the earlier ruling. 

The Gemara explains why three proofs are necessary to 

demonstrate the veracity of this principle. 

Abaye challenges R’ Yosef’s premise that a Beis Din voted 

to prohibit an egg laid on the first day of Rosh Hashanah for 

consumption on the second day. 

R’ Ada and R’ Shalman maintain that even following the 

enactment of R’ Yochanan ben Zakkai an egg laid on the first 

day will be prohibited for consumption on the second day to 

avoid people becoming confused after the Beis Hamikdash is 

rebuilt. 

The Gemara explains why this is a concern regarding eggs 

but not the halacha regarding accepting the testimony after the 

afternoon tamid is offered. 

Rava disputes Rabbah’s assertion on the grounds that R’ 

Yochanan ben Zakkai changed the halacha regarding the ac-

ceptance of witnesses in the afternoon but he did not change 

the halacha that both days will still be treated like Yom Tov. 

Therefore, the egg remains prohibited even after R’ Yochanan 

ben Zakkai’s enactment. 

2) The rulings of Rav 

Rava said that the halacha will follow Rav in all of his cited 

rulings whether he is lenient or stringent.   

 REVIEW and Remember 
1. Why did R’ Yochanan ben Zakkai change the halacha re-

garding testimony after mincha time? 

2. Explain  ין אחר להתירוין צריך מכל דבר שבמ? 

3. Why was it necessary for R’ Yosef to present three proofs 

that it is necessary to take a vote to overturn enactments? 

4. What, according to R’ Ada and R’ Shalman, is the con-

cern about mistakes that will arise after the Beis HaMik-

dash is rebuilt? 
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Number 610— ‘ביצה ה  

Does death end a marriage? 
לך אמר להם שובו לכם לאהליכם למה לי שמע מיה כל דבר שבין  
 צריך מין אחר להתירו

Why do we need the [instruction,] “Go and tell them, ‘Return to your 

tents?’ [It must be that we can] learn from here that any law passed 

by a vote requires another vote to overturn that law. 

T he Be’er Haitev1, cites a question of the Knesses HaGe-

dolah. The Knesses HaGedolah asked about the marital status 

of a woman who passed away and was brought back to life by a 

miracle. Would such a woman be permitted to marry another 

man or is she still bound to her first husband? He suggests that 

the incident of R’ Chananyah ben Chachinai proves that she 

is still attached to her husband. The Gemara2 relates that 

when R’ Chananyah ben Chachinai returned home after being 

away for an extended period of time his wife passed away from 

the sudden shock of seeing her husband. R’ Chananyah ben 

Chachinai immediately davened on her behalf and she was 

revived. Since there is no indication that he remarried her fol-

lowing her death it seems that they resumed their existing mar-

riage and her death did not end the marriage. 

Rav Menashe Klein, Teshuvas Mishnah Halachos, in a let-

ter to Rav Chaim Kanievski cites our Gemara as proof that a 

new marriage is not required3. The Gemara Shabbos4 relates 

that as each of the Ten Commandments was delivered the Jew-

ish People lost their souls and had to be revived. Our Gemara 

understands that the instruction, ‘Return to your tents,’ that 

followed Matan Torah wasn’t merely permission for families to 

be together but it was a specific command regarding the hus-

band’s cohabitation obligation. Seemingly, if the entire nation 

died while the Ten Commandments were being given, the To-

rah should not say, “Return to your tents,” rather the Torah 

should say, “Go and take wives – שים שובו וקחו.” It must be, 

concludes Mishnah Halachos, that death did not sever the 

bonds of marriage and upon revival the marriage was able to 

continue5.   
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HALACHAH Highlight  

Go back to your tents 
 למצות עוה הוא דאתא

O ur Gemara states that when Hashem 

told the Jewish people to go “back to their 

tents” after receiving the Torah at Sinai, He 

was really telling them to return to their 

worldly lives by resuming their family obli-

gations, expressed in the mitzvah of  העו. 

Rashi explains that they had to actually be 

forced to resume a mundane existence 

against their wills. The Tiferes Shlomo, zt”l, 

adds that the revelation on Har Sinai im-

bued the Jewish people with such sanctity 

that they were very removed from living 

ordinary lives with their material demands. 

This is why they had to be forced; Hashem 

had to tell them explicitly to return filling 

their mundane needs because such a life 

had become suddenly unnatural for them 

in their altered and uplifted state. 

When Rav Ezra Attiya, zt”l, was a 

young man, he ate his meals at home. One 

day he washed and sat down at the table 

to eat, where a place had already been set 

with a portion of bread and an empty 

plate. Rav Attiya was so absorbed in his 

learning, however, that he didn’t even no-

tice that the plate that normally held sal-

ads was bare. Imagine his mother’s sur-

prise when she entered the room to the 

very strange sight of her son dipping his 

bread into an empty dish! 

A similarly deep absorption in Torah 

study could be seen in the Chazon Ish, 

zt”l. Once, a person who was quite close to 

the Chazon Ish came to visit during 

mealtime. After the gadol’s Rebbetzin 

served her husband and left the room, the 

Chazon Ish turned to his visitor.  

He confided, “For me, there is abso-

lutely no difference between how I feel 

before I eat or afterward. This is why it is 

so easy for me to forget whether or not I 

ate a meal. How do I know when it’s time 

to eat, then? My calculation is simple; if 

my wife serves me a meal, it is safe to as-

sume that I have not yet eaten!”   

STORIES Off the Daf  

na due to the possibility that the witnesses had arrived after 

the hour of minchah. This is a rabbinic decree. 

Tzelach notes that this explanation is accurate only ac-

cording to Rav Ashi (4a) who holds that even a ןדרב is 

prohibited when it is a דבר שיש לו מתירין Here, the entire 

population is in doubt when the witnesses arrived, but they 

prohibit an egg that is laid on the first day of Rosh Hashana. 

Rav Pappa (3b) held that we permit an egg when there is a 

doubt, if the problem with it is only a  גזירה, except 

according to the author of the ליטרא קציעות Mishnah. How 

would Rav Pappa explain the strict ruling of Rav and 

Shmuel? 

The uncertainty of the two days of Rosh Hashana is only 

whether both are holy, or whether only the first day is holy. 

There is no scenario of the witnesses coming where the first 

day is חול and the second is holy. Permitting the egg laid on 

the first day to be eaten on the second would be, in essence, 

declaring the second day as definitely חול. This would be a 

disgrace of Yom Tov, even according to Rav Pappa.   

(Insight...Continued from page 1) 


