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

Yehuda

Makkos Daf Yud Aleph

The Gemara pointed out that the parsha of the arei miklat in Sefer Yehoshua is written using
harsh language. R’ Yehuda and the Rabanan argue — one says this is because Yehoshua delayed
in setting them up, and the other says, because this is a mitzvah that was given to Yehoshua to
do.

o A pasuk says that “Yehoshua wrote these words in the Sefer Toras Elokim”. This seems
to say that Yehoshua wrote some of the Torah. R’ Yehuda and R’ Nechemya argue — one
says this refers to the last 8 pesukim of the Torah, and the other says this refers to the
parsha of the arei miklat written in Sefer Yehoshua, and although that is not typically
referred to as “Sefer Toras Elokim”, the pasuk means that Yehoshua wrote in his Sefer
the parsha of arei miklat which was already written in Sefer Toras Elokim.

o With regard to a Sefer Torah that was sewn together with linen threads, R’ Yehuda and
R’ Meir argue — one says it is kasher and the other says it is passul. The one who says it
is passul holds that the pasuk makes a hekesh from tefillin to a Sefer Torah, and just as
tefillin must be sewn with veins, the same is true for a Sefer Torah. The one who holds it
is kasher says that the hekesh only teaches that the parchment used for a Sefer Torah
must come from a kosher animal.

= Rav said, | saw the tefillin of R’ Chiya and they were sewn with linen threads,
but we do not pasken like him.

MISHNA

A Kohen Gadol who was anointed with the shemen hamishcha, a KG who was installed by
having all the special begadim put on him, or a KG who held the position only temporarily, upon
their death would free those in galus to return to the general population. R’ Yehuda says, even
the death of the “mashu’ach milchama” frees the killer from galus. Therefore, the mothers of
the Kohanim Gedolim supply food and clothing for the people in galus, so that these people not
daven for the death of their sons.

GEMARA

Q: How do we know that all these people have the status of a KG for the purpose of freeing
people from galus? A: R’ Kahana said, there are 3 pesukim that say that they are free to go at
the death of the KG. This teaches that there are 3 people with the status of the KG for this
purpose. R’ Yehuda says there is a 4™ pasuk as well, which is why he adds a 4™ person. The T”K
says, that 4™ pasuk says “Kohen” but not “Gadol”, and therefore must refer back to one of the 3
already mentioned.

LEFIKACH IMOSEYHEN SHEL KOHANIM

Q: The Mishna suggests that if these people davened for the death of the KG, he would die.
What did the KG do to deserve to die? A: An elder repeated from Rava that the KG should have
davened for his generation that accidental killings do not happen, and he did not do so.

o Others had a reading of the Mishna that said that she brought them food and clothing
so that they should daven for the KG that he not die. This suggests that if they did not
daven he would die. It was to this that the elder said that he would die because he
should have davened for his generation and did not. We find this concept where a
person who was 3 parsa away from R’ Yehoshua ben Levi was eaten by a lion, and
Eliyahu did not visit R’ Yehoshua for 3 days because of that (he should have davened for
the people near him).

R’ Yehuda in the name of Rav said, the curse of a chochom, even if undeserved, will eventually
come to bear. We learn this from Achitofel. When Dovid dug for the foundation of the Beis



Hamikdash, the water of the deep threatened to flood the world. Dovid asked whether he may
write a Name of Hashem on a piece of pottery and throw it into the water (where it will get
erased) to calm the waters. Noone answered. He then said, if someone knows the answer and
does not tell it, let him be strangled. Achitofel made a kal v’chomer — if Hashem’s Name may be
erased into water for the sake of peace between a man and his wife (by a sotah), surely it can be
erased for the sake of peace for the entire world. Based on that, he said it is mutar. Still,
Achitofel ended up dying by strangling himself.

o R’ Avahu said, the curse of a chochom stated on a condition will eventually come to
bear. We see this from the story with Eili, where he told Shmuel that he will be cursed if
he holds back anything from the nevuah. Shmuel did not hold back anything, and still
the curse came upon him.

o R’ Yehuda in the name of Rav said, cheirem made on a condition must still be annulled.
With see this from Yehuda, who said that if he does not return Binyamin he should be in
cheirem. Even though he did return Binyamin, Moshe had to daven to allow him to
enter the Heavenly yeshiva and to be able to learn and debate along with the other
tzaddikim.

Q: Does the person in galus become free with the death of all these KG, or with the death of any
one of them? A: The next Mishna says, if someone is sentenced to galus when there is no KG in
office, he is never freed from galus. Now, even if there is no permanent KG at the time, it would
seem to be that at least a replacement would be there. The fact that he does not go out free
must mean that he needs the death of all 3, and there were not 3 at the time of his sentencing.

o The Gemara says, this is no proof. The case may be where there is not any KG at the
time of his sentencing.

MISHNA

If after the killer was sentenced to galus, but before he went, the KG died, he does not have to
go to galus. If the KG died before he was sentenced, and another KG was appointed, and then he
was sentenced, he must remain in galus until this new KG dies. If someone was sentenced at a
time when there was no KG, or if someone killed the KG, or a KG that killed, they are never freed
from galus.

A person in galus may not leave, not even for testimony of a mitzvah (i.e. to testify regarding a
new moon), or to testify in a monetary case, or to testify in a capital case, and even if the Yidden
need this person to save them, even if he is the general of the Jewish army like Yoav ben Tzruya,
he may never leave until the KG dies. We learn this from the pasuk of “asher nas shama
(there)”. This teaches that there is where he must live, there is where he must die (if he was not
yet freed), and there is where he is buried.

Just as the city of the arei miklat afford protection, the techum of the cities afford protection as
well.

If a person in galus left the techum of the city (before the death of the KG) and the go’el hadam
found him, R’ Yose Haglili says it is a mitzvah for the go’el hadam to kill him, and is mutar for
anyone else to kill him. R” Akiva says it is mutar for the go’el hadam to kill him, but anyone else
who kills him would be chayuv misah.

GEMARA

Q: Why does he not go to galus if the KG died after the sentencing but before he went into
galus? A: Abaye said we have a kal v'chomer — if the KG frees someone who is already in galus,
he certainly prevents someone from having to go into galus.
o Q: Maybe someone who was already in galus is freed, because he has a kapara, but
someone who hasn’t yet gone has not yet received his kapara? A: It is not galus that
brings the kapara, it is the death of the KG that brings the kapara.

IHM AHD SHELO NIGMAR DINO...

Q: How do we know that a KG appointed after the killing took place can free the person from
galus? A: R’ Kahana said, we learn it from the pasuk that says “asher mashach oso b’shemen
hakodesh”.
o Q:lfthe KG was not the KG at the time of the killing, how could he have prevented the
killing (which is the reason his death frees the person from galus, as explained above)?
A: He should have davened that the killer should be found not guilty, and didn’t do so.



Abaye said, we have a tradition that if the person died after being sentenced, but before going
into galus, we bury him in the arei miklat, as the pasuk says “lashuv lasheves ba’aretz ahd mos
haKohen”. Living “baaretz” refers to burial.

o A Braisa says, if the person in galus died before the KG he is buried in the arei miklat,
and when the KG dies, the person’s remains are moved to his family’s burial place. This
is based on the pasuk that says that the person is to be returned to “eretz achuzaso”.

If the killer was sentenced to galus and the KG was then found to be the son of a gerusha or
chalutza, there is a machlokes between R’ Ami and R’ Yitzchak Nafcha — one says that this is
considered the “death of the kahuna” and the person therefore need not go to galus, and the
other one says that the kahuna has become batel, meaning that the KG was never fit to serve
and there was no KG at the time of sentencing, which means that this person must remain in
galus forever.

o Q: Maybe we can say that this is the same as the machlokes between R’ Eliezer and R’
Yehoshua in a Mishna, where a Kohen is found to be the son of a gerusha or chalutza,
where R’ Eliezer says that all korbanos he has ever brought become retroactively passul
(which would be like the view that the kahuna becomes batel) and R’ Yehoshua says all
the korbanos remain kasher (which would be like the view that says the kahuna has
died)? A: All would agree that according to R’ Eliezer we must say that the kahuna
becomes batul. However, according to R’ Yehoshua they can argue. It may be that R’
Yehoshua says that the earlier korbanos are kasher only because he learns this from a
pasuk, but regarding the case of the KG he may agree that he is considered to become
batel even retroactively.



