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Distinctive INSIGHT OVERVIEW of the Daf 
1) Multiple korbon asham transgressions (cont.) 

Ulla explains that according to the opinion that holds 

that prior awareness is unnecessary for a definite Asham to 

be effective, if a man cohabits inadvertently, numerous times, 

with a betrothed slavewoman and became aware of each vio-

lation before the next, he is, nevertheless, only obligated to 

offer one Ssham to atone for all the violations. 

R’ Dimi explains that according to the opinion that 

holds that prior awareness is necessary for a definite Asham 

to be effective, if a man cohabits inadvertently, numerous 

times, with a betrothed slavewoman and became aware of 

each violation before the next, he is obligated to offer a sepa-

rate asham for each violation. 

Abaye questions R’ Dimi’s assertion because in the case 

of a Chatas violation where prior knowledge is necessary we 

nevertheless find R’ Yochanan and Reish Lakish disagreeing 

about whether awareness separates multiple violations into 

separate liabilities. Abaye suggested that perhaps R’ Dimi was 

discussing a case where the violator designated an animal to 

be offered as an Asham before committing the next violation 

to which even Reish Lakish would agree that there will be 

separate liabilities.  R’ Dimi confirmed that that was what he 

meant. 

R’ Dimi summarizes the halachos of liability for cohabit-

ing with a betrothed slavewoman. 

 מתעסק (2

If one intended to lift something that was detached from 

the ground and inadvertently cut something that was at-

tached he is exempt from liability because he is categorized as 

a מתעסק one who was preoccupied with doing something 

(Continued on page 2) 

A Slight of the Hand 
 איתמר תכוון להגביה את התלוש וחתך את המחובר פטור 

T his Gemara illustrates the case of מתעסק.  A person is 

involved in an activity that is completely permitted on Shab-

bos, and he suddenly becomes aware that this permitted 

activity resulted in a prohibited act. Rashi explains the case 

to be where a knife fell in a vegetable patch, and a person 

leaned over to pick it up. This is perfectly acceptable . As he 

lifted it up, a vegetable nearby became cut. This unexpected 

outcome is a violation of Shabbos, but the person is exempt 

due to the complete unanticipated nature of the resulting 

action. 

In illustrating the case carefully, Rashi is teaching two 

insights in the definition of מתעסק. Rashi apparently is of 

the opinion that if the person intended to cut a particular 

cucumber thinking that it was detached from the ground 

(which is allowed), and after cutting it he realized that it 

was, in fact, connected to the ground, this would not be a 

case of מתעסק.  Because the intention and the subsequent 

surprising outcome were both in the very same object, the 

degree of culpability is greater. True מתעסק occurs only 

when a person intended to do an action with one item (lift 

the knife), and the unfortunate and unanticipated result 

occurred in a different object (an attached cucumber be-

came cut from the ground). 

Another conclusion we may derive from Rashi is that 

 .does not always apply even in two distinct objects מתעסק

For example, if a person aimed to cut one cucumber off 

from the ground (which is a prohibited act), and he inad-

vertently cut a different one off from the ground, this would 

not be מתעסק.   The person would be חייב in this case, 

because even his original intent was to violate the Shabbos.  

The יםאחרו discuss this issue at length, both in terms 

of how it reflects upon one’s liability on Shabbos, where 

 is an issue, as well as by sinful intent and/or מלאכת מחשבת

outcomes in all other areas of Torah law.  Rabbi Akiva Eiger 

 elaborates and concludes that in regard to the (שו"ת ח')

Torah law in general, מתעסק is considered an inadvertent 

sin (שוגג), but it is exempt from bringing an offering for 

atonement.  In regards to Shabbos, it is not considered a 

violation of Shabbos on a Torah level, because we are lack-

ing מלאכה מחשבת.  However, it is rabbinically prohibited. 

This month’s Daf Digest is dedicated  

  the Wedding of Yosef and Shoshana Sokolin לכבוד

And שמת לעלוי Israel Isser Ben Tzion ben Yaakov whose yahrtzeit is on 19 Iyar  

 REVIEW and Remember 
1. Summarize Ravin’s statement regarding the betrothed 

slavewoman? 

2. What is the dispute of Rava and Abaye regarding one who 

intended to cut something detached and instead cut some-

thing attached? 

3. Is it prohibited to bow to a statue made to honor the king? 



Number 135— ב“שבת ע  

Mordechai did not bow 
 ...מאהבה ומיראה... לאביי דאמר חייב... לרבא דאמר פטור...

[If one worshiped idolatry] out of love or out of fear [of a person]... 

according to Abaye, who says that he is liable... according to Rava, 

who says he is exempt... 

T osafos ask, since according to Rava a person who wor-

ships idolatry out of love or out of fear of a person is exempt, 

why did Mordechai not bow to Haman? 

One answer of Tosafos is that Haman bore two idols on 

his chest and in bowing down it would seem that Mordechai 

was worshiping Haman’s idolatry. Alternatively, (as elaborated 

by Piskei Tosafos #278) they answer that Haman expected to 

be worshiped in the presence of many people. Under those 

circumstances, Mordechai concluded that it was important to 

sanctify G-d’s name by refusing to bow, even though it would 

have been clear that he was merely bowing out of fear of 

Haman’s vengeance.1 

Rava’s leniency, qualified by the clarification of Tosafos as 

to when it is proper to be stringent, is the basis of the ruling of 

Rama2 :  

 “In the case where nobles or priests that have forms of 

idolatry in their clothing, or who bear the form of the sun be-

fore them, as do the governors, it is forbidden to bow down to 

them or to remove one’s hat before them. One may show hon-

or to them only in a non-obvious manner, such as bowing if 

his coins scattered. In this case, one should rise before them 

prior to their arrival, and he should remove his hat and bow 

prior to their arrival. Others, however, are lenient in this mat-

ter, since it is known that even the non-Jews are not removing 

their hats or bowing down to the form of the sun, but rather 

to the noble. But it is best to be stringent, like the first ap-

proach.” 
Later authorities have ruled that where additional extenu-

ating circumstances exist to be lenient one may conduct them-

selves in accordance with a non-Jewish practice that may re-

semble idolatrous worship. For example, Mahari Aszad3 per-

mits Jews to light candles on Easter night. He explains that the 

additional extenuating circumstances are many: It is not a reli-

gious law that Jews must participate in holiday illumination, 

but just the will of certain governors that the Jews in their ju-

risdiction rejoice as they do; their religion is not unmitigated 

idolatry; and, most importantly, the large number of candles 

may be construed not as a part of the Easter celebration, but as 

part of the [then] concurrent celebration of Pesach!4  

 תוספות שבת דף ע"ב ע"ב ד"ה רבא            .1

       שו"ע יורה דעה סימן ק" סעיף ג' בהג"ה .2

 יורה דעה ק"ע       .3

 עי' דרכי תשובה, יורה דעה ק" באריכות   .4
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His Heart Intended for Heaven 
 –אילימא כסבור בית כסת הוא והשתחוה לה 

 הרי לבו לשמים

A t this point in the discussion, the 
Gemara is attempting to find a case by 

Avodah Zara which is חייב, even though 

the person is sinning inadvertently. The 

first illustration suggested is where a per-

son bows and worships in a pagan place 

of worship, but he was under the impres-

sion that it was a shul and that he was 

serving Hashem. The Gemara immediate-

ly points out that this cannot possibly be 

a case where he is liable, for, after all, his 

heart was set on serving Hashem. Rashi 

adds that even if he knew full well that 

the building in which he stood was a pa-

gan house of worship, he would still be 

exempt, as long as his intention (“לבו— 

his heart”) was aimed at serving Hashem. 

Ritva interjects that when Rashi says 

he is exempt, he means to teach us that if 

a person did give in to the pressure, and 

he bowed to the idol, he would not be 

liable for the death penalty, nor would he 

have to bring an offering if his act was 

inadvertent.  However, Rashi cannot be 

suggesting that such conduct is allowed. 

The halacha is that if a person is in a pa-

gan church, and a gentile threatens him 

to serve the idol, the person must resist 

to the degree of giving up his life ( יהרג

 If simply going through the .(ואל יעבור

motions, but having in mind to serve 

Hashem is enough to make this permit-

ted, there would never be a case of  יהרג

 by Avodah Zara. In other ואל יעבור

words, when confronted with this dilem-

ma, a person would always capitulate and 

act as if he is worshipping the idol, but 

he would have in mind to be worship-

ping Hashem. This is not the case, how-

ever, and the need to resist is a function 

of Kiddush Hashem.  A person threat-

ened with this decision must demon-

strate to the one coercing him that he 

insists on remaining loyal to his ideals, 

even to the point of having to make the 

supreme sacrifice of offering his very life 

to defend his convictions. 

Gemara GEM  

HALACHAH Highlight else. However, if he meant to cut something that was de-

tached but instead cut something that was attached there is a 

dispute whether the person is liable. Rava says that he is ex-

empt because he didn’t intend to perform a prohibited act of 

cutting.  Abaye says he is liable because he did intend to do 

some sort of cutting. 

Rava begins a lengthy proof to his position which finish-

es on the next daf.   

(Overview...continued from page 1) 


