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OVERVIEW of the Daf Gemara GEM 
Don’t forget to remember 

 אמר ר' אשי כי אצבעתא בבירא לשכחה

R’ Ashi taught: Just as easy as it is to insert a finger into a pit, it 

is that easy for one to forget his learning 

R ashi explains: Just as a finger can easily be inserted 
into a pit so too we are quick to forget what we learned.  

R’ Chananel, quoted by Tosafos (ד"ה כי אצבעתא), cites an 

alternative version of the Gemara that reads, “Like a finger 

into seeds etc.”  Tosafos explains: Just as when one inserts 

his finger into a pile of seeds it appears as if there is a hole 

in the pile but as soon as he removes his finger the seeds 

immediately fill the hole, so too, when we finish one mas-

sechta and start another we immediately forget the first. 

The Chasam Sofer  (:חידושים למס' שבת ק"מ), based 

upon this Gemara, explains the practice amongst people 

who learn to create chiddushim.  Geonim of earlier gener-

ations saw how easy it was for people to forget their learn-

ing.  In order to prevent the Torah from being forgotten 

 they instituted the practice of creating chiddushim ח"ו

while studying.  They saw that although studying the text 

by itself was not sufficient to help people remember what 

they learned when they became involved in forming chid-

dushim they would remember.  Amazingly, the Chasam 

Sofer writes, that not only does observation demonstrate 

this principle to be true but also even for himself this prin-

ciple has shown to be effective. 

1) Clarifying the exact wording of the Mishnah 

Rav and Shmuel disagree whether the word מעברין in 

the Mishnah is spelled with an aleph or an ayin. Three 

additional disputes between Rav and Shmuel are recorded. 

R’ Yochanan reports that when he studied for eighteen 

days with R’ Oshaya he learned that the word should be 

spelled with an aleph. 

The Gemara digresses to clarify what took place during 

the time R’ Yochanan studied under R’ Oshaya. 

R’ Yochanan points out how the earlier generations 

had more success with their learning than the later genera-

tions. 

 

2) Issues related to speech and language 

R’ Yehudah in the name of Rav teaches that the peo-

ple of Yehudah who were precise in matters of language 

had greater success in learning than the people of Galil 

who were less precise.  Two additional reasons are offered 

to explain why the people from Yehudah saw greater suc-

cess in learning. 

Examples of the precise way people in Yehudah spoke 

and the imprecise way people from Galil spoke are cited. 

The Gemara presents other examples of people utiliz-

ing enigmatic speech. 

R’ Yehoshua ben Chananya notes: In my lifetime only 

three people got the better of me, a woman, a little girl 

and a little boy.  The story of each of these incidents is rec-

orded. 

The Gemara tells the story of the encounter between 

R’ Yosi HaGalili and Beruriyah.     � 
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Number 271—  ג“עירובין  

Naming a child Nimrod 
 חד אמר מרוד שמו

One opinion maintained that Nimrod is his name 

T he Gemara cites a dispute between Rav and Shmuel 

concerning Nimrod who was also called Amrafel.  One 

opinion maintains that Nimrod was his actual name and he 

was called Amrafel because he had called for Avrohom Avi-

nu to be thrown into a fiery furnace.  The other opinion 

maintains that his actual name was Amrafel and he was 

called Nimrod because he encouraged the world to rebel 

against Hashem. Sefer Toras Chaim1 notes that there is ha-

lachic significance to this dispute.  The Gemara in Yoma 

(38b) teaches based on a pasuk in Mishlei (10:7) that it is 

prohibited for one to give his child the name of someone 

who was wicked.  Accordingly, according to the opinion 

that maintains that Amrafel was his actual name and Nim-

rod was a nickname it is permitted for one to name his 

child Nimrod. According to the opinion that Nimrod was 

his actual name and Amrafel was his nickname it is prohib-

ited for one to name his son Nimrod. 

Sefer Chashukei Chemed2 poses the following question 

in light of Toras Chaim’s understanding that there is a dis-

pute whether it is permitted for one to name his son Nim-

rod.  What happens if someone is honored with giving the 

name to a boy at his bris milah and when the time comes 

for the father to supply the name of the boy he says the 

name Nimrod?  Is it permitted for the one announcing the 

name to name the child Nimrod or not?  He answered that 

since the matter is subject to debate one may not call the 

child Nimrod.  In the event that the father insists that the 

child be given the name Nimrod the one giving the name 

should say, “And may his name be called amongst the Jew-

ish People ‘Avrohom’ who battled against Nimrod and went 

and called out in the name of God.”  He then cites sources 

that indicate that even a name mistakenly assigned to a 

child could benefit the child and certainly this is true when 

the name that the parents wish to call him is the name of 

someone wicked. 
 תורת חיים ד"ה וחד אמר מרוד. .1
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HALACHAH Highlight  

Twisted Logic  
 אמר רבא ואן כי אצבעתא בקירא לסברא

 

R ava stated that our ability to fath-
om the logic of the Torah is akin to a 

finger rubbing at hard wax, which can-

not penetrate the wax, but only be-

comes a bit sticky.  Rashi explains that 

Rava meant their understanding was 

limited as compared to the Sages of 

previous generations. 

The Chasam Sofer gives an alterna-

tive explanation (Teshuvos 6:85). 

In Avos (5:7), among the seven 

qualities of a Sage, is enumerated the 

trait of not being afraid to respond. 

The Rambam in his commentary there 

explains the trait, writing that it means 

that a Sage answers quickly, and does 

not fear nor tremble before the ques-

tion. The Sage immediately perceives 

the questioner's error, can respond on 

the spot, and does not need to resort 

to extended consideration. 

The Chasam Sofer elaborates: There 

is no end to pilpulim. Given enough 

time, any person can rebut his fellow's 

position, and vice versa, from sheer love 

of debate. Consequently, says Rava, we 

are like a finger in wax — but in soft wax. 

Just as a person's finger in wax can twist 

and shape the wax any way he wants, so 

too the logic of later generations is not 

strong and firm, for everyone twists his 

logic to reach his desired conclusion. 

On the other hand, what if a per-

son immediately, without extended 

consideration, finds a retort that re-

futes the questioner's error? Then, 

since he did not take the time to twist 

logic to formulate a rebuttal, we would 

treat that retort as an accurate interpre-

tation of his previous position before 

the give and take began. 

Earlier generations, however, could 

retain objectivity throughout a debate. 

They would not fall prey to the twisting 

of logic out of love of debate. 

Distinctive INSIGHT  

 REVIEW and Remember 
1. What are the two explanations of the word מכפלה? 

2. What are the three explanations that account for 

the success people in Yehudah had in their learning? 

3. How did a woman diplomatically point out to R’ 

Yehoshua ben Chananya that he had not behaved 

properly? 

4. Why did Beruriyah criticize R’ Yosi HaGalili? 


