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27.2.1 
6b (מש©ה א)  8a (אלא בהעלם דבר עם שגגת מעשה)  

  ג:ד ויקרא :לְחַטָּאת' לַה תָּמִים בָּקָר בֶּן פַּר חָטָא אֲשֶׁר חַטָּאתוֹ  עַל וְהִקְרִיב    הָעָם לְאַשְׁמַת יֶחֱטָא הַמָּשִׁיחַ  הַכֹּהֵן אִם .1
 יח:ה ויקרא :לוֹ  וְִ©סְלַח יָדַע Îא וְהוּא שָׁגָג אֲשֶׁר שִׁגְגָתוֹ  עַל הַכֹּהֵן עָלָיו וְכִפֶּר הַכֹּהֵן אֶל לְאָשָׁם בְּעֶרְכÍְּ הַצֹּאן מִן תָּמִים אַיִל וְהֵבִיא .2
  יג:ד ויקרא :וְאָשֵׁמוּ תֵעָשֶׂיָ©ה Îא אֲשֶׁר ה' מִצְוֹת מִכָּל אַחַת וְעָשׂוּ הַקָּהָל מֵעֵיֵ©י דָּבָר וְֶ©עְלַם יִשְׁגּוּ יִשְׂרָאֵל עֲדַת כָּל וְאִם .3
  כח:טו במדבר :לוֹ  וְִ©סְלַח עָלָיו לְכַפֵּר' ה לִפְֵ©י בִשְׁגָגָה בְּחֶטְאָה הַשֹּׁגֶגֶת הַנֶּפֶשׁ עַל הַכֹּהֵן וְכִפֶּר .4
  כז:טו במדבר :לְחַטָּאת שְָׁ©תָהּ בַּת עֵז וְהִקְרִיבָה בִשְׁגָגָה תֶּחֱטָא אַחַת ֶ©פֶשׁ וְאִם .5

  

I  א'מש©ה : if the כ"ג issued his own הוראה for himself בשוגג and acted on it בשוגג – liable for פר כהן משיח 
a Defense: if he forgot the reasoning behind his ruling and relied on that original ruling 

i ה"א: since if he knew, he might have retracted it, considered like מזיד קמ"ל 
b But it: he issued it בשוגג but acted במזיד or the reverse – he is exempt 

i ברייתא: per v. 1 לאשמת העם equates צבור::כה"ג, needed in spite of possible היקש, since כה"ג might be more like שיא© 
1 Reason: משיח is like שיא© vis-à-vis  חטאת for ע"ז   לאשמת העם needed 
2 If so: כה"ג only liable when others follow his ruling (::צבור)?  

(a) Block: והקריב על חטאתו (v1)  - his own actions, not others’ 
3 Note: כה"ג doesn’t bring אשם תלוי per v2:  שגגה::חטא, unlike כה"ג  

c Reason: הוראה of a כ"ג for himself::הוראת ב"ד for the people 
II מש©ה ב: if כה"ג ruled for himself and acted on his own – his own פר is מכפר 

a However: if he ruled in parallel with ב"ד and acted along with the צבור – their קרבן exempts him 
b Reason: he is on a par with ב"ד – must give הוראה that nullifies some and maintains some (see above) 

i As well as: in ע"ז per מעי©י::מעי©י, in spite of ע"ז’s special status 
c על חטאתו :ברייתא (v1)  included with ב"ד,  

i Challenge: not needed - just like the שיא©, who is also singled out for a special חטאת 
ii defense: שיא© is included with צבור for כפרת יוה"כ, unlike כה"ג 

1 Note: must be case where both he and members of ב"ד are מופלאין 
2 Note: “by himself” – אביי thought meant in a separate locus, with separate איסורים 

(a) רבא: location is insignificant; rather – as long as it is separate איסורים 
d Premise: if his ruling was re: חלב and their was re: ע"ז, this is considerd separate – different reason and קרב©ות 

i All the more so: if his was ע"ז and theis was חלב – completely different קרב©ות 
ii However: if his was one type of חלב and theirs was another – is this separate?  

1 On the one hand: they have the same קרבן – but it’s (mis)interpretation of separate פסוקים  
(a) Or: is חלב one item;  
(b) If: we accept that שם חלב אחד הוא, what if his is חלב and theirs is דם – different or the same (same קרבן) – תיקו 

III מש©ה ג:only liable for העלם דבר (mistake in הוראה) and שגגת מעשה (acting without awareness); same for כה"ג, same true for ע"ז 
a Source: v3 – same for כה"ג per v. 1 
b Same for ברייתא :ע"ז: per מעי©י::מעי©י, needed because ע"ז is dealt with in a separate ה"א ,פרשה no need for העלם דבר 

i Note: כה"ג not mentioned in re: ע"ז – who is author?  
ii רבי: in ברייתא, where he requires only שגגת מעשה for כה"ג in case of ע"ז (חכמים require העלם דבר)  

1 Agreement: that a שעירה is brought and that כה"ג doesn’t bring אשם תלוי 
2 rejection:  just as the parameter that it be something that carries כרת if done במזיד was omitted 

(a) similarly: the parameter that כה"ג requires העלם דבר for ע"ז  was omitted (i.e. it is רב©ן)  
3 note: ביר ’s reasoning – v4 בשגגה – this sin is בשגגה 

(a) ןרב© : only applies to someone who is limited to שגגה; excludes ג"כה  
(b) And: consensus on שעירה per v5 פש אחת© – includes everyone 
(c) And: consensus that ג"כה  doesn’t bring אשם תלוי per v2 – only applies to one whose entire חטאת is בשגגה 
(d) משיח :רב©ן is excluded here, as it only applies to someone who is exclusive בשגגת מעשה in both ז"ע  as 

well as other מצוות, as opposed to ג"כה  who requires העלם דבר with שגגת מעשה in all of those 
  


