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Distinctive INSIGHT OVERVIEW of the Daf 
 (.cont) מתעסק (1

Rava concludes his proof that demonstrates that if a person 

intended to cut something detached from the ground but instead 

cut something attached to the ground he is exempt. 

Abaye offers an alternate way of understanding the Baraisa so 

that the Baraisa does not prove Rava as correct. 

A second related dispute is a case where a person intended to 

throw an object two amos but he in fact threw it four amos. Accord-

ing to Rava he is exempt since he did not intend to transgress the 

prohibition, and according to Abaye he is liable because he intended 

to throw the object. 

A third related dispute is a case where someone thought he was 

throwing an object in a private domain and it turned out to be a 

public domain. According to Rava he is exempt because he didn’t 

intend to violate the prohibition and according to Abaye he is liable 

because he intended to throw the object. 

The Gemara explains why it is necessary to record all three relat-

ed dispute. 

Rava’s position is questioned and answered. 

2) MISHNAH:  The Mishnah enumerates the thirty-nine melachos 

of Shabbos. 

3) The significance of the number thirty-nine 

R’ Yochanan explains that the Tanna specified the number thir-

ty-nine to teach that if one does all the melachos in one lapse of 

awareness he is liable to bring thirty-nine korbonos. 

4) Sowing  

The reason sowing is listed before plowing is explained. 

A Baraisa elaborates on the related activities of sowing and that 

if one performs many subcategories of the primary melacha he is 

only obligated to bring one chatas. 

Further elaboration is presented regarding sowing seeds and 

planting trees. 

5) Plowing 

A Baraisa elaborates on the related activities of plowing. 

R’ Sheishes and Rava each give an example where, depending 

upon where the activity took place, one is either liable for building 

or plowing. 

R’ Abba rules that if one digs a hole in his floor because he 

wants the dirt he is exempt from liability because it is a destructive 

act. 

6) Harvesting 

A Baraisa elaborates on the related activities of harvesting. 

R’ Pappa rules that if one throws a clump of dirt at a palm tree 

and knocks off some dates, he is liable for the melachos of detaching 

and extracting. 

R’ Ashi differs since he did not perform either melacha the nor-

mal way. 

7) Gathering together 

Rava and Abaye differ whether the prohibition of gathering 

(Continued on page 2) 

Minimum Measurements for Melachos 
 והעושה שתי בתי ירין והאורג שי חוטין והפוצע שי חוטין...

T osafos ( ירין י בתיד"ה העושה ש) points out that out of the thirty-

nine melachos listed in the Mishnah, five of them are accompanied by 

a descriptive amount of how much of that particular activity must be 

done to be liable. These five are: 1)  ירין עושה שתי בתי—constructing 

two heddles on a loom; 2)  י חוטיןאורג אורג ש—weaving two threads; 3) 

 תופר שתי תפירות  (detaching two threads from a fabric; 4—פוצע שי חוטין 

– sewing two stitches; and 5)  כותב שתי אותיות – writing two letters.  

Tosafos wonders why this is so but leaves this question unresolved. 

In the sefer מגן אבות, R’ Mordechai Banat, zt”l, suggests that our 

sages determined that in regard to these five cases, if a person would 

do less than the prescribed amount listed in the Mishnah, the mela-

cha would be incomplete to the extent that the one doing the partic-

ular activity has done nothing. Although we have a rule that even less 

than a שיעור of a prohibited activity is already not allowed  

 in these cases it is as if he has done no ,(חצי שיעור אסור מן התורה)

melacha at all. By other melachos, the amount to be done of each 

activity to be liable is a function of at what point has the person ac-

complished something significant. Less than that amount is a mela-

cha, but it is not important enough for liability until a full shiur is 

done. However, by the five activities listed in the Mishnah with a 

specific amount to be done, until a person does the minimum 

amount he has not done the melacha at all. 

Pictures are used with permission from ה בהירהמש series. 

Further copying is prohibited. 
______________ 

   .Threshing—דש

Removal of the grain kernels from its stalks.  

This was often done by 

man, but animals were also 

used,  Sometimes, an ox 

would be harnessed to a wooden platform 

which would be dragged over piles of stalks.  

See Rashi and Metzudas Tzion to Yeshayahu 

41:15. 
______________________________ 

עושה שתי בתי ירין  — Heddles are small 

rings through which the warp threads 

are passed as part of the preparation of 

the loom.  Passing the warp thread 

through the heddle is the melacha. 
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Smelling Growing Fruit 
אמר רב פפא האי מאן דשדא פיסא לדיקלא ואתר תמרי חייב שתים אחת  

משום תולש ואחת משום מפרק רב אשי אמר אין דרך תלישה בכך ואין דרך 
 פריקה בכך.

Rav Pappa said: A person who threw a clump [of dirt] at a date-palm, and 

dates fell, is liable for two [sin-offerings], one for “plucking” and one for 

“extracting.” Rav Ashi said: This is not the normal manner of plucking and 

this is not the normal manner of extracting. [Hence, he is not in violation of 

these melachos, and does not bring any sin offerings.] 

S hulchan Aruch1 rules that one may smell a hadas (myrtle) while it 

is still attached to the ground, but one may not smell an esrog or an 

apple or any edible fruit that is still attached to the ground, lest he 

come to sever [or pluck] it from the ground in order to eat it. 

Magen Avraham (cited in Mishnah Berurah)2 asks why we must 

be afraid lest he come to pluck the fruit from the ground - perhaps he 

may just bite it out of the ground, which would not be a Torah viola-

tion (and hence not necessitate a rabbinic prohibition to smell the 

fruit). In answer, he quotes Rashi3 who states that biting is an even 

more severe form of plucking! 

Magen Avraham himself, however, suggests that the melachah of 

plucking is only violated according to Torah law when the fruit is 

plucked from the tree by hand or by a tool. His proof is from our Ge-

mara, in which we see that even the highly effective means of plucking 

the dates from the palm by throwing something at them is not consid-

ered a violation of Torah law. R’ Akiva Eiger brings further proof that 

biting a fruit attached to the ground cannot be considered true pluck-

ing, as the Gemara in Menachos4 regards eating something connected 

to the ground as aberrant behavior. 

Nevertheless, regardless of whether the prohibition of biting a 

fruit connected to the ground is Torah law or a rabbinic decree, it is 

forbidden to do so, and forbidden to smell fruit that is still connected 

to the ground lest one come to pluck it from the ground in whatever 

way. On this basis, Pri Megadim5 suggests a novel ruling: If one enters 

an orchard on Shabbos he does not make a blessing over the fra-

grance of the fruit, because it is forbidden to smell the fruit! Eliyahu 

Rabbah distinguishes between a person close to the orchard, who 

should not make a blessing and deliberately smell the fruit, lest he 

come to pluck it; and a person at a distance from the orchard, who is 

unlikely to come pluck the sweet-smelling fruit, and who may, there-

fore, pronounce the blessing. 

Tosafos Chaim suggests that it is only on Shabbos that one may 

not smell the fruit attached to the ground lest he come to pluck it. 

Even if Yom Kippur coincides with Shabbos, he may not smell the 

fruit, as we are afraid that he may forget that it is also Yom Kippur, 

and come to pluck the fruit to eat it. However, when Yom Kippur 

falls on a weekday one is permitted to smell the fruit, for we assume 

he will remain aware of the prohibition to eat and not come to pluck 

the fruit. 
שו"ע אורח חיים סימן של"ו סעיף י': הדס מחובר מותר להריח בו אבל אתרוג ותפוח  .1

 וכל דבר הראוי לאכילה אסור להריח בו במחובר שמא יקוץ אותו לאכלו: 
וכ"ת הא מי יכול לשכו בפיו   -משה ברורה סימן של"ו ס"ק מ"ט: יקוץ אותו לאכלו   .2

מן המחובר אין לך תלישה גדולה מזו ולכן יש למחות ביד הטועים והולכים לגות 
 בשבת ויו"ט וקוטפים פירות מן המחובר ואוכלים... וע"ע שער הציון ס"ק מ"ג. 

כי מורח ליה מישי ותליש ואכיל  -רש"י סוכה דף ל"ז ע"ב: אבל אתרוג דלאכילה קאי  .3
 ליה, ואף אם אוכלו במחובר אין לך תולש גדול מזה:

 מחות דף ע' ע"א: ואי גחין ואכיל בטלה דעתו אצל כל אדם:  .4
שם משבצות זהב ס"ק ז'. פמ"ג זה ויתר הפוסקים המצויים בהמשך מובאים בשמירת  .5

 שבת כהלכתה פכ"ו הערה ע"ב, עיי"ש.  
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Verbs, Nouns, and Shabbos 
 אבות מלאכות ארבעים חסר אחת...הזורע והחורש... 

T he Mishnah lists the thirty-nine forbid-

den activities of Shabbos. However, as the 

Tosfos Yom Tov notes, the list is presented in 

terms of the one who does any of these ac-

tions, and not in terms of the action itself.  In 

other words, instead of listing the names of 

the melachos as nouns, the list in the Mish-

nah is presented as verbs. We would have 

expected the list to read, “Sowing, plowing, 

bundling, etc.”,  yet, it does not do this.  In-

stead, the Mishnah reads, “The one who sows, 

the one who plows, etc.”   

In his sefer אתוון דאורייתא, R’ Yosef 

Engel writes that the labors of Shabbos are 

subjective limitations. In other words, the fact 

that a seed becomes planted on Shabbos is in 

and of itself not a problem. Naturally, many 

seeds fall from plants and become imbedded 

in the ground daily. Animals tear grass from 

its roots as they eat on Shabbos, and gentiles 

do all types of farming, cooking, leather works 

and dying, etc., daily, including on Shabbos. 

None of these activities involve violations of 

laws of Shabbos unless they are done by a Jew 

or for a Jew. It is not sowing that it prohibit-

ed, but “the one who sows”, etc.  We call this 

an איסור גברא – an act which is prohibited 

upon the person, rather than an איסור חפצא 

– a prohibition upon the act in and of it-

self. 

Gemara GEM  

HALACHAH Highlight 

together is limited to those items that grow from the ground. 

8) Threshing 

A Baraisa elaborates on the related activities of threshing. 

9) Winnowing, selecting, grinding and sifting 

The Gemara questions why the Mishnah lists these activities 

(winnowing, selecting and threshing) separately since they are all the 

same activity. 

Abaye and Rava explain that anything that was done in the Mish-

kan is listed even though it may be similar to other melachos.   

(Insight...continued from page 1) 

 REVIEW and Remember 
1. Why was it necessary for Rava and Abaye to argue in three 

similar cases? 

2. Thirty-three of the melachos involve the preparation of three 

items.  What are those items? 

3. Why does the Tanna list sowing before plowing? 

4. Why, even according to R’ Yehudah, is one who digs a hole in 

the floor of his house exempt? 


