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1) The length of the altar and ramp (cont.)
Rami bar Chama describes the slope of the ramps.

2) MISHNAH: The Mishnah discusses where the
kemitzah is taken and the laws related to eating the lefto-
vers.

3) Taking the kemitza in the sanctuary

R’ Elazar asserts that a mincha whose kometz was tak-
en in the sanctuary is valid.

This assertion is unsuccessfully challenged.

4) Slaughtering a Shelamim in the sanctuary

R’ Yochanan asserts that a Shelammim slaughtered in
the sanctuary is valid.

This assertion is unsuccessfully challenged.

5) MISHNAH: The Mishnah begins with a discussion
regarding the correct location of the service of the Bird
Chatas. Once the southwest corner of the altar is men-
tioned, the Mishnah discusses other activities that tool
place at this corner which consequently required a differ-
ent method of ascent onto the altar.

6) Bird Chatas

R’ Yehoshua gives the source that the preferred loca-
tion for the bird Chatas is the southwest corner of the
altar.

The source that the Mincha is brought at the south-
west corner is presented.

A detail regarding this exposition is explained by R’
Ashi.

(Continued on page 2)

REVIEW

1. What is the source that taking the kemitza is invalid?

2. What services took place at the southwest corner of the
altar?

3. Concerning which services did the kohen descend the
way he ascended?

4. To where on the Altar was the Mincha brought?

The location where the melikah took place
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The Mishnah regarding the procedure for bird offer-
ings states that the place where the service took place was
at the southwest corner of the Altar. The Mishnah then
states that the service was valid at any place, but the south-
west corner was where it was done. The Gemara questions
this last statement, and asks for a clarification. Was it des-
ignated to be done anywhere, or specifically at the south-
west corner!

Rav Ashi explains that the Mishnah means that the
melikah of the bird may be done anywhere, but the south-
west corner of the Altar was the specified place for the
sprinkling of its blood. Rambam, however, writes (Hilchos
Ma’aseh HaKorbanos 7:6) that the melikah of a bird chat
tas should be done at the southwest corner of the Altar.
He apparently learns that the Mishnah is to be understood
according to its simple reading. The reasoning is that since
the sprinkling of its blood should be done at that corner,
it would be ideal if the melikah would also done right
there. Although it is technically valid if the melikah is
done anywhere around the Altar, doing it at the southwest
corner would help to avoid having any of the bird’s life-
blood spill between where it is killed and where the blood
should be applied. Sefer Taharas HaKodesh explains that
this is how Rambam must have understood the answer of
the Gemara. The melikah could be done anywhere in the
courtyard, and the bird-chattas is valid. However, because
the southwest corner is where its blood was applied, that is
where the melikah should also be done.

A close analysis of the wording of Rashi nn n*“T)
(MxVN can lead us to a similar conclusion. Rashi says that
the service of a bird-chattas does not have to be in the
north of the courtyard, and he explains that the reason is
that “the service of this offering is performed at the south-
west corner of the Altar.” The fact that Rashi associates
the location of the service of the chattas-bird with a discus-
sion of the north side of the courtyard indicates that Rashi
is dealing with the melikah, and that it is best to do it
where the sprinkling of the blood is done.

The commentators note that the Tosefta here (7:2)
states that the melikah is valid if it is done anywhere in the
courtyard. Yet, Rambam writes (ibid. Halacha 9) that it

(Continued on page 2)
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HALACHAH

Eating a wedding meal in the Ezras Nashim
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When it comes to eating, that a person does not eat in the presence

of his rebbi etc.

S hulchan Aruch' writes that in a Beis HaKnesses or a
Beis HaMidrash one may not behave in a lightheaded man-
ner. Mishnah Berurah? explains that a verse in Sefer
Yechezkel (11:16) indicates that a Beis HaKnesses is consid-
ered a Mikdash Me’at - a miniature sanctuary. As such, just
as one is obligated to treat the Beis HaMikdash with rever-
ence, so too, one is obligated to treat a Beis HaKnesses with
reverence. There is a disagreement amongst the Poskim
whether the sanctity of a Beis HaKnesses is Biblical or Rab-
binic. The later authorities’ seem to accept the position that
the sanctity of the Beis HaKnesses is only Rabbinic, there-
fore, whenever there is a question one could adopt the leni-
ent approach.

Poskim* discuss whether or not the Ezras Nashim of a
Beis HaKnesses has the same sanctity as the rest of the Beis
HaKnesses or not. Although Chaye Adam writes that the
Ezras Nashim does not have sanctity, the majority of other
Poskim maintain that the Ezras Nashim is sanctified. Ac-
cording to some it retains the same sanctity as the rest of the
Beis HaKnesses since it is designated for the prayers of the
women. According to others it is sanctified but its sanctity is

(Overview...continued from page 1)

7) Clarifying the Mishnah
R’ Ashi explains the wording of the Mishnah concern-
ing the correct location of the service of the Bird Chatas.
The Baraisa cited by R’ Ashi is explained. W

somewhat less than the sanctity of the rest of the Beis
HaKnesses.

Rav Shlomo Kluger® was asked about the permissibility
of having a wedding meal take place in the Ezras Nashim.
His response was that in his opinion such a thing should not
happen amongst the Jewish People (UNIw2 NNT XNN ND).
Even though the sanctity of the Ezras Nashim is less than
the sanctity of the rest of the Beis HaKnesses, nevertheless, it
is sanctified and consequently eating is forbidden. To em-
phasize the prohibition against eating in an area that was
sanctified he cites our Gemara. The Gemara relates that
since eating in the presence of one’s rebbi is disrespectful,
therefore, if not for the verse that permits eating in the
courtyard it would be prohibited to eat korbanos even in the
courtyard of the Beis HaMikdash. Therefore, since there is
no verse that permits eating in a Beis HaKnesses it is prohib-

ited, even if it is a wedding meal that is a mitzvah. W
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STORIES

Protecting the Honor of Shabbos
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Shabbos is an essential part of being
Jewish. Those who keep Shabbos can
wonder what a Jew would do without it!
Yet sometimes people who are a bit
weaker in faith are faced with a chal-
lenge. If one Shabbos the fire under a
pot of food goes out or the light was acci-
dentally turned on, such people may be
tempted to turn on the fire or turn off
the light in a blatant desecration of Shab-
bos. To ensure that they don’t do so, the
chachomim decreed that the result of
any forbidden labor done on Shabbos is

forbidden that Shabbos. In a further ef-
fort to discourage chillul Shabbos they
also enacted that one who violated Shab-
bos on purpose is forbidden from the
product of the forbidden action forever.

Strangely, according to the Rama,
this could result in a leniency for the
sinner. If he cooked purposely and what
he did was inadvertently mixed into the
same type of food, the mixture is forbid-
den since it will be permitted after Shab-
bos. But if it will not be permitted auto-
matically after Shabbos, the forbidden
portion of the mixture is batel and per-
mitted immediately.

The Magen Avraham, zt’l, disagrees
and rules that the mixture is equally for-
bidden to the sinner. When the Ben Ish

Chai, zt”l, was asked about such a case, he

answered, “On Zevachim 63 we find that
the tafel should not be more stringent
than the ikar. The same is true here. If we
permitted the one who did the sin to eat
the mixture, the subordinate element
would be more significant than the main

reason for the decree!”! B
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(Insight...continued from page 1)
must be done “near the Altar”. Min-
chas Chinuch (Mitzvah 124:#1) sug-
gests that, as we noted earlier, Rambam
agrees that although the melikah can
be done anywhere in the courtyard, it
is recommended that it be done near
the Altar where the sprinkling of the
blood will take place, in order to mini-
mize or avoid any loss of the blood. W
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