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You shall perform your nu-offerings, the flesh and the blood, upon the Altar of Hashem, your
G-d; and the blood of your feast-offerings shall be poured upon the Altar of Hashem, your G-
d, and you shall eat the flesh.

As the Artscroll Stone Edition Chumash editors explain: “Blood of all offerings must be poured
on the Altar, as prescribed. Regarding the flesh, the nu-offerings are burned on the Altar in
their entirety, while most of the flesh of feast-offerings e.g., D'n7¥ and NITIA, is eaten by the
owner and his guests.” Rashi says this as follows: “Only after the blood of 3'nNar is poured on
the Altar may you eat its flesh.” This is in fact an exegesis of R’ Eliezer in :Tu 0'noA.

Rav Meir Simcha’s interest is in the opinion of R’ Eliezer’s Xn2179 12, R” Yehoshua, who
disagrees and maintains that the rule that “...the meat of a |20j is not permitted to be eaten
until the blood is sprinkled can be inferred by a in| 7p as follows: We know that if the
D'MN'K, the sacrificial parts of a |27, were lost or became Xnv, the remaining meat may be
eaten, but if they are in existence, they must be offered on the Altar before the other meat
can be consumed. With regards to the |21 DT though, if not present to be sprinkled because
it was lost or became XN, the meat of the |21 cannot be eaten. Is it not obvious then that
where the 0T is present, it should preclude eating of the meat until after it is sprinkled?” R’
Yehoshua therefore uses our pasuk for a different limud. R’ Eliezer replies that nevertheless,
NP N7 AN ML QINE 702 RIDRT RD7'N.

Rather than being conciliatory, Rav Meir Simcha attempts to find a more “lumdeshe”
response to R’ Yehoshua’s convincing 1nin| 7. He does this by introducing us to the opinion
of R’ Elazar, son of R’ Shimon, who in :a' D'nDAa says that '"MT P12 PINT? TiVA 72 i.e., during
the |20 N7y, the halachic status of any 0T that is collected for sprinkling is like that of DT
that had already been sprinkled. If so, one may think that '0T pin12 pinT? TRV 72 would also
allow the owner of the |21 to eat the meat before the actual np'1, for that reason we need
the pasuk to tell us that 79w 3'na1 0TI, the NTAV must be performed and only then wani
72NR. If so, what are the practical ramifications of '0T 112 pinT? TRIVN 727 Rashi tells us that
according to R’ Elazar, once a |21’s DT is in the vessel, it is as if the DT was already sprinkled
and the |1 becomes subject to all its applicable D'wTj disqualifications.

Rav Meir Simcha takes us deeper into this sugya and by doing so provides us with a second
answer to R’ Yehoshua’s 1in| 7. The Torah states explicitly regarding the nxvn |27, that any
blood remaining in the vessel after completing the Nnjp" T must be poured onto the base of the



lixn NATA. In .12 0'NAaT, 7"1n seek a Scriptural source for applying this rule to all other nixxp
and tell us that it is from our pasuk, 'n N2t 7V 39¥! 7'N21 0OTI. As explained there, since the
phrase states 79v'/shall be poured and not p1'/shall be sprinkled, 7'N21 DT can only be
referring to the remaining blood in the vessel and is instructing us to pour it out. Rashi explains
that this rule applies only if there is leftover 0T in the vessel whereas Rambam believes that
the Kohen must leave over some 07T to be poured out. (Tosafos adds that although our phrase
does not tell us onto what it should be poured, since, concerning the nxvn, the Torah
identifies the location as the base of the jixnn nam, it would follow that it is the location here
as well.) If so, Rav Meir Simcha adds, our pasuk’s last words, 7281 120, is telling us that the
meat can be eaten only after the n"'win DT N2'aY was completed. This then would nullify R’
Yehoshua’s 1in] 7 because the D'"'win DT has no extra stringency over the D"1n'K-in both
instances, according to Rashi mentioned above, not having D"1n'x and not having n"'win 07,
the meat is not prohibited! As Rav Meir Simcha puts this in a most elegant way: N? nT VI
DA™K NINE 7 XIWT. And so, 728 1wAN1 'YX "N NAT 7V 79Y' A'NAT 0TI is certainly not
superfluous!

He concludes this piece by telling us that this approach to 79¥' 3'n21 0TI is very much in line
with an explanation that his son-in-law, Rav Avraham Luftbir, in his sefer Zera Avraham, gives
to clarify an ambiguous statement in .20 |'1TN10. The Gemara there derives from the phrase
in 12 'D' XAPY, DTN 2V 172NN N2/You shall not eat over the meat-p1TNA DT |'TUL W2 172NN N2
i.e., you shall not eat the meat of an offering while its 07 is still in the vessel. If this is referring
to the DT of a |21 which has not yet been sprinkled on the Altar, why not be more precise
and say 1p11 X7 DT |'TVI? Says R’ Avraham that this blood is referring to the n'"'win 0T of the
|2Nip-blood leftover in the vessel after the np"T and must be poured out on the base before
the meat can be eaten. Exactly how the shver understands 79w 7'na1 071! But do we not have
a limud for this from our pasuk? To this his shver answers that our pasuk’s prohibition is a IN?
NWY 7720 NAD i.e., 72NA 1wANI .9 A'NAT 0TI implies the prohibition if not done properly.
Violating a nWY 7720 Xan INX? is punishable as an nwy. The purpose of the exegesis from N7
DT 7V 172NN is to give it an additional authentic IN? status.

One can only imagine how proud Rav Meir Simcha must have been to use Torah from his son-
in-law to novelly defend the opinion of R’ Elazar against the quite formidable approach of R’
Yehoshua.
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