
 
 

Today’s Daf In Review is being sent l’zecher nishmas Habachur Yechezkel Shraga A”H ben R’ Avrohom 
Yehuda 
 

Makkos Daf Tes 
 
CHUTZ MI’GER TOSHAV… 

• Q: The Mishna seems to say that a ger toshav has the status of a goy (because he is not included 
in the halacha of galus). The Mishna then says that a ger toshav goes to galus for killing another 
ger toshav b’shogeg. Here, he is not given the status of a goy!? A: R’ Kahana said, the end of the 
Mishna is referring to a ger toshav who kills another ger toshav, whereas the earlier part of the 
Mishna is referring to a ger toshav who killed a Yid b’shogeg.  

o Others said the contradiction was asked from pesukim, one of which seems to include a 
ger toshav in the halacha of galus and one of which seems to exclude him. It was to this 
that R’ Kahana made the distinction.  

• Q: A Braisa says that a ger toshav or a goy that kill even b’shogeg are put to death. The 
comparison of ger toshav to goy seems to teach that just as regarding a goy we include when he 
kills another goy, so too the ger toshav is referring to where he killed another ger toshav, and 
yet it says he is put to death, and is not subject to galus!? A: R’ Chisda said, the Mishna is 
discussing where he killed in a downward motion. In that case, since a Yid would go to galus, the 
ger toshav would go to galus as well. The Braisa is discussing where he killed in an upward 
motion. Since a Yid would be patur from galus in that case, the ger toshav can’t be sent to galus 
and is instead subject to the death penalty.  

o Q: Rabbah asked, if when a Yid is subject to galus the ger toshav is subject to galus, then 
when the Yid is patur how can we say that the ger toshav would be put to death!? A: 
Rather, Rabbah said the Braisa is discussing a case where the ger toshav thought it was 
mutar to kill. 

▪ Q: Abaye asked, thinking something is mutar makes him an oneis!? A: Rabbah 
said, thinking that murder is mutar is considered close to being a meizid. 
Therefore, he is put to death.  

▪ We find that they argue regarding this elsewhere, where Rabbah says that 
thinking something is mutar is considered close to being a meizid, and R’ Chisda 
says the person would be patur, because he is considered to be an oneis.  

• Q: Rava asked R’ Chisda, Hashem told Avimelech that he was chayuv 
misah, presumably by a court, for taking Sarah, a married woman, even 
though he thought it was mutar, because he thought she was not 
married!? A: Hashem said he was chayuv misah at the Hands of Heaven, 
as the pasuk says “meichato Li”, referring to Hashem.  

o Rava said, this can even mean that he is chayuv misah by a 
court, as we find by Yosef the pasuk says “v’chatasi LeiLokim” 
and yet is refers to something punishable by a court.  

• Q: Abaye asked Rabbah, the pasuk says that Avimelech told Hashem 
that it would not be right to kill him since he was innocent in that he did 
not know that Sarah was married. It seems that Hashem accepted this, 
which would mean that he would not be chayuv!? A: Hashem did not 
accept his claim. Hashem told him to return Sarah, because her husband 
is a navi. Must he only return his wife because he is a navi? R’ Shmuel 
bar Nachmeini in the name of R’ Yonason said, the pasuk means 
“return his wife”, as would be the case for any man. Hashem then told 
Avimelech, with regard to your argument that you are innocent, 
because Avrohom told you that Sarah was his sister, know that he is a 
navi, and saw your improper conduct by your immediately asking upon 
his entry to your country who the woman with him was, instead of 



proper conduct which would have been to ask whether he had a place 
to eat and sleep. In truth, Hashem was telling him that he was chayuv 
misah even by the courts for doing what he did.  

 
MISHNA 

• R’ Yehuda says, blind person who killed b’shogeg is not chayuv to go to galus. R’ Meir says he is 
chayuv.  

• A person who kills his enemy b’shogeg is not sent to galus. R’ Yose says, a person who killed his 
enemy is put to death, because he is considered to have already been warned (and we say it 
was not done b’shogeg). R’ Shimon said, there is an enemy who is sent to galus and an enemy 
who is not sent to galus. The general rule is, if it is possible that it was done b’meizid, he is not 
sent to galus. If it is certain that it was done b’shogeg, he is sent to galus.  

 
GEMARA 

• A Braisa says, R’ Yehuda says, “b’lo re’os” teaches that a blind person is patur from galus. R’ 
Meir says this pasuk comes to include a blind person in the chiyuv of galus.  

o R’ Yehuda says the pasuk said galus applies to people who came into the forest, which 
includes even a blind person. Therefore, “b’lo re’os” must come to exclude the blind 
person. R’ Meir says that “b’lo re’os” is an exclusion and “bivli daas” is an exclusion, and 
an exclusion followed by an exclusion come to include something, which in this case is a 
blind person. R’ Yehuda says that “bivli daas” come to exclude someone who kills 
unintentionally. 

R’ YOSE OMER HASONEI NEHERAG… 

• Q: He wasn’t warned, so how can he be put to death!? A: The Mishna follows R’ Yose the son of 
R’ Yehuda, who says that a warning is only needed to differentiate between a shogeg and a 
meizid, and an enemy is considered to be a meizid.  

R’ SHIMON OMER YEISH SONEI GOLEH… 

• A Braisa explains, that R’ Shimon means, if a rope broke, causing something to fall on his enemy 
and kill him, he is sent to galus. If the rope slipped out of his hand causing the death, he is not 
sent to galus.  

o Q: Another Braisa says that R’ Shimon says a person is never chayuv galus for something 
breaking and killing, only for something that slips out of his hand and kills!? A: With 
regard to slipping, that Braisa is not discussing an enemy and the earlier Braisa is. 
Regarding the case of breaking, this Braisa follows Rebbi (who says that when the ax 
breaks and kills someone he is not chayuv galus) and the earlier Braisa follows the 
Rabanan (who say that he is chayuv galus in that case). 

 
MISHNA 

• To where are they sent to galus? They are sent to the “arei miklat” – to the 3 on the other side 
of the Yarden and to the 3 in Eretz Kinaan, as stated in the pasuk.  

o Until the 3 were set up in EY, the 3 on the other side of the Yarden did not afford 
protection for the shogeg killer. This is based on the pasuk that says “sheish arei miklat 
tihiyena”, which teaches that they must all be operational to afford the protection. 
There were direct paths that were set up to all these arei miklat, as the pasuk says 
“tachin lecha haderech v’shilashta…”. 

o Beis Din would send two talmidei chachomim to accompany the killer on his way to the 
arei miklat so that if the “go’el hadam” (the relative of the victim who chases the killer 
to avenge the death) reaches the killer, they can speak to the go’el hadam and try to 
dissuade him from taking revenge. R’ Meir says, the killer also tries to talk to him to 
dissuade him, as the pasuk says “v’zeh dvar harotzeyach”. 

o R’ Yose bar Yehuda said, initially, all killers (whether b’shogeg or b’meizid) would run to 
the arei miklat and Beis Din sends and brings the killer from there to Beis Din. If he is 
found to be chayuv misah, they would put him to death. If he was found to be innocent, 
they would let him go free. If he was found to be chayuv in galus they would return him 
to the arei miklat, as the pasuk says “v’heishivu oso ha’eida ehl ihr miklato…”. 

 
 



GEMARA 

• A Braisa says, Moshe designated 3 cities as arei miklat on the other side of the Yarden, and 
Yehoshua designated 3 corresponding cities in Eretz Kinaan. The cities on opposite sides of the 
Yarden were parallel to each other like rows in a vineyard. The cities were: Chevron in Yehuda 
which was opposite Betzer in the Midbar, Shechem in Har Ephraim which was opposite Ramos 
in Gilad, and Kedesh in Har Naftali which was opposite Golan in Bashan. The pasuk says 
“v’shilashta”, which teaches that they should be placed equal distances from each other so that 
they are evenly spread throughout the land. For example, the distance from the south border to 
Chevron should be equal to the distance between Chevron and Shechem, which should be equal 
to the distance between Shechem and Kedesh, which should be equal to the distance between 
Kedesh and the north border. 

o Q: How can it be that we only need 3 arei miklat in EY if 3 are needed on the other side 
of the Yarden (which is only home to 2 and a half shevatim)? A: Abaye said, murders 
were much more common in Gilad, on the other side of the Yarden, as we see in a 
pasuk.  

o Q: Why was it that the people at the north and south borders were made to be further 
from these cities than anyone living in middle of the country? A: Abaye said, murder 
was more common in Shechem, as can be seen in a pasuk.  

o Q: Were there only six? A pasuk says that 42 cities should be added to the six!? A: 
Abaye said, the original six provide protection whether or not the killer is aware that 
they can provide protection. The other cities only provide protection when the killer is 
aware that they provide protection. 

 


