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OVERVIEW of the Daf Distinctive INSIGHT 
Torah is not in the Heavens, It is not found by traders 

לא   -“  ולא מעבר לים היא ” לא תמצא בגסי הרוח.    -“  לא בשמים היא ” 
 בסחרים ולא בתגרים.

“The Torah is not in the Heavens” - It will not be found in those who are haughty.  

“And it is not across the sea” - It will not be found among traders and merchants. 

T he Imrei Emes of Gur wonders why this first statement is to be 

understood only in terms of the Torah not being found among the 

haughty.  Is it not appropriate to understand this verse as a message 

to everyone?  The message is clear, that the Torah has been given to 

man, here on earth, and it is no longer to be found up in the heav-

ens. 

The Imrei Emes explains that one who is haughty feels that he is 

above others. This person does not look to others for information or 

guidance, and he lives with the impression that his acceptance of 

Torah is something that is directly between him and the Heavens.  

He refuses to lower himself and to learn from other people, for they 

are too menial for him to consider. 

The verse addresses this person, who looks to the Heavens, and 

we tell him, “You will not be able to receive the Torah based upon 

your misguided attitude.  The Torah is not coming straight from the 

Heavens to you.  Rather, it is necessary to lower yourself and realize 

that the Torah is to be learned here on earth.” 

The Ben Ish Chai asks why does the Gemara only highlight the 

difficulty which traders and merchants have in learning Torah, while 

the Gemara does not mention any other professional or worker as 

being precluded from becoming involved in Torah? 

The truth is that it is not work per-se that is challenging to be-

coming immersed in Torah.  The Mishnah (Avos 2:2) teaches that 

Torah that does not combine with work will eventually become null.  

In fact, most workers can, in fact, establish regular and set times to 

learn.  Their work schedule is fixed, and they can arrange to learn 

when they finish their labor.  However, traders and merchants have a 

business which requires that they always be ready for a deal.  Their 

time is not theirs, and they cannot keep regular or set hours.  This is 

why Torah is elusive to them.   

1)  Additional traits essential for success in learning (cont.) 

The Gemara concludes its discussion with different explanations 

of the pasuk לא בשמים היא. 

2)  Configuring a city to measure its techum 

A Baraisa elaborates on how to lay out the boundaries of a city to 

measure its techum. 

The Gemara elaborates on a number of the cases mentioned in 

the Baraisa. 

3)  A city shaped like a bow 

R’ Huna limits the ruling of the Mishnah regarding a city shaped 

like a bow to a case where there is less than four thousand amos be-

tween the two ends. 

The Gemara unsuccessfully challenges this ruling. 

A disagreement is recorded between Rabbah bar R’ Huna and his 

son Rava whether there is a limit to the distance between the “bow” 

and the “bowstring.” 

Abaye suggests a rationale to support Rava’s lenient position. 

4)  Gedudiyos 

R’ Yehudah defines “gedudiyos” as structures with three walls and 

no roof. 

The Gemara asks whether two walls with a roof would also be 

considered a gedudiyah.  The Gemara does not answer the question. 

The cases of a house on the sea and a cave, mentioned in the 

Baraisa, are explained. 

5)  Huts 

R’ Huna rules: A group of huts grouped together do not consti-

tute a city and each person will measure the techum from his doorway. 

R’ Chisda unsuccessfully challenges this ruling. 

R’ Ashi is quoted as ruling that if there is an existing city the huts 

are considered to be part of that city for techum purposes. 

R’ Yehudah in the name of Rav elaborates on the negative conse-

quences of living in huts or traveling in the desert. 

R’ Huna states that a scholar should not live in a city that does 

not have vegetables available. 

The Gemara questions whether vegetables are beneficial.� 
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וכמה הוי בין יתר לקשת?  רבה בר   
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I f the distance between the two 
ends of the “bow” is less than 

4000 amos, then the distance 

from the arc of the “bow” and 

the imaginary “string” can be up 

to 2000 amos according to   רבה
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according to his son,  רבא. 
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Eating vegetables 
 כל עיר שאין בה ירק

Any city that does not have vegetables 

R ’ Huna states in the Gemara that a Torah scholar should not 

live in a city in which vegetables are not available.  Rashi1 explains 

that vegetables are a good food, and are not expensive, and thus they 

allow a person to be able to engage in Torah study.  Teshuvas Salmas 

Chaim2 notes that R’ Huna’s teaching seems to contradict the 

Baraisa in Pirkei Avos (6:4) that presents a different approach to 

eating.  The Baraisa there teaches that the path of Torah involves 

eating bread with salt, drinking a measured amount of water, sleep-

ing on the ground, living a life of difficulty so that one could engage 

in Torah study.  The Baraisa doesn’t mention anything about eating 

vegetables and yet R’ Huna taught that a Torah scholar should be 

concerned that an abundance of food should be available including 

vegetables. 

He answered that the Baraisa in Pirkei Avos is describing the 

approach one would take if one wishes to live a pious lifestyle but 

does not represent one’s obligation.  As such there is no contradic-

tion since R’ Huna is addressing the general category of Torah schol-

ars, whereas the Baraisa is addressing the limited group of those who 

wish to live a pious lifestyle.  Alternatively, the Baraisa in Pirkei Avos 

is teaching that a person must accustom himself to engage in Torah 

study even when faced with difficult circumstances.  However, when 

choosing one’s city of residence he should choose a place that has 

food available in abundance since he may not be able to withstand 

the pressure of only having bread and water.  Sefer Ma’aseh 

Rokeach3 explains the Baraisa similarly.  He explains that the Baraisa 

is teaching that one should make an effort to separate himself from 

physical pleasures but nonetheless, one is not obligated to torture 

himself by denying himself his basic needs.  Sefer Toraso Ye’hegeh4 

in the name of Rav Chaim Kanievski also explains that although one 

should not seek comforts when studying Torah, nevertheless, one 

need not search for ways to make it more difficult even if one thinks 

that it will not have a detrimental effect on his learning. 
 רש"י ד"ה אין תלמיד חכם. .1
 שו"ת שלמת חיים מהדו"ת יו"ד סי' צ"ו. .2
 מעשה רוקח הל' תלמוד תורה פ"ג ה"ו. .3
 �ספר תורתו יהגה ח"א פ"ז עמ' קי"ח.    .4
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HALACHAH Highlight  

Shabbos: Gavra or Cheftza?  
אמר ליה רבא דגלי מדבר קאמרת כיון דכתיב בהו 

 על פי ה' יחו ועל פי ה' יסעו כמאן דקביע להו דמי

R ' Yosef Engel (Asvan D'Orysa §10) cites 

a theory advanced by many Acharonim, that 

all prohibitions that are time-limited, such as 

the prohibition to perform melachah on 

Shabbos or Yom Tov, only pertain to the gav-

ra — the person who performs the melachah, 

and not to the cheftza — the melachah per-

formed. Thus, for example, it is only if a Jew 

cooks that the Shabbos prohibition is violated 

and the food forbidden. However, if the food 

was cooked without the involvement of a Jew, 

the food would not be forbidden (at least not 

d'oraisa). 

Accordingly, writes R' Yosef Engel, one 

can answer the question posed by the Tosafos 

Yom Tov (Shabbos 7:2), why the melachos 

are described in the Mishnah as "one who 

plants," and "one who harvests"  (הזורע, 

 etc. — why does it not just say (הקוצר

"planting" and "harvesting"  (זריעה, קצירה)  

etc.? If we accept, however, that it is not the 

cheftza of the melachah that is prohibited, 

but rather the gavra that is prohibited to do 

the melachah, we readily understand why the 

Mishnah is written in this manner. 

R' Yosef Engel cites evidence both for the 

possibility that Shabbos is a gavra prohibition 

and for the possibility that Shabbos is a 

cheftza prohibition. However, the entire issue 

is predicated on the assumption that Shabbos 

is a time-limited prohibition. This is not nec-

essarily so. 

The Shem MeShmuel (Chayei Sarah 

5679) posits that the essential quality of Shab-

bos is Shevisah — cessation, which in this con-

text means cessation of all mundane concern 

so as to focus on the will of Hashem. Moreo-

ver, as Rashi (Shemos 31:15) writes, Shabbos 

affords us a permanent, or lasting sense of 

tranquility (וחת מרגועמ), not a temporary 

respite (וחת ארעימ). 

Asks the Shem MiShmuel, isn't a Sukkah 

— which is in use for seven days — called a 

"temporary dwelling" (דירת ארעי)? How then 

can Shabbos, which is only one day, be de-

fined as permanent? 

In answer, the Shem MiShmuel cites his 

father, the Avnei Nezer, who said that at the 

onset of every Shabbos all melachah becomes 

forbidden forever. It is only that through Mot-

zoei Shabbos and Havdalah that melachah is 

again permitted. The Shem MiShmuel likens 

this to our Gemara, in which Rava states that 

the construction in the Midbar was consid-

ered permanent because each encampment 

was permanent — it was only as a result of a 

new command from Hashem that they would 

leave one encampment and travel to another. 

Thus, it is quite possible to define Shab-

bos not as a time-limited prohibition, but as a 

permanent prohibition that is (unfortunately) 

disrupted by Motzoei Shabbos. 

May we be zocheh to experience the true 

permanence of Shabbos, when it will never be 

disrupted,  וחה לחיי העולמיםיום שכולו שבת ומ. 

Gemara GEM 

 REVIEW and Remember 
1. What do the words לא בשמים היא teach us according to 

Rava and R’ Yochanan? 

2. At what length does a breach in a city divide it into two 

separate cities? 

3. What important lesson related to success in learning is 

known but disregarded? 

4. Why is it important to have vegetables available in a city? 


