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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 Zayin

KAMAH YOCHAL MIN HATEVEL...

e R’ Bibi in the name of Reish Lakish said, the machlokes is in regard to a person who eats a
kernel of wheat, but in regard to someone who eats flour of tevel, all agree that he must eat a
kezayis to be chayuv. R’ Yirmiya in the name of Reish Lakish said, they argue in both cases.

o Q: Our Mishna says that R’ Shimon told the Chachomim, you agree that one is chayuv
for eating an ant less than a kezayis and the Chachomim said, that is because itis a
complete entity, to which R’ Shimon then said, the same should be for a kernel of
wheat, which is also a complete entity. We see that R’ Shimon only seems to argue
regarding a kernel of wheat, not flour!? A: R’ Shimon was telling them, | hold that even
flour less than a kezayis would make him chayuv, but even according to you, you must
agree that for a wheat kernel he should be chayuv! The Chachomim responded to that,
that an ant is a living creature and is therefore significant. A kernel of wheat is not, and
is therefore not considered to be significant.

o A Braisa supports R’ Yirmiya. The Braisa says that R’ Shimon said, even the Chachomim
agree that one who eats any tiny amount would get malkus. They only require a kezayis
in order to bring a korbon.

MISHNA

e The following people get malkus: one who eats bikkurim before the owner says the parshiyos
that he is to say when he brings them; one who eats kodshei kodashim outside of the Azarah;
one who eats kodshei kalim or maaser sheini outside of Yerushalayim.

e One who breaks the bone of a tahor Korbon Pesach gets malkus, but one who leaves over a
piece of a tahor Korbon Pesach until the morning or who breaks a bone of a tamei Korbon
Pesach, would not get malkus.

e One who takes a mother bird while she is on her babies, R’ Yehuda says he gets malkus and no
longer needs to send her away, and the Chachomim say he must send her away and would not
get malkus. The general rule is, any lo saasei that is connected to an assei (which remedies the
lav) would not make someone chayuv in malkus for violating that lav.

GEMARA
e Rabbah bar bar Chana in the name of R’ Yochanan said, the halacha in the Mishna regarding
bikkurim is the view of R’ Akiva, but the Rabanan hold that with regard to bikkurim, it is their
placement on the Mizbe’ach that is essential, but the reading of the parshiyos is not.
o Q: Why doesn’t he say that the Mishna follows the view of R’ Shimon, who clearly says
like this in a Braisa!? A: He is teaching that R’ Akiva holds like R’ Shimon.
= The Braisa states the way that R’ Shimon darshens a pasuk which says that
many things may not be eaten “bisharecha”. He says “utrumas yadecha” refers
to bikkurim, which teaches that bikkurim eaten before the parshiyos are read
make him chayuv in malkus. It can’t be teaching that bikkurim can’t be eaten
outside Yerushalayim, because that would be learned from a kal v'’chomer from
maaser sheini. “V'nidvosecha” refers to a korbon todah and shelamim and
teaches that one is chayuv malkus for eating them before their blood is offered
on the Mizbe’ach. It can’t be teaching regarding eating them outside
Yerushalayim, because that would be learned from a kal v'’chomer from maaser
sheini. “Ubechoros” refers to a bechor and teaches that if a non-Kohen eats it
even after the blood was offered, he would get malkus. It can’t be teaching
regarding eating outside Yerushalayim, because that is learned via a kal



v'’chomer from maaser sheini. It can’t be teaching regarding eating before the
blood was offered, because that would be learned from a kal v'’chomer from
todah and shelamim. “B’karcha v’tzonecha” refers to a korbon chatas and
asham and teaches that one who eats from them even after the blood was
offered, but eats it outside the Azarah, will get malkus. It can’t be teaching
regarding eating outside Yerushalayim, because that is learned via a kal
v'’chomer from maaser sheini. It can’t be teaching regarding eating before the
blood was offered, because that would be learned from a kal v'’chomer from
todah and shelamim. It can’t be teaching regarding eating after the blood was
offered, because that would be learned from a kal v’chomer from bechor.
“Nedarecha” refers to a korbon Olah, and teaches that one who eats from it
even after the blood was offered and even inside the Azarah would get malkus.
It can’t be teaching regarding eating outside Yerushalayim, because that is
learned via a kal v’chomer from maaser sheini. It can’t be teaching regarding
eating before the blood was offered, because that would be learned from a kal
v'chomer from todah and shelamim. It can’t be teaching regarding eating after
the blood was offered, because that would be learned from a kal v'’chomer from
bechor. It can’t be teaching regarding eating it outside the Azarah, because that
is learned from a kal v'’chomer from chatas and asham.
e Rava gave tremendous praise for R’ Shimon based on his drashos, and
he said he is doing so even though there are questions on the drashos.
The questions are, he said that bikkurim is more stringent than maaser
because it must be eaten by Kohanim, but maaser is also more chamur
because it is assur to be eaten by an onein! He said todah and shelamim
are more chamur than maaser because they are brought on the
Mizbe’ach, but maaser is more chamur because it can only be
redeemed using minted coins! He said bechor is more chamur than
todah and shelamim because it is kadosh from birth, but todah and
shelamim are more chamur because they need semicha, nesachim, and
tenufas chaza v'shok! He said chatas and asham are more chamur than
bechor because they are kodshei kodashim, but bechor is more chamur
because it is kadosh from birth! He said olah is more chamur because it
is burned in its entirety on the Mizbe’ach, but chatas and asham are
more chamur because they bring a kappara! In fact all of them are more
chamur than Olah in that they have “2 consumptions” (the Mizbe’ach
consumes some and the Kohanim consume some) whereas an Olah is
only consumed on the Mizbe’ach!
o Q:If he had all these questions, why did he praise R’ Shimon? A:
Based on R’ Shimon’s view of what is more chamur he
darshened the pasuk in an order other than how it is written,
and came up with this drasha. That is something Rava found to
be very praiseworthy.
o Q: Even according to R’ Shimon’s view of what is more chamur,
how can he learn issurim based on a kal v'’chomer? Even
according to the view that says that we may punish based on a
kal v’chomer, we still may not learn out the warning of an issur
based on a kal v'chomer!? A: He only learns an issur from the
kal v’chomer, but not a full lav that would require malkus.
= Q:Rava has said that according to R’ Shimon a non-
Kohen who eats an Olah outside Yerushalayim before
the blood is offered would be chayuv 5 sets of malkus.
We see that he learns a chiyuv malkus!? A: He means
there are 5 issurim, but not that there are actually 5
sets of malkus.
=  Q: Our Mishna said that one gets malkus for eating
bikkurim before the parshiyos are read, which is
something that R’ Shimon learns from a kal v'chomer.



We see it is a chiyuv malkus, not just an issur!? A:
Rather, R’ Shimon learns that these are actual lavim
from the extra words in the pasuk, not from a kal
v'’chomer. The earlier pasuk listed all these types of
korbanos and said they should be eaten in front of
Hashem. The pasuk could have then said “you may not
eat them in your cities”. Why did it then again list each
and every one of the korbanos? R’ Shimon says, this
teaches that each and every one is a separate lav, with a
chiyuv malkus.



