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OVERVIEW of the Daf 

זבחים ה
‘ 

The woman’s chattas, the woman’s olah 
 האשה שהביאה חטאתה ומתה יביאו יורשים עולתה

A  chattas offering may not be brought after the death of 

its owner.  Even if the animal for this offering was designat-

ed by its owner before he died, a halacha from Moshe at Si-

nai teaches that a chattas whose owner has died must itself 

be let to die.  A chattas is primarily a gift to Hashem, and 

not an atonement.  A woman who gave birth must bring two 

offerings, a chattas and an olah.  If she brought the chattas 

before she died, if the animal for her olah was already set 

aside, all opinions say that her heirs may bring the olah.  If 

she had not yet set aside the animal for her olah, according 

to the opinion which says שיעבודא דאורייתא (her property is 

subjugated to pay for her obligations) the heirs must still se-

lect an animal and offer it on her behalf.  Although an olah 

offering is brought as an atonement, we do not consider this 

to be a problem of “atonement is not brought for the dead.”  

Meiri (Kiddushin 13a) explains that the reason is that an 

olah is not brought for any specific sin, but in general.  Even 

if the woman was pure of sin she would still have brought 

this offering.  If the woman had sins, the offering would  

atone for her, but the bringing of this offering is not de-

signed for specific atonement. 

We have seen that if the woman had brought her chat-

tas, the heirs may continue and offer her olah on her behalf.  

If the woman had not brought her chattas, not only would 

her heirs not bring the chattas, but also they would not offer 

her olah either.  Ramban, Rashba and Ritva (Kiddushin, 

ibid.) all explain that the rule is that when both a chattas 

and olah are to be brought, the chattas is offered first 

(Zevachim 90a).  This is not just a matter of precedence, but 

until the chattas is brought there is no obligation yet to 

bring the olah.  The requirement to bring the olah only be-

gins once the chattas is offered.  When she dies, her obliga-

tion to bring a chattas is cancelled, so although an olah may 

be brought on the behalf of someone who has died, in the 

case where the chattas was not brought there is no need to 

bring the olah. 

The truth is, however, that most Rishonim say that the 

need to bring the chattas before an olah is not critical (eino 

me’akeiv), and if the olah is brought first the chattas is 

brought after it, and the offerings are valid.  Why, then, after 

the woman’s death, may we not bring her olah “first”?  Min-

chas Chinuch (Mitzvah 168) and Sfas Emes explain that alt-

hough bringing the chattas first is not critical, yet this is only 

true as long as the woman is alive and it is at least possible 

(Continued on page 2) 

Distinctive INSIGHT 
1)  Intent for the correct owner (cont.) 

The Gemara concludes explaining why two verses are 

needed to teach the principle that offerings are valid to some 

degree even though they were not offered entirely for their 

own sake. 

 

2)  Offering an offering for the sake of a different type of 

offering 

Reish Lakish questions the Mishnah’s ruling that an of-

fering brought for the sake of a different type of offering is 

valid but the owner did not fulfill his obligation. 

R’ Elazar offers an answer to this question. 

Reish Lakish responds that this is only a partial answer. 

R’ Elazar suggests another resolution but Reish Lakish 

rejects this answer as well and provides an answer to his own 

question. 

R’ Zeira and R’ Yitzchok bar Abba challenge this answer. 

Abaye defends Reish Lakish’s exposition and this leads to 

a lengthy exchange among these three Amoraim. 

Rava offers another source that an Asham Offering is 

also acceptable if it was not offered for the sake of that offer-

ing type or the owner. 

This source is unsuccessfully challenged. 

The Gemara analyzes R’ Elazar’s initial response to Reish 

Lakish’s question. 

As a result of this discussion the Gemara realizes that the 

word “הוא” is extraneous and it finds the use of that word. 

R’ Nachman and R’ Sheishes wonder why Reish Lakish 

did not offer a response to R’ Elazar. 

R’ Ada bar Masna answers their inquiry. 

R’ Asi challenges this response. 

R’ Assi’s challenge leads the Gemara into a discussion of 

whether heirs inherit the animal set aside to be an offering.   

� 

 

1. Why did Reish Lakish assert that R’ Elazar was not a 

great man? 

 __________________________________________ 

2. What law is derived from the words מוצא שפתיך? 

 __________________________________________ 

3. Can an Asham be brought after the death of its owner? 

 __________________________________________ 

4. How does the Gemara attempt to prove that an offering 

inherited by heirs does not become their property? 

 __________________________________________ 

REVIEW and Remember 
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Laying on one’s stomach 
 רמי ריש לקיש על מעוהי בי מדרשא ומקשי

Reish Lakish laid on his stomach in the Beis Midrash and asked 

T he Gemara Berachos (13b) presents R’ Yosef’s state-

ment that one should not recite Krias Shema while in 

a פרקדן position.  Rashi1 explains that the term פרקדן refers 

to one who lies on his back.  Tosafos2, however, cites Aruch 

who maintains that the term refers to one who lies on his 

stomach.  The Gemara then challenges R’ Yosef’s statement 

since it implies that it is permitted for a man to sleep on his 

stomach.  The difficulty with this implication is that R’ Ye-

hoshua ben Levi cursed one who sleeps on his stomach/

back.  The Gemara answers that for sleeping it is sufficient 

for a man to lean slightly on his side but when it comes to 

the recitation of Krias Shema leaning on one’s side is not 

sufficient. The reason one may not recite Krias Shema while 

leaning slightly on one’s side is that Krias Shema involves 

acceptance of Hashem’s sovereignty and reading Krias She-

ma while leaning on one’s side is a sign of haughtiness 

which is not conducive to a proper acceptance of Hashem’s 

sovereignty. 

The halacha that a man should not sleep on his stom-

ach or on his back is recorded in Mishnah Berurah3.  He 

writes that a man should accustom himself to sleep on his 

side and that it is a great sin for one to sleep פרקדן. 

Teshuvas Salmas Chaim4 writes that it is even permitted to 

wake a person who is sleeping to have him turn onto his 

side without regard to the fact that one is stealing his sleep. 

Poskim5 discuss whether the prohibition is limited to 

when a man is sleeping or does it apply even when he is ly-

ing in bed or on the couch but not sleeping.  The consensus 

of the Poskim is that it is permitted for one to lay on his 

stomach or back as long as he is not sleeping.  One proof 

that the prohibition does not apply if one is not sleeping is 

our Gemara’s report about Reish Lakish.  The Gemara re-

lates that Reish Lakish posed a question while he was laying 

on his stomach and Tosafos Harosh6 comments that this 

was a common practice of his.    �  
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The Avodah of Korbanos  
   "האשה שהביאה חטאתה..."

T oday’s daf discusses various 

korbanos. Rabbeinu Yonah, zt”l, ex-

plains the way in which the avodah of 

korbanos relates to us during our 

lengthy exile. “When they slaughtered 

the sacrifice, the man who brought it 

would feel a powerful identification 

with the offering and would cry tears of 

pity while praising Hashem and declar-

ing, ‘Master of the world! If not for 

Your great mercy it would have been 

me who was slaughtered just like my 

sacrifice. This would have been fitting 

since I have transgressed Your com-

mandments. May it be Your will Ha-

shem, my God and the God of my fa-

thers, that slaughtering this sacrifice 

should be considered as if I myself had 

been killed for my sins. For is revealed 

to You that I would do this to myself to 

atone for my sins if this was Your will...’ 

“The penitent would react the same 

way when the blood was sprinkled, 

since he would feel as though it were 

his blood that was sprinkled. And the 

same was true of all avodos. The kohen 

was likened to the ministering angels 

who offer the nefashos of the tzaddikim 

on the supernal altar. 

“Know that when we pray we are 

like one who brings a sacrifice to Ha-

shem. Our souls are bound to the su-

pernal world of neshamos and the 

sh’liach tzibbur parallels the ministering 

angels who offer sacrifices to Hashem. 

Like Chana in her famous prayer, we 

must pour out our nefesh to Hashem, 

as the verse states, ‘ ואשפך את נפשי לפני

 She prayed with her entire heart .’ה'

and this was considered by Hashem as 

if she sacrificed herself to Him. 

“This is the meaning of the verse, 

 Hashem is your — ה' צלך על יד ימינך‘

shadow upon your right hand.’ Just as a 

shadow mirrors our actions, so too does 

Hashem act toward us as we act toward 

Him. If we cry to Him, He is right there 

crying alongside us. If we distance our-

selves from Him, He distances Himself 

from us. And when we draw near to 

Him, He draws close to us.”1    � 

 רבינו יונה בספר העבודה, אות מ"א ומ"ב .1

STORIES Off the Daf  

that the chattas will be brought second.  Here, where she 

has died, the chattas will never be brought.  In this case, 

bringing the olah “first” is not acceptable. 

Olas Shlomo explains that the olah is secondary to the 

chattas.  If there is a chattas, whether it be brought first or 

second, there may be an olah.  Without the chattas, there is 

no olah.   � 

 (Insight...continued from page 1) 


