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• Q: Why does R’ Meir hold that a Yisrael may not eat maaser? A: R’ Acha the son of Rabbah had 
a tradition from R’ Meir, it is based on a pasuk that refers to maaser as “terumah”. The pasuk 
teaches that just as terumah may not be eaten by Yisraelim, the same is true of maaser.  

o Q: If so, maybe we should say that just as there is a chomesh and misah obligation for 
terumah, there should also be one by maaser? A: The pesukim of chomesh and misah 
are written with limiting words, which teach that they only apply to terumah, and not to 
maaser.  

o The Rabanan, who argue and say that a Yisrael may eat maaser, darshen the pasuk to 
teach that just as produce which has not had the terumah removed is considered tevel, 
and one who eats from it would be chayuv misah at the hands of Heaven, the same is 
true for produce which has not had its maaser removed. We find a Braisa that says this 
as well, although the Braisa learns this via a gezeirah shava. The reason why the above 
pasuk is needed even though we already have this gezeirah shava is because the 
gezeirah shava would only teach that there is a lav to eat from the produce. We need 
the pasuk that compares maaser to terumah to teach that there is even a chiyuv misah 
as well.  

• Q: Even though the Mishna is following R’ Meir, why is it that in the last set of cases of the 
Mishna the Leviya may not eat maaser? Whether she has the status of a Kohen or a Levi she 
should be allowed to eat maaser!? A: R’ Sheishes said, when the Mishna says she may “not eat 
maaser”, it actually means that she may not instruct that terumah be separated from her 
husband’s (via kiddushin) maaser (as terumas maaser). However, once a woman is married to a 
Levi with nissuin, she would be allowed to instruct to have terumah separated from the maaser. 
A Braisa learns this from a pasuk that seems to compare the Levi to his wife regarding maaser.  

• Mar the son of Ravana says, when the Mishna says she may not eat maaser, it means that she 
may not be given maaser directly from people giving their maaser at the granary.  

o Q: This would make sense if the reason for this is to prevent her being secluded with 
men at the granary. However, according to the view that this is not allowed as a 
gezeirah so that she shouldn’t continue to be given maaser if she gets divorced, that 
gezeirah should not apply in the case where a Leviya marries a Kohen, since she may eat 
maaser after her divorce as well!? A: The Braisa gives the same reason for not allowing 
the wife of a Kohen to get terumah directly, even if she is a Kohenes as well. The 
previous gezeirah should not apply there either, but we are goizer in that case for the 
case of where the Kohen’s wife was a Yisraelis. Similarly, in the case of a Leviya, we are 
goizer to prevent her from getting maaser directly for the case of where the wife is a 
Yisraelis.  

▪ Q: If so, why does the Mishna speak in terms of a wife through kiddushin? The 
same gezeirah should apply when there is nissuin as well!? A: The Mishna 
speaks in terms of kiddushin only because the earlier part of the Mishna 
discusses kiddushin. 

• A Braisa says, R’ Akiva says, terumah must be given to a Kohen and maaser rishon to a Levi. R’ 
Elazar ben Azarya says maaser is given to a Kohen. 

o Q: Does R’ Elazar say maaser may only be given to a Kohen? A: He means it may also be 
given to a Kohen.  

o R’ Akiva’s view is based on the pasuk of maaser that says “v’el HaLeviim tedaber” – 
specifically the Leviim. R’ Elazar will understand that pasuk like R’ Yehoshua ben Levi, 
who says that many times when the pasuk says Leviim it refers to Kohanim as well. R’ 



Akiva says this pasuk can’t be referring to Kohanim, because the pasuk says that the 
maaser can be eaten in every place, and Kohanim would not be able to eat it in a 
cemetery. R’ Elazar says the pasuk just means that it need not be eaten in Yerushalayim 
and may be eaten while the person is tamei. 

▪ R’ Elazar ben Azarya (who was a Kohen) would always get the maaser from a 
particular field (following his own view). R’ Akiva went and had the field only 
available for access through a cemetery (and in that way prevented R’ Elazar 
from getting to that field to take the maaser).  

• Q: Why did Ezra penalize the Leviim by stating that maaser should only be given to Kohanim? A: 
R’ Yonason and the Elders argued: one said it was because they did not go up from Bavel along 
with Ezra (as we find explicitly stated in a pasuk that no Leviim went up with him), and the other 
says this was done so that the Kohanim should have food to eat at times when they are tamei 
(when they cannot eat the terumah). 

o Q: According to the first reason it makes sense why it was taken away from the Leviim 
and given to the Kohanim. However, according to the second reason, why would we 
penalize the Leviim if we are looking to help the Kohanim? A: All agree it was because 
the Leviim did not join Ezra. The machlokes is that one holds that Ezra said that the 
maaser should be given to the poor people, and the other holds that it should be given 
to the Kohanim, because in their days of tumah they have nothing to eat and are 
considered poor. 

▪ Q: According to the view that Ezra decreed that it go to the Kohanim, why did R’ 
Akiva prevent R’ Elazar from taking the maaser? A: He did so because R’ Elazar 
was going to take the maaser as what he considered to be his D’Oraisa 
eligibility. R’ Akiva held that doing so would actually prevent the giver from 
doing his mitzvah.  

o R’ Chisda said, the Leviim were also penalized in the way that all court officers used to 
be chosen from the Leviim. Later on they were chosen only from the Yisraelim.  

 


