
 
 

 

Daf Review – Shabbos 3 

Compiled by: Gobbie Cohn 

Mishna told us we have 8 cases. Gemara says, we have 12 or possibly 16 cases. The gemara says you are correct; 
however, we are not including cases of patur (exempt from liability) u'mutar (permitted). However, when do we 
have cases in hilchos Shabbos that are permitted and exempt from liability except for only the following 3 cases? 
 
1) Trapping a deer (where Shimon is second person to sit in front of door blocking an animal, Shimon is patur 
u’mutar because his act did not contribute anything).   
2) Trapping a Snake (trapping a snake to save oneself from danger). This is a melacha she'eina tzricha l'gufa (it is 
not the intended reason for trapping but a secondary reason).  
3) Opens a boil (to drain the boil). This too is melacha she'eina tzricha l'gufa as typically the primary reason to 
open a boil is for healing (which would fall under the melacha of boneh). To drain a boil is secondary.   
 
Shmuel stated these 3 cases in which there is an action, and yet, the person will still be exempt and permitted to 
perform these actions. However, there are cases where a person is passive, that a person is patur u'mutar. 
 
The gemara concludes and says that we are only counting cases in which there is potential liability. but a case that 
could never result in liability we are not including in the final tally of cases. That is how we remain at 8.  
 
The end of the mishna stated that when the ani and the baal habayis perform the melacha together, they are both 
patur (exempt). How could that be if there was a melacha? Rebbi: from the pasuk “mei'am haaretz baasosa – if 
someone performs a melacha” we learn that liability is phrased in the singular. Only one who performs the 
melacha in its entirety can have liability. If two people perform melacha, there is no liability.  
 
Rav asked Rebbi: Reuven is sitting in a rishus hayachid. Shimon puts a bag of food on Reuven's back. Reuven walks 
out from the rishus hayachid to the rishus harabim. Items were put on his back while he was in a state of rest. Do 
we say that when he lifts his body, it’s the equivalent as if one lifts food with his hands, or perhaps not?  
Rebbi: He is chayav. The body is considered at rest (therefore akira) while the hand is not considered at rest.  
 
Abaye: One's hand is not like rishus harabim or rishus hayachid. Where do I know this from? Like the ani extending 
a basket into the rishus hayachid. Abaye: Hand like karmelis? A karmelis is an area that has qualities of a rishus 
harabim but does not satisfy all criteria of rishus harabim. So, what is the question? 
 
Can one withdraw their hand from one domain to another domain? A) Conflicting Baraisos whether or not the 
hand takes on a rishus such as a karmelis. B) everyone agrees hand is like a karmelis, but the case is whether the 
transfer took place within or above 10 tefachim off the ground. C) The case is within 10 tefachim and hand is not 
like karmelis. Everything depends on when the hand was extended (before or during Shabbos).  
 
Gemara: If you extend your hand before Shabbos, drop item on Shabbos, the Rabbanan should penalize the 
person (akira pre-Shabbos; hanacha on Shabbos). However, if akira was on Shabbos then it’s bona fide hotzaa.  
 
Halacha 

• If someone walks from one domain to another with food on his back on Shabbos, he will have performed 
both the akira and the hanacha and will be chayav for hotzaa (transferring). 

• One’s hand can be afforded a different status than the rest of your body visa vi transferring. 
 
Inspiration 
Definition of melacha (dynamic activity) is something that ultimately results from one person’s exclusive activity. If 
you want to produce results in life, you must take the complete responsibility to execute from beginning to end. If 
you rely on other people, chances are the results are not the same.  


