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        Maseches Chagigah, Daf  ב – Daf  ט 

 

Daf In Review is being sent l’zecher nishmas R’ Avrohom Abba ben R’ Dov HaKohen, A”H  
vl’zecher nishmas Habachur Yechezkel Shraga A”H ben R’ Avrohom Yehuda 

 

---------------------------------------Daf 2---ב--------------------------------------- 
MESECHTA CHAGIGAH 

 
PEREK HAKOL CHAYAVIN -- PEREK RISHON 

 
MISHNA 

• All are obligated in the mitzvah of “re’iyah” (to appear in the Azarah on Yom Tov with a Korbon Re’iyah), except 
for: a deaf-mute, a shoteh, a minor, a person who we are unsure whether the person is a male or female, a 
person who has signs of a male and a female, women, slaves who have not been freed, a person who is lame, 
blind, ill, old, and one who cannot go by foot from Yerushalayim to the Azarah.  

• B”S say, a “minor” refers to a child who is unable to ride on his father’s shoulders from Yerushalayim to the Har 
Habayis. B”H say, it refers to a child who can’t hold his father’s hand and walk on his own from Yerushalayim to 
Har Habayis, as the pasuk says “Shalosh Regalim” (which can be read as meaning “feet”, which therefore 
teaches that one is only chayuv when he can walk on his own two feet). 

• B”S say that one must spend a minimum of two me’ah for the Korbon Re’iyah, and a minimum of one me’ah for 
the Korbon Chagigah. B”H say, one must spend a minimum of one me’ah for the Korbon Re’iyah, and a 
minimum of two me’ah for the Korbon Chagigah. 

 
GEMARA 

• Q: What does the word “all” in the Mishna come to include? A: It comes to include a partially freed slave, and 
teaches that he is chayuv as well. 

o Q: According to Ravina, who says that a partially freed slave is patur from re’iyah, what does “all” come 
to include? A: It comes to include one who was lame on the first day of Yom Tov (and therefore patur 
then, as per the Mishna), but was then healed by the second day. The “all” teaches that he is chayuv 
once he becomes healed.  

▪ Q: This is true only according to the view that the obligation to bring the korbon applies 
separately to every day (i.e. if one didn’t bring on the first day, there is a separate obligation to 
bring the next day, and so on, throughout Yom Tov). However, according to the view that the 
obligation only exists on the first day, and the remaining days are only makeup days for the first 
day, such a person would not be chayuv (since he was patur on the first day)!? A: The “all” 
comes to include a person who is blind in one eye, and teaches that he is chayuv. Based on this, 
our Mishna does not agree with a Braisa which brings the view of R’ Yehuda who says that a 
person blind in one eye is patur from re’iyah. He learns this through a drasha on the word 
“yei’raeh”, which he says teaches that just as one comes to be seen by Hashem “with two eyes”, 
so too he must come to “see Hashem” with two eyes. 

▪ A: We can also say as we did originally that the “all” comes to include a partially freed slave. A 
Mishna says that initially B”H held that a partially freed slave may maintain that status, and 
works one day for himself and one day for his master. B”S said that is not right, because this 
slave will never be allowed to marry (he can’t marry a slave because he is partially a free man, 
and he can’t marry a regular Yid, because he is partially a slave), which would go against the 
purpose of Creation. Therefore, it must be that we force his master to free him, and the former 
slave will then owe the master the amount of money that his share was worth. Ultimately, B”H 
agreed to B”S. Based on this, we can say that Ravina’s statement (based on the end of our 
Mishna that says a slave is patur, which Ravina explained as referring to a partially freed slave) 
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followed the initial view of B”H, and the Mishna’s first statement (of “all”, which teaches that a 
partially freed slave is chayuv in re’iyah) follows B”H’s ultimate view, and since he is destined to 
be freed, he is already considered to be freed, and is therefore chayuv in the mitzvah of re’iyah.  

CHUTZ MEI’CHEIREISH SHOTEH V’KATAN… 

• The Mishna groups a deaf person with a shoteh and a minor. This teaches that just as a shoteh and minor are 
not mentally competent, the Mishna is referring to a deaf person who is not mentally competent – which is a 
deaf-mute. However, one who is only deaf or only mute would be chayuv. In fact, a Mishna says that such a 
person would be chayuv in all mitzvos. 

o Our Mishna supports a Braisa that says, one who only can’t hear is called a cheiresh, one who only can’t 
speak is called an “ileim”, and both of these people are considered to be fully competent.  

o Q: A Braisa says that one who can only speak but not hear, and one who can only hear but not speak is 
patur from re’iyah!? A: Ravina (or Rava) said, our Mishna is missing words and means to say as follows. 
All are chayuv in the mitzvah of re’iyah and the mitzvah of Simcha (a separate mitzvah to rejoice at the 
Beis Hamikdash by bringing a Shelamim and eating its meat), except that one who is either deaf or mute 
is patur from re’iyah but is chayuv in the mitzvah of Simcha, and one who is deaf and mute (and thereby 
lacks mental competence) would even be patur from the mitzvah of Simcha, just as he is patur from all 
mitzvos of the Torah. 

▪ A Braisa makes this same distinction.  
 

---------------------------------------Daf 3---ג--------------------------------------- 

• Q: Why is it that one who is only deaf or mute is patur from re’iyah, but is chayuv in the mitzvah of Simcha? A: 
Such a person is chayuv in all mitzvos, which is why he would be chayuv in the mitzvah of Simcha. The reason he 
is patur from re’iyah is because there is a gezeirah shavah from re’iyah to hakhel, that teaches that only one who 
is chayuv in hakhel would be chayuv in re’iyah. Regarding hakhel we are taught from the pasuk “L’maan yishmi’u 
u’l’maan yilmidu” that one who can’t hear is patur (“l’maan yishmi’u” means he can hear), and that one who 
can’t speak is patur (“l’maan yilmidu” means that he can’t speak, because if one can’t speak, he could not learn).  

o Q: Do you mean to say that one who is mute cannot learn? We find a story where 2 mute people who 
always sat in front of Rebbi when he said shiur were healed through Rebbi’s tefillos, and were found to 
know all of Halacha, Sifra, Sifri, and all of Shas!? A: Mar Zutra said, the pasuk should be read as if it says 
“l’maan yilameidu” – so that they will teach – which would mean that one who can’t teach is not chayuv 
in hakhel, and therefore not chayuv in re’iyah. A mute person, who cannot teach (because he cannot 
talk), would therefore be patur. A2: R’ Ashi said, without the story of the two mute people we would 
still know that the pasuk should be read as “l’maan yilameidu”. Because, if it is read as “l’maan yilmidu”, 
which means that one who can’t learn is patur, we would be able to learn that one who can’t hear is 
patur from those words as well (since he is patur based on the fact that he cannot learn). What would 
be the need for the words of “l’maan yilmidu”? It must be that we are to understand the words as if 
they are read “l’maan yilameidu”.  

o R’ Tanchum said, a person who is deaf in one ear is patur from re’iyah, based on the pasuk regarding 
hekhel which says “b’azneihem” (ears in the plural). 

▪ Q: That word is needed to teach that all the Yidden must come to hear the king read from the 
Torah!? A: We can learn that from “neged kol Yisrael”. 

• Q: If we only learn it from “neged kol Yisrael”, we may think that the Yidden don’t have 
to hear what is said, so b’azneihem is needed!? A: We learn that all must hear what is 
said from the words “L’maan yishmi’u”. 

o R’ Tanchum said, if a person is lame in one foot, he is patur from re’iyah, because the pasuk says 
“regalim”, which we darshen to be referring to feet. 

▪ Q: We need the word regalim to teach that one with a wooden leg is patur (not one with a lame 
leg)!? A: We learn that one with a wooden leg is patur from the pasuk that says “pe’amim”, 
which we find refers to feet as well. 
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▪ Rava darshened a pasuk as follows: “mah yafu fe’amayich bane’alim bas nadiv” – how beautiful 
are the footsteps of the Yidden when they go to be oleh regel, “bas nadiv” – the daughter of 
Avrohom Avinu, who is referred to as “nadiv”. 

o R’ Kahana said, R’ Nosson bar Minyumei in the name of R’ Tanchum darshened, when the brothers 
threw Yosef into the pit, the pasuk says, “V’habor reik ein bo mayim”. This means to say that there was 
no water there, but there were snakes and scorpions.  

• A Braisa says, R’ Yochanan ben Broka and R’ Elazar Chisma went to visit R’ Yehoshua. He asked them to tell him 
something new that was said in the Beis Medrash. At first, they refused. They then said, it was R’ Elazar ben 
Azarya’s turn to darshen, and he darshened as follows. The pasuk regarding hakhel says that the men, women, 
and children must all come to hakhel. The men go to learn. The women go to listen. Why do the children go? R’ 
Elazar answered, they go to give reward to those who bring them. R’ Yehoshua told them, “You had a diamond 
in your hand and you tried to keep it from me!?” The Braisa continues with another draasha of R’ Elazar. The 
pasuk says “Es Hashem he’emarta hayom”. The pasuk also says “Va’Hashem ha’emircha hayom”. This is as if 
Hashem is saying to the Yidden, “You have made Me unique in the world by saying ‘Shema Yisrael Hashem 
Elokeinu Hashem Echad’, and I will therefore make you unique in this world”, as the pasuk says “Umi k’amcha 
Yisrael goy echad baaretz”. He continued darshening as follows. A pasuk compares the gezeiros of the 
Chachomim to animal prods, and to nails that are planted. They are compared to animal prods, because just like 
animal prods keep the animal straight as it plows, producing neat rows of food that bring life to the world, so 
too the gezeiros of the Chachomim keep one from straying from the path of life to the path of death. We would 
think that just as an animal prop is movable, so too are the words of the Torah (i.e. they are not eternal). The 
pasuk therefore says that they are like nails that are permanently inserted. One would think that the words of 
Torah are stationary and do not grow. The pasuk therefore says they are like nails that are planted, and 
grow.  The pasuk refers to the “people of the gatherings”. He darshened that this refers to the talmidei 
chachomim, who sit in groups and learn Torah. A person may say, there are so many matters of Halacha that are 
subject to machlokes, so how can one ever know which way to follow? The pasuk therefore teaches that all of 
Torah comes from “One Shepherd” (Hashem), and was given through one leader (Moshe). Therefore, one 
should listen to all sides of the machlokes, and decide which makes more sense to him. After hearing all these 
drashos, R’ Yehoshua said, any generation that has R’ Elazar ben Azarya is not considered to be lacking Torah 
leadership.  

o Q: Why did they initially refuse to tell R’ Yehoshua what was said? A: They were afraid to do so because 
of the story that once happened where R’ Yose Ben Durmaskis said over a teaching to R’ Eliezer, and R’ 
Eliezer was upset that R’ Yose was giving credit to the people of the Beis Medrash for having come up 
with a novel Halacha, when it in fact was something stated by the Anshei Kneses Hagedolah. Because of 
that, R’ Eliezer cursed R’ Yose with blindness. After he calmed down, R’ Eliezer davened and R’ Yose’s 
eyesight was restored. Based on this story, the talmidim were afraid to say over something novel from 
the Beis Medrash to R’ Yehoshua.  

• A Braisa says, a shoteh is one who goes out alone at night, who spends the night in a cemetery, and one who 
rips his clothing for no reason.  

o R’ Huna said, to be classified as a shoteh one must do all these things. R’ Yochanan said, even doing one 
of these things is enough to get this classification.  

▪ Q: If a person did these things in an insane manner, then doing one should be enough to get this 
classification!? If they were not done in an insane manner, then even doing all of them should 
not get him this classification!? A: The case is where he did it in an insane manner. However, 
doing each one individually may have a rational reason for his doing so (sleeping in a cemetery 
to get the evil spirits to help him with magic, walking alone at night to get fresh air, and ripping 
clothing while deep in thought). However, once he does all 3, it shows that he is clearly a 
shoteh.  

▪ R’ Pappa said, had R’ Huna heard the Braisa that says that one is classified as a shoteh for losing 
things that are given to him, he would have agreed that even doing one thing classifies one as a 
shoteh. 
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• Q: Would R’ Huna have agreed only regarding the characteristic of him ripping his 
clothing (which is similar to losing items given to him), or would he have agreed 
regarding any one of the three? TEIKU. 

 

---------------------------------------Daf 4---ד--------------------------------------- 
V’TUMTUM V’ANDROGINAS… 

• A Braisa says, the pasuk regarding re’iyah says “kol zechurcha”. The word “zachur” excludes women. 
“zechurcha” excludes a tumtum and androginas. The word “kol” comes to include minors. 

o Q: The mitzvah of re’iyah is a “mitzvas assei shehazman grama”. If so, why do we need a special pasuk to 
exclude women? A: We would think that the gezeirah shava to hakhel should teach that a woman is 
chayuv in re’iyah as well.  

o Q: It is understandable why an androginas needs a pasuk to teach that it is patur, because we would 
think that since it has some male features, it should be chayuv. However, why do we need a pasuk to 
teach that a tumtum is patur? A tumtum is a safek, and as such should be patur without a pasuk!? A: 
Abaye says, the pasuk is coming to exclude a tumtum whose “beitzim” are visible, so we know he is a 
male. Still, the pasuk teaches, that since the rest of his eiver is covered, he is patur from re’iyah.  

o Q: Our Mishna said that minors are patur from the mitzvah of re’iyah!? A: Abaye said, the Mishna is 
discussing a minor who has not yet reached the age of chinuch, and the Braisa is discussing a minor who 
has reached the age of chinuch.  

▪ Q: Even a minor who has reached that age is only chayuv D’Rabanan, so how could we learn it 
from a pasuk? A: The pasuk was used as an asmachta, not a true source. The word “kol” actually 
comes to exclude people who have particularly smelly jobs, from the mitzvah of re’iyah. The 
reason is that they cannot go up with other people (they smell) and therefore cannot be said to 
go up with “kol zechurcha”. 

NASHIM V’AVADIM SHE’EINAN MESHUCHRARIM… 

• Q: We explained why women are patur, but why are slaves patur? A: R’ Huna said, the pasuk says “el pinei 
Ha’Adon Hashem”. This teaches that only one with one master – i.e. Hashem – is chayuv in re’iya. The slave has 
a second master, and is therefore patur.  

o Q: We learn from a gezeirah shava that a slave is only cahyuv in mitzvos like a woman. If so, why do we 
need a separate reason to make the slave patur!? A: Ravina said, the Mishna is referring to a slave who 
is partially freed. This can be seen by the Mishna’s choice of words – “a slave who is not yet free” (if he 
is totally not free, the Mishna should have simply said “a slave”). It is this type of slave who is chayuv in 
more mitzvos than a woman, and for whom we need a separate source to teach that he is patur.  

V’HACHIGER V’HASUMAH V’CHOLEH V’HAZAKEIN 

• A Braisa says, the word “regalim” in the pasuk teaches that one missing a leg is patur. Another drasha is that it 
comes to teach that one who is lame, ill, blind, old, or who cannot walk on his own, is patur from re’iyah.  

o Q: What is the Braisa coming to add when it lists “one who cannot walk on his own”? A: Rava said, it 
come to include a very particular person, who cannot walk barefoot, that he is patur from re’iya, 
because one may not walk on the Har Habayis with shoes. 

• A Braisa says, an arel (one who never had a bris milah) and one who is tamei, are patur from re’iyah.  
o Q: We can understand why one who is tamei would be patur, because the pasuk says “uvasa shama, 

v’haveisem shama”. This teaches that only one who can enter the Azarah is chayuv in re’iya, and a tamei 
person may not enter the Azarah. How do we know that an arel is patur? A: The Braisa follows R’ Akiva 
who darshens a pasuk to teach that an arel is treated like one who is tamei.  

• A Braisa says, one who is tamei is patur from re’iya based on the pasuk of “uvasa shama, v’haveisem shama”. R’ 
Yochanan ben Dihavai in the name of R’ Yehuda says that one who is blind in one eye is patur from re’iya, 
based on a drasha on the word “yei’raeh”, which he says teaches that just as one comes to be seen by Hashem 
“with two eyes”, so too he must come to “see Hashem” with two eyes. 
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o When R’ Huna would reach the pasuk of “yei’raeh”, he would cry. He said, we see that Hashem is like a 
master who very much wants to see His servants, and yet he now rejects us, by having destroyed the 
Beis Hamikdash.  

o When R’ Huna would reach the pasuk of “v’zavachta shelamim v’achalta sham”, he would cry. He said, 
we see that Hashem is like a master who very much wants to have His servants eat at His table, and yet 
he now rejects us, by having destroyed the Beis Hamikdash. 

o When R’ Elazar would reach the pasuk of “v’lo yachlu echav laanos oso ki nivhalu mipanav”, he would 
cry. He said, if the rebuke of a person can be so stinging, how much more so will be the rebuke of 
Hashem! 

o When R’ Elazar would reach the pasuk which tells of how Shmuel Hanavi was afraid when he was called 
up from the dead by sorcery, because he thought that he was going to be judged by the Heavenly Court, 
he would cry. He said, if the great tzaddik Shmuel Hanavi was afraid, how much more so must we be 
afraid! 

o When R’ Ami would reach the pasuk of “yitein be’afar pihu ulai yeish tikva”, he would cry. He said, with 
all that suffering, the pasuk still says that only maybe there will be hope! 

o When R’ Ami would reach the pasuk that says to seek righteousness and humility for then perhaps you 
will be hidden from Hashem’s anger, he would cry. He said, with all that, the pasuk still says that only 
perhaps he will be hidden! 

o When R’ Assi would reach the pasuk that says to hate evil, love good, and establish justice, and perhaps 
Hashem will show you favor, he would cry. He said, with all that, the pasuk still says that only perhaps he 
will be shown favor! 

o When R’ Yosef would reach the pasuk that says that there are people who die early even though they 
never sinned, he would cry. 

▪ Q: Can it be that one would die before his time even though he never sinned? A: Yes, as we find 
by R’ Bibi bar Abaye, by whom the Malach Hamaves would often visit. He told R’ Bibi that his 
messenger once brought him the wrong woman to make die (a woman with a similar name). 
The Malach Hamaves said, once you have already brought this woman, I will take her life. R’ Bibi 
asked him, how can you take someone before their time? He explained that this woman had 
done a dangerous thing, which in turn made her mazal bad, which then gave him the 
opportunity to take her life. R’ Bibi asked, but it is not yet her time!? He answered, the pasuk 
says that there are people without sins who die before their time. R’ Bibi asked, what happens 
to the extra years that this person was destined to live? The Malach Hamaves answered, those 
years are given to a talmid chochom who is a forgiving person. 

 

---------------------------------------Daf  5---ה--------------------------------------- 

• R’ Yochanan would cry when he read the pasuk in which Hashem tells the Satan that he caused Hashem to make 
Iyuv suffer for no reason. R’ Yochanan said, if a slave’s master can be made to turn against him, he has no hope. 

o R’ Yochanan would cry when he read the pasuk that says that Hashem cannot even trust his tzaddikim. 
He said, if the tzaddikim can’t be trusted, who can be!? 

▪ R’ Yochanan once met a man who was packing unripe figs for a trip he was making, and left the 
ripe figs behind. The man explained, the unripe figs will last the trip, whereas the ripe ones will 
spoil. R’ Yochanan said, that is the meaning of this pasuk. There are times that Hashem takes 
the young tzaddikim so that they shouldn’t be left to sin. 

• Q: We find that a young talmid chochom died in R’ Alexandri’s neighborhood, and it 
was said that he could have lived longer had he been more righteous. It must be that 
righteous talmidei chachomim do not die young!? A: It was known that that talmid 
chochom did not have proper respect for his rabbei’im, which is why that was said.  

o R’ Yochanan would cry when he read the pasuk that says that Hashem will bring to judgment and act as 
a quick witness against the people who do kishuf, adultery, swear falsely, and those who do not pay 
their workers. He said, if a master does so, there is no hope for the slave.  
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▪ R’ Yochanan ben Zakkai added, woe is to us if Hashem equates these terrible aveiros with these 
smaller aveiros.  

▪ Reish Lakish said, a pasuk teaches that anyone who distorts the judgment of a ger is considered 
as if he distorts Hashem Himself. The pasuk says “umatei ger”. This can be read as if it says 
“umati”, which would mean “he distorts Me”. 

▪ R’ Chanina bar Pappa said, if one has regret for an aveirah that he did, he is immediately 
forgiven. This is based on the pasuk that says “v’lo yirei’uni”. This suggests that if one did fear 
Hashem (by regretting his actions), he is forgiven.  

o R’ Yochanan would cry when he read the pasuk that suggests that Hashem treats the aveiros done 
b’shogeg as if done b’meizid. He said, if our shogeg is like a meizid, we have no hope.  

▪ That pasuk says that a person is judged for “every hidden thing”. Rav said this comes to include 
one who killed a bug in front of a friend, and that friend was disgusted by that. Shmuel said it 
comes to include one who needs to spit out saliva and does so in front of someone else, who is 
then disgusted by it.  

▪ The pasuk then says “ihm tov v’ihm rah”. In the Yeshiva of R’ Yannai they explained that this 
refers to one who gives tzedaka to a poor person in public, which embarrasses the person, and 
would be better off never having been given at all. In the Yeshiva of R’ Shila they said, this refers 
to one who gives tzedaka to a woman in private. This causes people to think that she was given 
money for znus. Rava said, this refers to one who sends to his wife close to Shabbos meat from 
which the non-kosher pieces still need to be removed. In her hurry, it may end up not being 
done properly. Although we find that Rava did so, he wife was the daughter of R’ Chisda and 
was therefore sure to always be very careful. Shmuel said it refers to one who only gives 
tzedaka when the poor person is at the point of desperation.  

o R’ Yochanan would cry when he read the pasuk that says that Hashem will bring many evils and tzaros 
upon a person. He said, if a master does so to his servants, what hope is there? 

▪ Q: What is the difference between the “evils” and the “tzaros” mentioned in the pasuk? A: Rav 
said, it refers to evils that are brought one on top of another, like suffering from two conditions 
which require opposite forms of healing.  

▪ A pasuk says that there will be times of “hester panim”, where Hashem seems to be hidden 
from us. R’ Bardela bar Tevyumei in the name of Rav said, any person who does not suffer and 
who is not hunted by his enemies, is not a Jew (we are subject to sufferings throughout the 
galus).  

• The Rabanan asked Rava, “you seem not to suffer at all”!? He said, you don’t realize 
that I have to pay off the government (which is a form of suffering). Still, an ayin harah 
came on him and the king took all of his money. 

• The pasuk says that Hashem will hide Himself “on that day”. Rava said, this teaches that 
even during such times, Hashem will speak to us through dreams. R’ Yosef said, a pasuk 
teaches that Hashem’s hand is always outstretched to protect us.  

o R’ Yehoshua ben Chananya was in the king’s palace, and there was an apikores 
there as well. The apikores turned his face from R’ Yehoshua, to symbolize that 
Hashem has turned His face from the Jews. R’ Yehoshua signaled back, that 
Hashem’s hand remains outstretched to protect the Jews. The king asked what 
the signaling meant, and R’ Yehoshua explained it to him. He then asked the 
apikores what was meant, and he did not understand what was meant by R’ 
Yehoshua’s reply signal. The king said, “a person who can’t understand what is 
signaled to him has no business to even signal in the palace”! He had him taken 
out and killed.  

▪ When R’ Yehoshua ben Chananya was dying they asked him, “How will 
we be able to fight the apikorsim without you?” He told them, we learn 
from a pasuk, that the wisdom of the goyim is only as strong as the 
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wisdom of the Yidden. If we are not able to defend such fights anymore, 
they will not be capable of fighting the fights to begin with.  

o R’ Eila once heard a child reading the pasuk that says that Hashem tells a person every word he has 
spoken. R’ Eila said, if a master does that, his servant has no hope. 

▪ The pasuk referenced uses the word “seicho” to refer to words. Rav explained, this refers to 
even the private, frivolous talk between spouses.  

• Q: We find that Rav would speak frivolously with his wife, so there must be nothing 
wrong with that!? A: He did so because he needed to appease her before having 
tashmish, in which case it is considered necessary.  

▪ A pasuk says that Hashem cries in a hidden place because of the haughtiness of people. R’ 
Shmuel bar Inya in the name of Rav said, Hashem has a special placed called “mistarim”, where 
He cries. R’ Shmuel bar Yitzchak said that He cries about the exaltedness of the Yidden that was 
given to the goyim. R’ Shmuel bar Nachmeini said, He cries about His own exaltedness that has 
been removed.  

• Q: We find that R’ Pappa said that there is no concept of sadness for Hashem, so how 
can we say that He cries? A: In hidden He cries, but not in His outer chambers.  

o Q: We find in a pasuk that He cries in the outer chamber as well!? A: That was 
said regarding the Churban, at which time even the Malachim cried as well.  

▪ The pasuk in Yermiyah makes reference to 3 tears that are cried. R’ Elazar said, the 3 tears are 
for the First Beis Hamikdash, the Second Beis Hamikdash, and one for the Yidden being in galus. 
Others say that the last tear is for bitul Torah.  

• Q: The pasuk itself says that one tear is for the “flock of Hashem being taken into 
captivity”. That makes sense according to the first explanation of the 3rd tear. However, 
that does not make sense according to the Others explanation!? A: The captivity of the 
Yidden is the greatest cause of bitul Torah! 

▪ A Braisa says that Hashem cries for 3 people each day: for one who could learn Torah and does 
not, for one who is unable to learn Torah but does, and for a communal leader who is arrogant.  

▪ Rebbi and R’ Chiya were travelling and passed through a town. They asked the people if there 
was a talmid chochom present. They said that there was a blind talmid chochom. R’ Chiya told 
Rebbi not to come along to visit (so as not to diminish the respect of the Nasi). Rebbi did not 
listen, and went along. When they finished the visit, the blind chochom said, “You have come to 
visit one who is seen but cannot see, you should be zoche to go and visit the One who sees, but 
cannot be seen (i.e. Hashem in the Beis Hamikdash)”. Rebbi said to R’ Chiya, had I listened to 
you, I would have missed out on receiving this great bracha. They asked the chochom why he 
felt that visiting him was such a great deed. He told them that he heard R’ Yaakov darshen a 
pasuk to teach that one who sees chachomim will live. 

▪ R’ Idi would travel for 3 months, learn in the Beis Medrash for one day, and then head back on 
the 3 month travel back home. The others would laugh at him. He felt insulted. R’ Yochanan 
asked him to not bring punishment on to the other talmidim. R’ Yochanan then went and 
darshened a pasuk to teach that there are times when one can learn for one day a year, and it is 
considered as if he learned the entire year (when that is the only day that he can learn all year). 
He insinuated that R’ Idi was in that category of people.  

 

---------------------------------------Daf 6---ו--------------------------------------- 
EIZEHU KATAN KOL SHE’EINO YACHOL LIRKOV… 

• Q: The Mishna says that the child must be able to travel the distance from Yerushalayim to the Har Habayis. R’ 
Zeira asked, what about the travel up to Yerushalayim? If he was able to make it there without his mother, 
clearly he can make it from Yerushalayim to the Har Habayis!? A: Abaye said, his mother is chayuv in the 
mitzvah of Simcha and therefore accompanies him to Yerushalayim. It is only from that point to the Har Habayis 
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that his mother does not go (she is not chayuv in re’iyah), and that is therefore the only distance he must be 
able to go without his mother.  

• Q: Rebbi asked on the view of B”S, the pasuk says that Chanah did not send Shmuel with his father to the 
Mishkan. At that point Shmuel was old enough to ride on his father’s shoulders, and we see that he did not go!? 
A: Rebbi’s father said, you should ask, why is it that Chanah didn’t go to fulfil the mitzvah of Simcha? It must be 
that she felt that Shmuel was a delicate child and would be harmed by the travel. That is the reason she did not 
go and the reason that he did not go. However, it may be that a regular child would have to go from when he is 
able to ride on his father’s shoulders.  

• Q: R’ Shimon asked, if a minor is lame, or if a minor is blind, is there an obligation to bring him up to the Har 
Habayis? Now, this question can’t be discussing where the child will never be healed, because an adult in that 
situation would be patur. It must be discussing a case where the child is currently lame or blind, but will be 
healed before he becomes an adult. A: Abaye said, there is only a chiyuv of chinuch where an adult in the same 
situation would be chayuv. Since an adult who is lame or blind would be patur, there is no chinuch obligation on 
this child. 

B”S OMRIM HARE’IYAH SHTEI KESEF… 

• A Braisa says, B”S say that the re’iyah must be worth a minimum of 2 me’ah and the chagiagh only one me’ah, 
because the re’iyah is an Olah, which is offered totally for Hashem. Also, we find that on Shavuos more Olos are 
brought than Shelamim. B”H say that the re’iyah must be worth a minimum of one me’ah and the chagiagh 
must be 2 me’ah, because the chagigah was brought even before Matan Torah and the re’iyah was not. Also, we 
find that the Nessi’im brought more Shelamim than Olos.  

o B”H do not hold like B”S that the re’iyah is superior based on the fact that it is offered totally for 
Hashem, because they say that the fact that a chagigah is offered partly for Hashem and partly for the 
owners makes it superior to the Olah. Also, the comparison to Shavuos is not a good comparison, 
because the Shavuos korbanos are korbanos tzibbur, whereas the re’iyah is a korbon yachid.  

o B”S do not hold like B”H that the chagigah is superior based on the fact that it existed before Matan 
Torah, because they say that the re’iyah was brought before Matan Torah as well. Also, they say that the 
comparison to the korbanos of the Nessi’im is not a good comparison, because they say that those 
korbanos were a one-time occurrence. A more proper comparison of a korbon brought throughout the 
generations (the re’iyah and chagigah) would be to another korbon brought throughout the generations 
(the korbanos of Shavuos). 

o Q: B”H seem to say that only the chagigah was brought even before Matan Torah, based on the pasuk 
that says “Vayizbichu zevachim shelamim”. However, the pasuk also says, “Vayalu olos”, which suggests 
that the re’iyah was brought before Matan Torah as well!? A: B”H say that the Olah referred to in the 
pasuk in the Korbon Tamid. B”S however say that the Olah referred to in the pasuk is the Korbon 
Re’iyah. 

o Abaye said, B”S, R’ Elazar, and R’ Yishmael all hold that the Olah brought before Matan Torah was the 
Korbon Re’iyah, and B”H, R’ Akiva and R’ Yose Haglili all hold that it was the Korbon Tamid.  

▪ We have already shown where B”S has this view. 
▪ We see that R’ Yishmael has this view from a Braisa. The Braisa says, that R’ Yishmael says that 

the general principles of the mitzvos were said at Sinai, and the details were given later on at 
the Ohel Moed. R’ Akiva says that even the details were given at Sinai, and they were all 
repeated at the Ohel Moed, and repeated once again in Arvos Moav. Now, if the Olah brought in 
the Midbar was the Tamid, that would mean that they initially brought the Tamid without the 
details of the skinning and dismembering, and only later added those details, which would seem 
to be incorrect. Therefore, it must be that R’ Yishmael holds that the Olah brought in the 
Midbar was the re’iyah.  

▪ We see that R’ Elazar has this view from a Braisa. The Braisa says, that R’ Elazar learns from the 
pasuk of “Olas Tamid ha’asuya b’Har Sinai”, that the instructions were given at Sinai, but the 
Tamid itself was not offered at that time. R’ Akiva says that the Tamid was brought then and 
continued to be brought from that day on.  
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▪ We have already shown where B”H has this view. 
▪ We have already shown where R’ Akiva has this view. 
▪ We see that R’ Yose Haglili has this view from a Braisa. The Braisa says, R’ Yose Haglili says that 

the 3 korbanos of a Yom Tov – the re’iyah, the chagigah, and the simcha – each have a unique 
characteristic not found by the other two: the re’iyah is offered totally to Hashem, the chagigah 
was offered before Matan Torah, and the simcha must be brought by women as well.  

• Q: We find that R’ Yose Haglili says that the Olah brought in the Midbar was the Tamid, 
which means that he must hold that initially the Tamid was brought without the details 
of skinning and dismembering and later on those details were added. If so, how can this 
change in process have been used to prove that R’ Yishmael holds like B”S, when we see 
that R’ Yose Haglili says that the process actually did change and he therefore holds like 
B”H!? A: This proof is therefore refuted and we must remove R’ Yishmael from Abaye’s 
list.  

▪ Q: R’ Chisda asked, the pasuk says that Olos were brought and Shelamim were brought, “of 
parim”. Does that mean that the Olos and Shelamim were of parim or that the Olos were of 
sheep and only the Shelamim were of parim? Mar Zutra says that the practical difference would 
be to know how to read the pasuk properly with the “trop”. R’ Acha the son of Rava says the 
practical difference would be where one promised to bring an Olah as was brought in the 
Midbar, does he bring a sheep or a par? A: TEIKU. 

 

---------------------------------------Daf 7---ז--------------------------------------- 

• A Mishna says, the following things have no measure: pei’ah, bikkurim, rayon (the mitzvah of re’iyah), gemilus 
chassadim, and learning Torah.  

o R’ Yochanan said, initially we thought to say that the Korbon Re’iyah has no maximum measure, but 
does have a minimum measure. R’ Oshaya the gadol hador then taught that there is even no minimum 
measure. However, the Chachomim instituted a minimum measure of one me’ah for the re’iyah and 2 
me’ah for the chagigah.  

o Q: What does the word “rayon” mean? A: R’ Yochanan said it refers to showing one’s face in the Azarah. 
Reish Lakish said it refers to appearing in the Azarah with a korbon. 

▪ All agree that on the first day of Yom Tov the mitzvah is to appear with a korbon. The machlokes 
is regarding the other days. Also, all agree that if one appears in the Azarah at any point of the 
Yom Tov with a korbon, we accept it from him. The machlokes is if he may show up in the 
Azarah without a korbon in hand. R’ Yochanan says that he may, and Reish Lakish says that he 
may not. 

▪ Q: Reish Lakish asked, the pasuk says “v’lo yeira’u panai reikam”. We see that he may not show 
up without a korbon!? A: That is talking about on the first day of Yom Tov.  

▪ Q: A second Braisa and a third Braisa also suggest that a korbon must be brought every time he 
appears in the Azarah!? A: Those Braisos are also talking about on the first day of the Yom Tov. 

▪ Q: R’ Yochanan asked, we darshen the pasuk of “yeira’eh” as if it said “yireh”, and this teaches 
that just as Hashem sees us without bringing a korbon, we may “see” Hashem without bringing 
a korbon as well!? A: We must say that all agree that a korbon need not be brought every time 
one appears in the Azarah. The machlokes is whether we even accept a korbon if one brings 
another korbon when appearing in the Azarah for the second time. R’ Yochanan says that when 
the Mishna says “rayon” has no measure, it means that the amount of times one may appear 
has no measure, but only one “olas re’iyah” may be brought. Reish Lakish says that the korbon 
also has no measure, and therefore multiple “olos re’iyah” may be brought.  

• Q: A pasuk is darshened to mean that one should not bring a lot of korbanos in the Beis 
Hamikdash!? A: That refers to Chataos and Ashamos, which are brought for having 
sinned. This is as R’ Levi said to answer a contradiction between one pasuk that says to 
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bring many Olos and this pasuk that says not to bring many korbanos. A Braisa makes 
this distinction as well.  

o The Braisa quoted earlier said that the words “kol zechurcha” teach that the people who are being oleh 
regel should not appear to the Azarah in groups. R’ Yosef thought to say that one who has 10 sons 
should not take 5 sons one day and the other 5 the next day, but should instead take them all on the 
same day. Abaye said, that is obvious, because how can a father tell 5 sons to delay appearing in the 
Azarah until the second day! Rather, Abaye said, that the words “kol zechurcha” teach that people who 
have very smelly jobs (and therefore cannot travel up with all the other people) are patur from the 
mitzvah of re’iyah.  

 
MISHNA 

• The Olas Re’iyah brought on Chol Hamoed must come from chullin money (not from maaser sheini money). The 
Simcha Shelamim may come from maaser sheini money.  

• The Chagigah Shelamim brought on the first day of Pesach – B”S say it must be brought from chullin money, and 
B”H say it may be brought from maaser sheini money. 

• Yisraei’lim may use the meat of a neder, a nedava, or of animal maaser, for the Simcha obligation. Kohanim may 
even use the meat of a chatas, asham, bechor, or of the breast and thigh that are given to a Kohen as a present. 
However, one may not fulfil the Simcha obligation with bird korbanos or mincha korbanos.  

 
GEMARA 

• Q: This Mishna says that an Olah brought on Chol Hamoed may not be brought from maaser, which suggests 
that an Olah brought on Yom Tov may be brought from maaser. Why should this be so? Any korbon which is 
obligatory may not be brought from maaser!? We can’t say that the Mishna is teaching that an Olah may not be 
brought on Yom Tov at all, because that would only follow the view of B”S, and not B”H!? A: The Mishna is 
missing words and should state as follows: Olos of nedarim and nedavos may be brought on Chol Hamoed, and 
not on Yom Tov. However, the Olas Re’iyah may even be brought on Yom Tov, although it must be brought from 
chullin money. The Simcha Shelamim may even be brought from maaser. The chagigah of the first day of Pesach 
– B”S say must be brought from chullin and B”H say may even be brought from maaser.  

o A Braisa says like this amended version of the Mishna as well.  

• Q: Why is the machlokes regarding the chagigah stated in terms of the first day of Pesach? Why not any other 
Yom Tov? A: The Mishna is teaching that only the chagigah brought on the 15th of Nisson must be from chullin. 
However, the chagigah brought on the 14th of Nisson need not come from chullin. We see from here that the 
Tanna holds that the chagigah of the 14th of Nisson is only D’Rabanan, and not a D’Oraisa obligation.  

 

---------------------------------------Daf 8---ח--------------------------------------- 

• The Braisa said, that B”H hold that the Korbon Chagigah may be brought from maaser money.  
o Q: The Chagigah is an obligatory korbon, and as such should not be allowed to be brought from maaser 

money!? A: Ulla said, B”H is referring to where one wants to spend more on the Chagigah than the 
minimum required amount. That excess may be from maaser money.  

▪ Chizkiya said that if one needs a lot of Chagigah meat (he has alot of people to feed), the first 
animal must be exclusively of chullin money, and the additional animals may even be exclusively 
of maaser money. However there may not be any maaser money included in the purchase 
amount of the initial animal. R’ Yochanan said that the funds to buy the animals may be mixed 
along with maaser money, but no animal may be bought exclusively with maaser money. 

• There is a Braisa that says like each of these views. One Braisa says that the word 
“misas” teaches that an obligatory korbon must be brought from chullin. However, the 
pasuk of “kasher yivarechicha Hashem Elokecha” teaches that maaser money may be 
mixed into the purchase funds. This Braisa follows the view of R’ Yochanan. Another 
Braisa says, that B”H say that the “first eating” (i.e. presumably, the first animal offered) 
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must be from chullin, but any additional animals may have maaser funds mixed in. The 
understanding of this Braisa follows the view of Chizkiya. 

• Q: B”H say in the Braisa above that after the first day of Yom Tov, the Chagigah may 
even be brought from animal maaser. Why can’t it be brought from animal maaser on 
the first day Yom Tov as well? A: R’ Ashi said, we are concerned that he may separate 
animal maaser on Yom Tov, which is assur to do, because the separation requires 
painting the 10th animal with a red mark.  

YISRAEL YOTZIN YIDEI CHOVASAN B’NEDARIM U’NEDAVOS 

• A Braisa says, the pasuk of “visamachta bichagecha” teaches that all kinds of rejoicing can fulfil the mitzvah of 
Simcha. From here the Chachomim have said that Yisra’eilim may be yotzeh with their nedarim, nedavos and 
animal maaser, and Kohanim may be yotzeh with the meat of a chatas, asham, bechor or other Kohanic gifts 
(parts of the animal). One would think that one can even be yotzeh with the meat of bird korbanos and with a 
Korbon Mincha. The pasuk therefore uses the word “b’chagecha”, which teaches to compare the Korbon Simcha 
to the Chagigah, which must be of an animal. R’ Ashi said that we learn from the word “visamachta” that the 
korbon must be of an animal, because only eating meat can bring true Simcha.  

o Q: What will R’ Ashi darshen with the word “bichagecha”? A: He darshens it like R’ Daniel bar Katina in 
the name of Rav, who said that this teaches that one may not get married on Chol Hamoed (one must 
be happy with the Yom Tov, not with a new wife). 

 
MISHNA 

• One who has a lot of people to feed, but does not have a lot of money, should spend the minimum on the Olah 
and should spend more on the Shelamim (so he should have more meat to feed his people). If one has a lot of 
money and few people to feed, he should spend the minimum on the Shelamim and he should spend more on 
the Olah. If one has few people to feed and does not have a lot of money, that is when the Chachomim gave the 
minimum required amount to spend – one me’ah for the Olah and 2 me’ah for the Shelamim. If one has many 
people to feed and has a lot of money, regarding such a person the pasuk says “Ish k’matnas yado k’birkas 
Hashem Elokecha asher nossan lach”. 

 
GEMARA 

• Q: The Mishna said, if one has many mouths to feed, but does not have a lot of money, he should spend more 
on the Shelamim. Where is he to get the money from? A: R’ Chisda said, he may supplement chullin money with 
maaser money, and purchase the Shelamim with that. R’ Sheishes said to him, the Chachomim said that we may 
supplement an animal bought with chullin money, with another animal that is bought with maaser money.  

o Q: What is R’ Sheishes saying to R’ Chisda? If he meant to say that we may not mix the chullin and 
maaser funds to buy an animal with the mingled funds, then he should say so clearly! A: He is saying 
that we may also purchase an additional animal from exclusively maaser money.  

▪ Q: That would not follow Chizkiyah or R’ Yochanan (each only allows one form of 
supplementing – one allows supplementing a full animal of maaser, and the other allows 
mingling of funds – but neither allows both)!? In fact, we brought down 2 Braisos, each of which 
also seems to only allow one method of supplementing!? A: The second Braisa can be 
understood to allow both types of supplementing.  

• Ulla in the name of Reish Laskish said, if one separates 10 animals for his Chagigah, he may bring 5 on the first 
day and 5 on the second day. R’ Yochanan said that it must all be brought on one day, and may not be divided 
into 2 days.  

o R’ Abba said, they do not argue. Reish Lakish is discussing a case where the person specified that they 
would all be brought on the first day, and R’ Yochanan is discussing a case where the person did not 
specify that they would be brought on the first day.  

▪ Q: What is the case where he did not specify? If he did not have enough time in the day to bring 
all the animals, or he did not have enough people to eat all the meat from the animals, and 
because of that he delayed bringing the additional animals until the next day, that is considered 
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as using the second day as a substitute for the first day, which is allowed!? A: The case is where 
he had time, and he had enough people. The fact that he didn’t bring it shows that he 
intentionally left them over for the second day. However, one may not bring a Chagigah on two 
separate days (it is baal tosif, unless it is being brought as a substitute for the first day), and 
therefore it may not be brought.  

• We must make this distinction, because we find another statement in which R’ 
Yochanan says that the additional animals may be brought on the second day of Yom 
Tov. This contradicts his earlier statement!? Based on the distinction we made above, 
there is no contradiction.  

 

---------------------------------------Daf 9---ט--------------------------------------- 
MISHNA 

• One who did not bring his Chagigah on the first day of Succos, should do so on any of the remaining days of Yom 
Tov, including Shmini Atzeres. If the entire Yom Tov had passed without him bringing the Chagigah, he can no 
longer bring the korbon. About such a situation the pasuk says, “A crooked thing cannot be straightened, a 
missing thing that cannot be counted”. 

o R’ Shimon ben Menasya says, “a crooked thing that cannot be straightened” refers to one who has znus 
with one of the arayos, and thereby created a mamzer. It can’t be referring to one who stole, because 
the value of the object can always be returned (and can thus be “straightened”). 

o R’ Shimon ben Yochai says, the term “crooked” refers to something that was initially straight. Therefore, 
the pasuk refers to a talmid chachom (who was initially “straight”) who then goes away from the Torah 
(and thereby becomes “crooked”). 

 
GEMARA 

• Q: How do we know that the Chagigah of Succos may even be brought on Shmini Atzeres (which is no longer the 
Yom Tov of Succos)? R’ Yochanan in the name of R’ Yishmael said, we learn a gezeirah shava (on the word 
“Atzeres”) from the 7th day of Pesach to Shmini Atzeres. Just as one may bring the Chagigah on the 7th day of 
Pesach, the same is true for Shmini Atzeres.  

o The word used in this gezeirah shava is stated seemingly unnecessarily (and is stated only for purposes 
of the gezeira shava). If it was not so, the rule is that we are allowed to ask questions to refute a 
gezeirah shava in a case where the word is not extra. Here we would be able to ask that Shmini Atzeres 
is very different in that it is different than the previous days. The fact that the word is extra prevents us 
from asking this, and we therefore learn that the Chagigah may be brought on Shmini Atzeres as well.  

o A Braisa brings another source for bringing the Chagigah on Shmini Atzeres. On the one hand the pasuk 
says that the Chagigah must be brought on Yom Tov. On the other hand the pasuk seems to say that it 
may be brought the entire month. The Braisa says, this teaches that it may be brought on Shmini Atzeres 
(which is beyond Succos), but not the rest of the month.  

o Q: What is meant by saying that the Chagigah may be brought after the first day of Yom Tov as 
“tashlumin” (payment)? A: R’ Yochanan said, the korbon is brought after the first day of Yom Tov only as 
payment for the obligation to bring it on the first day of Yom Tov. R’ Oshaya said, each day can be used 
as payment for any other day. 

▪ R’ Zeira explained, the difference between the views would be where one was lame on the first 
day of Yom Tov (in which case he is patur from re’iyah and Chagigah) and was then healed on 
the second day of Yom Tov. According to R’ Yochanan, since he was patur on the first day, he 
remains patur the rest of Yom Tov. According to R’ Oshaya, he becomes chayuv when he 
becomes healed.  

▪ Q: We find that R’ Yochanan says, if a nazir who became tamei (and must therefore bring a 
korbon on the 8th day of his becoming tahor) became tamei again on the night going into the 8th 
day, although he cannot bring a korbon on the next morning, when he becomes tahor from this 
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second tumah he must bring 2 korbanos (one for each period of tumah). Chizkiya had said that 
he need not bring a second korbon in this case, since he became tamei for the second time at a 
time when he was still unable to bring the first korbon (he had to wait until daytime) and both 
periods of tumah are therefore considered to be joined into one. Now, we see that R’ Yochanan 
holds that although he is not able to bring the korbon at its initial time, he still brings it later on. 
This contradicts what he says above!? A: R’ Yirmiya said, the case of one becoming tamei is 
different, because we find the concept of tashlumin for one who is tamei, which is the concept 
of Pesach Sheini. However, when one becomes ineligible to bring a korbon for any other reason 
(e.g. he was lame), the concept of tashlumin will not apply. 

• Q: R’ Pappa asked, this only fits according to the view that Pesach Sheini is tashlumin for 
Pesach Rishon. However, according to the view that Pesach Sheini is a new Yom Tov, 
how will we explain the contradiction? A: Rather, R’ Pappa said, R’ Yochanan holds that 
the night before the day on which a korbon is to be brought is not considered a period 
of ineligibility. This means that he is already considered to be eligible, and that is why he 
is subject to bringing the korbon at a later time for tashlumin.  

• Q: R’ Yochanan said, if a zav who has seen 7 clean days sees 2 discharges on the night 
going into the 8th day, and a 3rd discharge on the 8th day, it is considered to be a 
continuation of the last period of tumah and he brings one korbon for both periods, but 
if he see one discharge at night and 2 by day, it is considered to be a new period of 
tumah. Now, according to what we just said, as soon as the night going into the 8th day 
begins, R’ Yochanan should hold that he is already considered as eligible to bring the 
korbon, and as such should be considered a separate period of tumah and should need 
a separate korbon!? A: R’ Yochanan himself holds that the person is considered eligible 
that night. He made the statement regarding the discharges according to the view that 
the person is considered to be ineligible on the night going into the 8th day. The 
chiddush is, that even according to that view, when he sees one discharge at night and 2 
by day, it is considered to be a new period of tumah (even though one was seen at 
night). 

AVAR HAREGEL V’LO CHAG EINO CHAYUV B’ACHRIYUSO V’AHL ZEH NEMAR… 

• Bar Hey Hey said to Hillel, the pasuk should more appropriately state, “it is a missing that cannot be filled”, not 
“that cannot be counted”!? It must be that the pasuk is referring to one who was invited to join others in a 
mitzvah and didn’t join. In that way he is “missing” and will not be “counted” along with them. A Braisa says this 
explanation as well.  

• Q: Bar Hey Hey asked Hillel, a pasuk says “You will return and see the difference between a tzaddik and a rasha, 
between one who serves Hashem and one who does not”. The pasuk seems repetitive, since a tzaddik is one 
who serves Hashem and a rasha is one who does not!? A: He answered, the one who serves Hashem and the 
one who does not both refer to fully righteous tzaddikim. The difference is that the one who “serves” Hashem is 
a tzaddik who reviews his learning 101 times, instead of 100. This one extra review is what earns him the title of 
“one who serves Hashem”.  

• Eliyahu said to Bar Hey Hey, a pasuk teaches that Hashem felt that poverty is the most fitting characteristic for 
the Yidden, because it humbles one and brings out the best in him, and brings about a closer connection to 
Hashem. 

R’ SHIMON BEN MENASYA OMER… 

• Q: The Mishna seems to say that R’ Shimon ben Menasya says that “a crooked thing that cannot be 
straightened” only refers to one who had znus with one of the arayos and created a mamzer. This suggest that if 
no mamzer was born, it would not be considered as described in the pasuk. However, in a Braisa R’ Shimon ben 
Menasya says that the pasuk even refers to one who has znus with a married woman who then becomes assur 
to her husband. This is so even though no mamzer is born!? A: The Mishna is discussing where one was 
mezaneh with an unmarried ervah (e.g. his sister), in which case there is only a lasting effect if a mamzer is born, 
and the Braisa is discussing where he was mezaneh with a married ervah. A2: Both cases are talking about a 
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married woman, but the Mishna is discussing where the woman was forced (in which case she does not become 
assur to her husband) and there is only a lasting effect if a mamzer is born, and the Braisa is discussing where 
the woman was a willing participant, in which case she becomes forever assur to her husband. A3: Both cases 
are discussing where the married woman was forced. The Mishna is discussing the wife of a non-Kohen, who 
would remain mutar to her husband in this case, and the Braisa is discussing the wife of a Kohen, who becomes 
assur to her husband even if she was forced.  

• A pasuk says, “To one who goes or comes there is no peace”. Rav darshened this to mean, if one stops learning 
Mishnayos and only learns Tanach, he no longer has peace (he cannot pasken Halacha from Tanach). Shmuel 
said this refers to one who stops learning Gemara and only learns Mishnayos (Mishnayos cannot be properly 
understood without the Gemara). R’ Yochanan said this refers to one who stops learning Talmud Yerushalmi and 
only learns Talmud Bavli (Yerushalmi is more easily comprehensible).  

 


