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Gemoro: צידת צבי 

Stop a second. Neither the Gemoro nor Rashi 
has told us why / what this case is about. Turn to 
107b and learn the two back-to-back Mishnas right 
at the end of the page. Then learn the (last) Rashi, 
and now you know the situation. 

 

Gemoro: נחש צידת  

If Tzod is one of the 39 Melachos, how can it be 
permitted, even L'Chatchila? The answer is not 
obvious to us, because we are not exactly hunters, 
nowadays, so when we learn about "trapping a 
snake" we assume this has something to do with 
preventing snake bites.  

However, that is not the case. When people 
hunted snakes in olden times they did it to use the 
snake - for medicinal purposes, to use the skin for 
its leather, etc. This is considered the Av Melacha 
of Tzod -- the act of entrapping a snake to use the 
snake itself. And that is what they did in the 
Mishkan, they captured animals to use for their 
hides etc. in building the Mishkan. 

In our Gemoro however, we are discussing 
trapping a snake to prevent it from bothering 
people. Since this is not the usual Melocho, it falls 
under the category of מלאכה שאינה צריכה לגופה, a 
concept Tosfos here discusses at greater length. 

Keep in mind that there simply cannot be an 
issue of Pikuach Nefesh here, because Tosfos will 
explain that, obviously, the Halocho is changed in 
the face of mortal danger.  

 

Tosfos: צידת נחש 

Make sure you are clear about the distinction 
between מלאכה שא"צ לגופה and between  דבר שאינו
 Compare one to the other. Which of the two  .מתכוין
do you think is more stringent when it comes to 
Hilchos Shabbos? 

 

Now, according to the opinion brought down in 
Tosfos who says you are Chayov in the more 
stringent of the two – is it a given that he 
definitely holds you are Chayov in the more 
lenient one? 

Note that Tosfos brought the BaHaG to ask his 
question, but then moved on to an answer of 
Rabbeinu Tam.  

That is strange. Obviously the BaHaG had an 
answer: discuss what is the reason Tosfos would 
ignore the answer given in the very Sefer he 
quoted for the question! 

 

Tosfos D.H. בר 

1. In his first answer, Tosfos brings us the rule 
that Pikuach Nefesh is an exception to Halacha. 
This is an idea you are familiar with. But learn the 
Ramban on this Tosfos ד"ה והאמר who brings this 
point out in a much more forceful manner.  

Learn also the answer of the Gilyon Hashas 
printed in the margin of your Gemara page. He 
differentiates between canceling an Issur or 
overruling it [for Pikuach Nefesh]. 

Learn the one-line Maharam here who makes 
an important point. 

2. Later, Tosfos uses another answer – that 
Shmuel only discusses cases mentioned in a 
Mishna. Keep track of what is developing here. Is 
this answer separate from the earlier answer 
(about Pikuach Nefesh), or is this answer an 
override over the previous answer? 

Gemoro and Tosfos:  צידת צבי, נחש, מפיס מורסא  

Let’s go back to get a clearer picture about  דבר
כויןשאינו מת  and מלאכה שא"צ לגופה. There are a lot of 

issues involved here that you will probably hear in 
Shiur, so let’s work on preparing ourselves. It’s 

אע" ג| דף   
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o.k. if it takes time & effort – that’s what Iyun is 
for! 

a. The Rambam rules in a way that totally 
contradicts whatever you learned in Tosfos here. 
The two places to look up the Rambam are  

Hilchos Shabbos Perek 1, halacha 17,  

And Perek 10, halacha 11.  

There is also a famous Chiddushei Reb Chaim 
here, explaining the Rambam.  

b. There is also the issue of 'פסיק רישי, when we 
are 100% sure the chicken will die if you chop off 
its head to play with, which seems to be the case 
here when opening a boil, or entrapping a deer. 
You cannot trap a deer without it being caught. So 
this is a problem: because Psik Reishei forbids an 
action, whereas here it is permitted!  

Work on finding an answer. 
Obviously, it is going to depend on how 
exactly Psik Reishei is categorized by the 

various Achronim. Or whether the cases in our 
Gemoro are exceptions. 

Furthermore, take a Lukkutei Sichos to see how 
the Rebbe learns this concept of Psik Reishei. The 
sicha is found in chelek 4, p. 11225. Make sure you 
learn note 34 there as well. 

c. This concept of דבר שאינו מתכוין – does it also 
work in other areas of Halacha not associated 
with Shabbos?  

If it does (as you just learned in that Sicha), 
then how is Shabbos different than the rest of 
Halacha? Or is it exactly the same? 

Ask your ר"מ for help in finding an answer. This 
is discussed by many Achronim. 

d. Obviously., we will be learning what the 
Alter Rebbe says about all this. Take a Chelek Beis, 
Siman שטז and learn Se’if 17. Does this affect the 
way you learned our Sugya? 

e. We are not done (yet). Take the time to learn 
the Sicha of the Rebbe in Chelek 27, the first Sicha 
on Parshas Bchukasai. The Rebbe there explains 
all these concepts of מלשאצ"ל and Meleches 
Machsheves, and דבר שאינו מתכוין. The Rebbe also 
explains how they apply to Hilchos Shabbos and 
how they are applicable to כל התורה כולה.  

Gemoro: דאתי לידי חיוב חטאת  

The Gemara says that the Mishnah includes in 
its count [of four additional Hotza'os] only those 
forbidden mid'Rabanan that could lead to a 
d'Oraisa transgression (a Chiyuv Chatas).  

What component in those acts of carrying are we 
focusing on? What element of the carrying incurs 
the Chiyuv Chatas? 

This leads us right into an essential Machlokes 
between Rashi, Tosfos, and the Rishonim. It is a 
major difference of interpretation that affects the 
entire Suyga, and the implications of this 
Machlokes were already felt earlier, on Daf Beis 
(as you should remember). 

1. Start by reviewing Rashi and note to 
learn the Rabeinu Chananel on the side of 
your Gemara. He says the same thing. 

2. Make sure you are clear on the opinion of the 
Riva in Tosfos, and how this differs with Rashi. 
Turn to the בעל המאור as well and learn what he 
says. He has a strong question on Rashi that is 
discussed  by other Mefarshim as well. 2b. You 
should realize that the Rivah looks the same as the 
 quoted in Rashi after giving his own ”רבותי“
opinion. Are they the same? 

Learn the Tosfos HaRosh here ד"ה פטורים.   Not 
many Mefarshim do NOT agree with this. You 
may hear about the differences in shiur. See if you 
can find a difference between the two – the Rivah 
and the teachers of Rashi. 

3. Now learn the Ramban and the Rashba. They 
constitute a 3rd opinion. Clear? 4. Turn to the רש"ש 
in the back of your Gemoro. In a few short lines he 
supports Rashi’s opinion – to focus only on the 
 the ,חצי שיעור By using the concept of .עקירות
Rashash is able to demonstrate why Akiros is the 
more dominant of the person’s actions. See inside. 

5. Many times, a Chakirah can be instrumental 
in providing the logic for these differences of 
opinion. 

Find the תוצאות חיים in the back of your Kovetz, 
and learn the Chakirah in Siman Zayin, אות ד. 
Through showing the Chiyuv of carrying from 
different angles, the תוצאות חיים is able to give us a 
better understanding of the underlying logic. 
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4. Turn to the רש"ש in the back of your Gemoro. 
In a few short lines he supports Rashi’s opinion – 
to focus only on the עקירות. By using the concept 
of חצי שיעור, the Rashash is able to demonstrate 
why Akiros is the more dominant of the person’s 
actions. See inside. 

5. Many times, a Chakirah can be instrumental 
in providing the logic for these differences of 
opinion. 

Find the תוצאות חיים in the back of your Kovetz, 
and learn the Chakirah in Siman Zayin, אות ד. 
Through showing the Chiyuv of carrying from 
different angles, the תוצאות חיים is able to give us a 
better understanding of the underlying logic. 

6. There is a Sefer חלקת בנימין that was very 
popular years ago when learning מס' שבת but it has 
not been reprinted for a long time. He sets out and 
wraps up all the above opinions in the following 
way, as well as aligning these שיטות with the 
Rishonim 

Learn the copy on the next page -- 

 

 

 

7. Until now we have been focused on the 
opinions in this issue and their logic, but we have 
not mentioned the text of Rashi. Look at the last 
line of Rashi ה פטוריד" . Isn’t this strange? 

Why would Rashi ignore the punishment of סקילה?  

8. On a general note, there is a 
logical difficulty that should bother 
you – if an act if muttar, why should it 
be Assur לכתחילה   ? And if it is Assur, 
why can you do it -- is the act 

forbidden or is it not? What kind of “zone” is this 
that it is both muttar and Assur לכתחילה   ?  

 

Discuss and find how it is acceptable logically 
for this to straddle both sides of the fence. 
Mefarshim talk about this, ask your  ר"מ for  מראה
 .מקומות

9. Take it a step further – why is this concept so 
commonly found by Shabbos and not by other 
Dinim: What is unique about the Halachos of 
Shabbos that permits this concept of מותר אבל אסור 
to be so much more common? 

 

It should become evident by now that Daf 
Gimmel has introduced many Sugyos with 
implications throughout all Melochos of Shabbos 
and ideas affecting many Sugyas throughout this 
Mesechta. The next Sugya of  והא אתעבידא מלאכה

והייניבמ  is no exception. The Possuk of בעשותה 
involves all Melochos of Shabbos.  WHY is this 
concept of Tosfos to “make liable the person who 
finishes carrying” found only by הוצאה and not 
elsewhere in Halacha. Is there something unique 
about the 2 parts of carrying? 


