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It is the continual-elevation offering that was done at Mount Sinai, for a satisfying aroma, a
fire-offering to Hashem.

The final section of our Parsha delineates the Musafim niianp that were regularly offered in
the Beis HaMikdash on every Shabbos, Rosh Chodesh and Moeid. It begins by presenting the
most regular of the niaxp, the twice daily Tnn njv.

Much ink is spilled over exactly what the Torah was alluding to with '2'0 102 n'wyn 7'nn nZu.
Our pesukim are stating a commandment to bring the Tnn n%V in the future, for what
purpose does it reference a |21 from the past and what |21 is it? Rashi explains that n'wun
'1'0 102 should be understood as '2'0 102 N'WYN3I i.e., the future D'TNA NIV should be
presented like, according to the protocols of, those D'T'nn that were performed in the days
of the inauguration of the Mishkan. The Be’er Moshe, one of Rashi’s super-commentaries,
adds beautifully that this comparison hints to us that even though bringing the Tnn is an
ongoing routine, the offering remains a NN'1 N, as dear to Hashem as the first one brought
at the time of the n'x17n! Alternatively, Rashi says, by comparing the Tnn n%u to the 10 nu
1'0, where it is written, Nn1ax2 Dw!1/(Moshe took half the blood) and placed it in basins, the
Torah is telling us that the Tnmn also requires a vessel in which to catch the blood.

Rav Meir Simcha’s understanding of '2'0 102 n!WYn takes us first to :1 NaN where the Gemara
discusses the 12Tna X1W! 12MpnY N7V i.e., the nYiv offering which Klal Yisrael presented at
Har Sinai. R” Chisda asks: “How should the pasuk in 0 'T2 ninw, 171 781" 12 MY1 NX N7
0M9 'N? 0M7Y 0'NAT4NAT Ni%iv/(Moshe) sent the youths of the Bnei Yisrael and they brought
up elevation offerings, and they slaughtered bulls as feast peace-offerings to Hashem be
understood? Should it be read as two separate halves, with the first part, ni%iv 19!1, consisting
of sheep-the usual animal brought-while the second part, D19 'n? D'M?Y D'NAT 1NAT'I Mmeans
that only the n'm%w were bulls? Or perhaps both were bulls, i.e., D19 refers to both the ni%iy
and to the nm?yw?” The Gemara further on tells us that the question is unresolved-1p'n.
Tosafos there asks that earlier, we read of a disagreement as to what type of n7iv was brought
by the 781w 112 "1 i.e., was it the regular TN NV (as it says in our pasuk N'wyn TNR N2V
12'0D) W03, or perhaps an n"'X1 N2y, for having “seen” the Shechina. If it was the former, we
know that the TR may only be a sheep. What then was R’ Chisda’s dilemma? According to
this opinion, clearly, D19 can only be referring to the n'm%v! Tosafos answers ixnY'y, i.e., this
At that time, it was permitted to bring the T'nn from a bull. The sheep-only rule was only after
Mattan Torah. The Turei Even (Rav Aryeh Leib ben Asher Ginzberg, also known as the Sha’agas



Aryeh, whose yahrzeit was 1Inn '1v) asks that if as Tosafos proposed that before Mattan Torah
the rules were “looser”, why did R’ Chisda not also include the possibility that the n%iv
brought by the 781! 112 MVa could have been a bird? He answers that their |20 was a |21
212y, for which a bird may not be brought.

Rav Meir Simcha feels that the Turi Even’s question is 'T'n X'¥p X7, and he bases this on the
following exegesis of Midrash Sifrei here: '2'0 102 n'wyn 7NN N7V is to be understood as
the ''0 70 N%V being likened to the TR N%V. Just as the TN N%V required 0'20), so too did
the '2'0 10 N%V. R’ Yossi HaGlili disagrees: nn'a N7 '2'0 102 N'wyYn TNR N72U-the '2'0 10 NV is
likened to the nn1 N of the TN N7V in that both offerings give pleasure to Hashem.
According to him, the 12'0 70 n%V did not have an accompanying 0'20). So that if there was
the possibility of the '2'0 10 N7V being a bird, R’ Yosi HaGlili’s exegesis would be superfluous,
for we know that there is never an accompanying 0'201 with a bird offering!

Rav Meir Simcha concludes this piece with a “bonus” nnu'w%. Returning us back to :1 nann,
he points out that R’ Yosi HaGlili is of the opinion that the '2'0 10 n%y, the n%iv brought by the
781 112 MYl was an TR N7V, but he also tells us that it did not require nINI LYY, skinning
and cutting into pieces. This is problematic because we know that the T'nn did require bYan
N1M1I? The Gemara explains that in fact this requirement applied only 37'I Tvin 20kn, from
after Mattan Torah. Rav Meir Simcha’s Sifrei gives us a much deeper understanding of R’ Yosi
HaGlili’s position. Just as R’ Yosi HaGlili in the Sifrei told us that the comparison between the
10 10 N2V and the TN N7V only referred to their both being Nn'1 N7 and did not apply with
regards to the D'202-0'2017 K71 NN N7, so too would he say NI LYAN? 871 NN D17, And
that is exactly his opinion in :1 nanan!

Once again, our author weaves for us a beautiful tapestry with esoteric threads from all over
N9 2vaY min!

"1 DI7¥ "1 |2 DNIN 28w ' MM AN Nnwa 1317
n"w ITAIAN [AN?7X "1 N2 7N 'MIIN 'K NRWA 121
2"t NN7W 2K W 12 N2 2pyt ' MmN NRwa 1217
v"xt (]P791) NNAY DNNAN 2 DTN 200N AW 12T
NNJN 1wN 190 2V NINAN 12NN



