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OVERVIEW of the Daf 

מדות ל
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The personal account of R’ Eliezer b. Yaakov 
רבי אליעזר בן יעקב אומר פעם אחת מצאו את אחי אמא ישן ושרפו 

 את כסותו

A fter informing us that the supervisor of the kohanim was 

permitted to strike or even set fire to the clothing of any guard 

who he found asleep on the job, and whom would not respond 

to his alert, the Mishnah tells us that R’ Eliezer b. Yaakov re-

ported that once his uncle actually had his clothing set on fire 

due to this exact circumstance.  Several approaches are present-

ed among the commentaries to explain the purpose of this first-

hand anecdotal account. 

Rosh points out that R’ Eliezer b. Yaakov wanted to pro-

vide us not only with affirmation of this halacha, but also of a 

report of an actual event which portrays this halacha.  Whenev-

er we can be presented with an actual case history of a halacha 

it is a more reliable and a more conclusive indication that this 

view is accepted as practical halacha. 

Rosh also explains that this Mishnah uses this opportunity 

to show us that the author of the Mishnayos in this massechta 

is R’ Eliezer b. Yaakov.  It was important to cite the personal 

account given by him because it is his view that the supervisor 

of the guards had the right to either strike or even set fire to a 

guard who lapsed on the job. 

Sefer Shoshanim l’David says that R’ Eliezer b. Yaakov disa-

grees with the opinion expressed in the beginning of the Mish-

nah.  Tanna Kamma holds that the only one who was permit-

ted to burn the clothing of a sleeping guard was the chief super-

visor of the guards.  “He had permission to burn his clothes,” is 

written in the singular.  R’ Eliezer b. Yaakov holds that there 

were other kohanim, in addition to the chief supervisor, who 

were permitted to burn the clothes of an indolent guard.  This 

Continued on page 2) 

Distinctive INSIGHT 
1)  MISHNAH 1:  The Mishnah lists the 3 places kohanim 

would stand guard and the 21 places levi’im would stand 

guard. 

 

2)  MISHNAH 2:  The officer of Har HaBayis would make 

rounds to confirm that each guard was doing his job.  The 

consequence of not doing one’s job is described as well as a 

related incident. 

 

3)  MISHNAH 3:  The Mishnah names the gates to Har 

HaBayis and explains for what each gate was used. 

 

4)  MISHNAH 4:  The location, names and function of the 

7 gates of the Courtyard of the Beis HaMikdash are enumer-

ated. 

 

5)  MISHNAH 5:  The Mishnah describes the gates that 

were on the north. 

 

6)  MISHNAH 6:  A description of the different sections of 

the Hall of Fire is recorded. 

 

7)  MISHNAH 7:  The Mishnah describes the two gates of 

the Hall of Fire and R’ Yehudah adds that there was also a 

small gate through which the kohanim would enter in the 

morning. 

 

8)  MISHNAH 8:  The sleeping arrangements in the Hall of 

Fire are described. 

 

9)  MISHNAH 9:  The Mishnah relates where the keys to 

the Courtyard were stored and the steps that were taken to 

safeguard them.  The Mishnah concludes with a discussion 

of what a kohen would do if he became a ba’al keri while 

sleeping in the Beis Hamikdash. 

 
 הדרן עלך בשלשה מקומות

 

10)  MISHNAH 1:  The Mishnah provides the dimensions 

of Har HaBayis. 

 

11)  MISHNAH 2:  The protocol for entering Har HaBayis 

is described.  The Mishnah notes that certain categories of 

people would walk in the opposite direction of the normal 

flow of foot traffic.  A disagreement is recorded regarding 

what was said to the people who were banned. � 

 REVIEW and Remember 
1. What was the consequence for guards who fell asleep on 

duty? 

2. What was done with the stones defiled by the Greek 

kings? 

3. Where were the keys for the Courtyard stored? 

4. What was the direction of the flow of traffic in the 

Courtyard? 
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A mourner performing hakafos on Sukkos 
 שאני אבל

I am a mourner 

S hulchan Aruch1 writes that during the days of Sukkos the 

custom is to bring a sefer Torah to the bimah and to encircle it 

one time.  On the seventh day of Sukkos they would encircle the 

Torah seven times.  This practice was a commemoration for the 

practice in the Beis HaMikdash of encircling the altar.  Kol Bo2 

reports that the custom in Narvona was that someone who be-

came a mourner on Sukkos would not encircle the bimah.  

Rema3 relates that this is our custom and then adds that any 

mourner within his twelve months of mourning does not encircle 

the bimah.  Vilna Gaon4 explains that the custom is based on the 

pasuk that mandates that one should be joyous on Sukkos, which 

refers specifically to the time one encircles the bimah, and it is 

not appropriate for a mourner to participate in this joy. 

Teshuvas Divrei Malkiel5 expresses surprise that Vilna Gaon 

would write that it is inappropriate for a mourner to participate 

in a mitzvah that involves joy.  There is no precedent that would 

indicate that a mourner should not participate in a mitzvah that 

involves joy.  Would anyone suggest that a mourner should not 

eat meat and drink wine on Yom Tov because the mitzvah is to 

consume these foods as an expression of joy?  He therefore refer-

ences our Mishnah as the source for this ruling.  The Mishnah 

teaches that generally people would enter Har HaBayis and turn 

to the right and walk around and exit on the left.  An exception 

to this rule was the mourner who entered and turned to the left.  

When asked why he was walking in the opposite direction he was 

to inform the others that he is a mourner and they would offer 

him words of comfort.  When entering the Beis HaMikdash the 

mourner could walk in a direction opposite others but he cannot 

do so when encircling the altar since it would appear as though 

he is worshipping a god other than God.  Being that in the Beis 

HaMikdash we seem to have evidence that the mourner would 

not encircle the altar it follows that in the Beis HaKnesses the 

mourner does not encircle the bimah.     � 
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"Mark You Well Her Ramparts!" 
 בשלשה מקומות הכהנים שומרים

T he Mishnah of Rabbi Eliezer writes: 

“When the prophet Yirmiyahu rebuked 

the Jews in exile for forgetting the Beis 

HaMikdash, he explained how well they 

should recall it. ‘And if you will ask, in 

what way should you recall the Beis 

HaMikdash? The answer is to recall its 

measurements and its buildings. One 

must know the measurement of the 

heichal and the ezras Yisrael…’ This is the 

meaning of the verse in Tehillim, ’ סבו ציון

 - והקיפוה ספרו מגדליה שיתו ליבכם לחילה

Go around Tzion and circle her, count 

her towers, mark you well her ram-

parts…’”1 

The Midrash Tanchuma recounts the 

importance of learning the measurements 

of the Beis HaMikdash in an interesting 

anecdote about the prophet Yechezkel. 

Yechezkel said to God, “Master of the 

world. It is so long that we have been in 

the land of those who hate us. How can I 

tell the Jewish people a prophecy of the 

form of the Beis HaMikdash?” 

God replied, “Just because My chil-

dren are exiled, they should not build the 

Beis HaMikdash?” 

Yechezkel was surprised. “But is mere-

ly learning the measures considered as 

great as rebuilding it?” 

“Learning Torah about it is consid-

ered as if it was rebuilt. Now go tell Yisrael 

to learn the form of the Beis HaMikdash. 

In reward, I shall relate to them as if they 

were actually building the Beis HaMik-

dash!”2 

Rav Dovid Kahana Shapira, zt”l, never 

wasted an instant of his time. When the 

doctors convinced him that he was re-

quired to make time for a daily constitu-

tional, he complied and went out with a 

companion. As they strolled around, he 

surprised his companion with a precise 

rendition of Maseches Middos by heart, 

explaining every detail in depth. Every 

day, the two went out for a stroll, and 

each day they would review the entire trac-

tate by heart. So strong was Rav Shapira's 

love of Torah and yearning that God final-

ly restore the Beis HaMikdash!3    � 
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STORIES Off the Daf  

is indicted in his testimony, as he reports, “they burned my un-

cle’s clothes,” which is reported in the plural.  Tanna Kamma 

would have to say that either the other kohanim were acting 

out of bounds when they burned his clothes, because this was 

the job of the top supervisor, and no one else, or else, Tanna 

Kamma would say that the chief supervisor, after personally 

spotting a guard who was asleep, could delegate others to actu-

ally light the clothes of the dozing watchman.   

Tif’eres Yisrael explains the disagreement a bit differently. 

Tanna Kamma holds that the supervisor of the guards may 

strike the guard and he may also burn his clothes.  However, R’ 

Eliezer b. Yaakov disagrees and holds that the only recourse the 

supervisor has is to burn the clothes of the guard who has 

slackened off while on duty.  Just as we find in Kesubos (32a), 

one who is deserving of lashes may not be assessed a com-

pounded punishment of lashes and also a monetary fine.    � 

(Insight...continued from page 1) 


