Perek V
Daf 61 Amud a
HALAKHA

A goat that he slaughtered before presentation
of the blood of the bull – קוֹדם ַמ ַּתן דָּ מוֹ
ֶ ָ ׂש ִﬠיר ׁ ֶש ׁ ּ ְש ָחטוֹ
של ּ ַפר:
ֶ ׁ If the High Priest slaughters the goat before
presentation of the blood of the bull, he has achieved
nothing and must bring another goat. The halakha is
in accordance with the opinion of Ulla (Rambam Sefer
Avoda, Hilkhot Avodat Yom HaKippurim 5:2).
LANGUAGE

Rabbi Afes – ר ִ ּבי ָא ֵפס:ַ Probably from the Greek name

Ἆπις, Apis, or Ἐπειός, Epius.
NOTES

And likewise Rabbi Afes said – וְ ֵכן ָא ַמר ַר ִ ּבי ָא ֵפס: Ulla
has no choice but to interpret the mishna in this manner, so that it would not conflict with his opinion, but
why did Rabbi Afes explain that the mishna is referring specifically to the presentations in the Sanctuary?
One answer is that Rabbi Afes thereby reconciles an
apparent contradiction between the first clause and
latter clause of the mishna. The mishna first states:
Each act of Yom Kippur, but proceeds to list only some
of its rites. Therefore, he explains that the mishna is
not dealing with every stage of the Yom Kippur service but only with the presentations in the Sanctuary
(Toledot Yitzĥak).
The most sacred place, this is the innermost
sanctum – מ ְקדַּ ׁש ַה ּק ֶוֹד ׁש זֶ ה ִל ְפנַי וְ ִל ְפנִים:ִ Rashi’s interpretation of this statement has been challenged from
several perspectives, both with regard to his opinion in general that this refers to the sin that requires
atonement, as well as the details of his opinion, i.e.,
that the sin is that of one who entered the Holy of
Holies while ritually impure and never became aware
of his transgression. Some commentaries suggest that
the verse is not dealing with atonement itself, i.e.,
what the priest is atoning for, but with the method by
which he achieves atonement in each of these places
(Tosafot Yeshanim; Tosefot HaRosh).
These are the Levites – אלּ ּו ַה ְלוִ יִּ ם:ֵ It is odd that a special
verse is necessary to include the Levites, who are part
of the Jewish people. One suggestion is that as the inclusion of regular Israelites is derived from the phrase:
“People of the assembly,” and it is unclear whether the
Levites are called a people, they therefore need to be
included specially (Gevurat Ari). A diﬀerent baraita
includes slaves, not Levites, as derived from the
phrase: “He shall atone.”
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.טוֹרת ָלא ָקא ַמיְ ֵירי
ֶ  ִ ּב ְקThe Gemara answers that this is no proof, as he is not dealing with
the incense. In practice, the High Priest must indeed go back and
scoop new incense after slaughtering the bull. The mishna did not
mention this detail because it is discussing the issue of the sprinkling
of blood, not the incense service.
ֶ  ָ ׂש ִﬠיר ׁ ֶש ׁ ּ ְש ָחטוֹ:ָא ַמר עו ָּּלא
קוֹדם ַמ ַּתן
: ְּתנַן.דָּ מוֹ ׁ ֶשל ּ ַפר – ל ֹא ָﬠ ָ ׂשה וְ ל ֹא ְּכלוּם
ִה ְקדִּ ים דַּ ם ַה ּ ָ ׂש ִﬠיר ְל ַדם ַה ּ ָפר – יַ ֲחזוֹר וְ יַ זֶּ ה
,יתא
ָ  וְ ִאם ִא.ִמדַּ ם ַה ּ ָ ׂש ִﬠיר ַא ַחר דַּ ם ַה ּ ָפר
:יה! ַּת ְר ְ ּג ָמא עו ָּּלא
ּ יַ ֲחזוֹר וְ יִ ׁ ְשחוֹט ִמ ָ ּב ֵﬠי ֵל
: וְ ֵכן ָא ַמר ַר ִ ּבי ָא ֵפס.יכל
ָ ְ ּב ַמ ָּתנוֹת ׁ ֶש ַ ּב ֵה
.יכל
ָ ְ ּב ַמ ָּתנוֹת ׁ ֶש ַ ּב ֵה

§ Ulla said: With regard to a goat that he slaughtered before pre-

sentation of the blood of the bull,H it is as though he did nothing.
The Gemara asks: But we learned in the mishna that if he performed
the sprinkling of the blood of the goat before the sprinkling of the
blood of the bull, he must repeat the action and sprinkle the blood
of the goat after sprinkling the blood of the bull. And if it is so that
Ulla is correct, the mishna should have said that he must return and
slaughter another bull. The Gemara answers: Ulla interpreted the
mishna as referring only to the presentations in the Sanctuary that
were performed out of order. However, it is essential that the presentations in the Holy of Holies must be performed before the slaughter
of the goat. And likewise, Rabbi AfesL saidN that the mishna is referring to the presentations in the Sanctuary.

: ָּתנ ּו ַר ָ ּבנַ ן.ח״ וכו׳ יכל וְ ֵכן ַ ּב ִּמזְ ֵ ּב
ָ  § ״וְ ֵכן ַ ּב ֵהThe mishna states: And similarly in the Sanctuary, and likewise
 ״וְ ִכ ּ ֶפר ֶאת ִמ ְקדַּ ׁש ַה ּק ֶוֹד ׁש״ – זֶ ה ִל ְפנַיon the golden altar, if the blood spills he must go back and begin
– ח״ ״מ ֵ ּזְב
ִ ,מוֹﬠד״ – זֶ ה ֵה ָיכל
ֵ  ״א ֶֹהל, וְ ִל ְפנִיםthat cycle of sprinklings afresh. The Sages taught: “And he shall make
atonement for the most sacred place, and he shall make atonement
, ״יְ ַכ ּ ֵפר״ – ֵאלּ ּו ֲﬠזָ רוֹת,ְּכ ַמ ׁ ְש ָמעוֹ
for the Tent of Meeting and for the altar; and he shall make atonement for the priests and for all the people of the assembly” (Leviticus
: ). “And he shall make atonement for the most sacred place,”
this is the innermost sanctum,N the Holy of Holies; “the Tent of
Meeting,” this is the Sanctuary; “altar” is meant as per its plain
meaning; “he shall make atonement,” is referring to the second
mention of this phrase in the verse, these are the courtyards.
״ﬠם ַה ָ ּק ָהל״ – ֵאלּ ּו
ַ ,״ה ּכ ֲֹהנִים״ – ְּכ ַמ ׁ ְש ָמ ָﬠן
ַ
 ֵאלּ ּו ַה ְלוִ יִּ ם – הו ׁ ְּשו ּו ּכו ָּּלן, ״יְ ַכ ּ ֵפר״,יִ ְ ׂש ָר ֵאל
 ׁ ֶש ּכו ָּּלן ִמ ְת ַּכ ּ ְפ ִרין ַ ּב ּ ָ ׂש ִﬠיר,ְל ַכ ּ ָפ ָרה ַא ַחת
 דִּ ְב ֵרי ַר ִ ּבי,ח ִ ּב ׁ ְש ָאר ֲﬠ ֵבירוֹת ַה ִּמ ׁ ְש ַּת ֵּל
.יְ הו ָּדה

“The priests” is meant as per its plain meaning; “people of the assembly,” these are the Israelites; “he shall make atonement,” these
are the Levites,N who also gain atonement. They are all equated in
this verse in that they achieve one atonement in this verse, which
indicates that they all achieve atonement through the scapegoat
for all other transgressions, apart from the ritual impurity of the
Temple and consecrated objects, i.e., entering the Temple or eating
consecrated food while ritually impure. The bull presented inside
atones only for the priests, while the goats atone solely for Israelites.
Only the scapegoat atones equally for all Jews. This is the statement
of Rabbi Yehuda.

 ְּכ ׁ ֵשם ׁ ֶשדַּ ם ַה ּ ָ ׂש ִﬠיר:אוֹמר
ֵ ַר ִ ּבי ׁ ִש ְמעוֹן
יִש ָר ֵאל ְ ּבטו ְּמ ַאת
ׂ ְ ַה ּנ ֲַﬠ ֶ ׂשה ִ ּב ְפנִים ְמ ַכ ּ ֵפר ַﬠל
 ָּכ ְך דַּ ם ַה ּ ָפר ְמ ַכ ּ ֵפר ַﬠל,ִמ ְקדָּ ׁש וְ ָק ָד ׁ ָשיו
 ו ְּכ ׁ ֵשם.ַה ּכ ֲֹהנִים ְ ּבטו ְּמ ַאת ִמ ְקדַּ ׁש וְ ָק ָד ׁ ָשיו
ח ְמ ַכ ּ ֵפר ַﬠל ׁ ֶש ִּוידּ וּי ׁ ֶשל ָ ׂש ִﬠיר ַה ִּמ ׁ ְש ַּת ֵּל
יִ ְ ׂש ָר ֵאל ִ ּב ׁ ְש ָאר ֲﬠ ֵבירוֹת – ָּכ ְך וִ ידּ וּי ׁ ֶשל
.ּ ַפר ְמ ַכ ּ ֵפר ַﬠל ַה ּכ ֲֹהנִים ִ ּב ׁ ְש ָאר ֲﬠ ֵבירוֹת

Rabbi Shimon says: Just as the blood of the goat presented inside
atones for Israelites who sinned with the ritual impurity of the
Temple and its consecrated objects, so too, the blood of the High
Priest’s bull atones for the priests who sinned with the ritual impurity of the Temple and its consecrated objects. And just as the
confession over the scapegoat atones for Israelites with regard to
all other transgressions, so too, the confession over the bull atones
for the priests with regard to all other transgressions, and therefore
the priests do not require atonement through the scapegoat.

 ״וְ ִכ ָּלה ִמ ַּכ ּ ֵפר ֶאת ַה ּק ֶוֹד ׁש״ – זֶ ה:ָּתנ ּו ַר ָ ּבנַן
,יכל
ָ מוֹﬠד״ – זֶ ה ֵה
ֵ  ״א ֶֹהל,ִל ְפנַי וְ ִל ְפנִים
 ְמ ַל ֵּמד ׁ ֶש ּכו ָּּלן ַּכ ּ ָפ ָרה,ח – ְּכ ַמ ׁ ְש ָמעוֹ ִמזְ ֵ ּב
.ַּכ ּ ָפ ָרה ִ ּב ְפנֵי ַﬠצְ ָמן

The Sages taught in another baraita: “And when he has finished atoning for the sacred place, and the Tent of Meeting, and the altar, he
shall present the live goat” (Leviticus : ). “And when he has
finished atoning for the sacred place,” this is the sprinklings in the
innermost sanctum, the Holy of Holies; “Tent of Meeting,” this is
the sprinklings toward the curtain in the Sanctuary; “altar,” as per
its plain meaning. This teaches that they each constitute a separate
atonement unto themselves, i.e., each one of these actions achieves
a distinct atonement. If a disqualification occurs in any of the atoning
actions, he must return to the beginning of that action.

 נָ ַתן ִמ ְקצָ ת ַמ ָּתנוֹת ׁ ֶש ִ ּב ְפנִים:ִּמ ָּכאן ָא ְמרו
 וְ יַ ְת ִחיל,נִש ּ ַפ ְך ַהדָּ ם – ִיָביא דָּ ם ַא ֵחר
ְ ׁ ְו
 ַר ִ ּבי ֶא ְל ָﬠזָ ר.ַ ּב ְּת ִח ָּלה ְ ּב ַמ ָּתנוֹת ׁ ֶש ִ ּב ְפנִים
 ֵאינוֹ ַמ ְת ִחיל:אוֹמ ִרים
ְ
וְ ַר ִ ּבי ׁ ִש ְמעוֹן
 ָ ּג ַמר ֶאת ַה ַּמ ָּתנוֹת.ֶא ָּלא ִמ ָּמקוֹם ׁ ֶש ּ ָפ ַסק
,נִש ּ ַפךְ ַהדָּ ם – ִיָביא דָּ ם ַא ֵחר
ְ ׁ ְ ו,ׁ ֶש ִ ּב ְפנִים
.יכל
ָ וְ יַ ְת ִחיל ַ ּב ְּת ִח ָּילה ְ ּב ַמ ָּתנוֹת ׁ ֶש ַ ּב ֵה

From here the Sages stated: If the High Priest presented some of
the presentations inside the Holy of Holies and then the blood
spilled, he brings other blood and begins from the start of the
presentations inside. Rabbi Elazar and Rabbi Shimon say: He need
not start the cycle of sprinklings again; rather, he begins only from
the place where he stopped. If he finished the presentations inside
and then the blood spilled,H he brings other blood and starts at the
beginning of the presentations in the Sanctuary. However, he does
not begin the presentations inside anew, as he has already sprinkled
all the required blood inside, and that stage of the service is complete.

נִש ּ ַפ ְך
ְ ׁ ְיכל ו
ָ נָ ַתן ִמ ְקצָ ת ַמ ָּתנוֹת ׁ ֶש ַ ּב ֵה
ַהדָּ ם – ִיָביא דָּ ם ַא ֵחר וְ יַ ְת ִחיל ַ ּב ְּת ִח ָּילה
:אוֹמ ִרים
ְ  ַר ִ ּבי ֶא ְל ָﬠזָ ר וְ ַר ִ ּבי ׁ ִש ְמעוֹן.ַ ּב ֵה ָיכל
.ֵאינוֹ ַמ ְת ִחיל ֶא ָּלא ִמ ָּמקוֹם ׁ ֶש ּ ָפ ַסק

If he presented some of the presentations in the Sanctuary and the
blood spilled, he brings other blood and begins again from the
start in the Sanctuary, as he has not yet completed all the sprinklings
in the Sanctuary. Rabbi Elazar and Rabbi Shimon say: He begins
only from the place where he stopped.

נִש ּ ַפךְ ַהדָּ ם – ִיָביא
ְ ׁ ְָ ּג ַמר ַמ ָּתנוֹת ׁ ֶש ַ ּב ֵה ָיכל ו
ָּ דָּ ם ַא ֵחר וְ יַ ְת ִחיל ִ ּב ְת ִח
ילה ְ ּב ַמ ְּתנוֹת
ח  נָ ַתן ִמ ְקצָ ת ַמ ָּתנוֹת ׁ ֶש ַ ּב ִּמזְ ֵ ּב.ח ַה ִּמזְ ֵ ּב
 וְ יַ ְת ִחיל,נִש ּ ַפ ְך ַהדָּ ם – ִיָביא דָּ ם ַא ֵחר
ְ ׁ ְו
ָּ ַ ּב ְּת ִח
 ַר ִ ּבי ֶא ְל ָﬠזָ ר.ח ילה ְ ּב ַמ ְּתנוֹת ַה ִּמזְ ֵ ּב
 ִמ ָּמקוֹם ׁ ֶש ּ ָפ ַסק הוּא:אוֹמ ִרים
ְ וְ ַר ִ ּבי ׁ ִש ְמעוֹן
נִש ּ ַפ ְך
ְ ׁ ְח ו  ָ ּג ַמר ַמ ָּתנוֹת ׁ ֶש ַ ּב ִּמזְ ֵ ּב.ַמ ְת ִחיל
.ַהדָּ ם – דִּ ְב ֵרי ַה ּכֹל ָלא ְמ ַﬠ ְּכ ִבי

If he finished the presentations in the Sanctuary and the blood
spilled,H he brings other blood and begins at the start of the presentations at the altar, as he has already achieved the atonement of
the sprinklings in the Sanctuary. If he presented some of the presentations at the altar and the blood spilled, he brings other blood
and begins at the start of the presentations at the altar, as the
atonement of the altar has yet not been completed. In this case, too,
Rabbi Elazar and Rabbi Shimon say that he begins from the place
where he stopped. If he finished the presentations at the altar and
the blood spilledH before he poured the remainder of the blood at
the base of the outer altar, everyone agrees that the remainders are
not indispensable, and he need not slaughter another oﬀering for
this mitzva.

נֵיהם ִמ ְק ָרא ֶא ָחד
ֶ  ּו ׁ ְש:יוֹחנָ ן
ָ  ָא ַמר ַר ִ ּביRabbi Yoĥanan said: And both of them, meaning the first tanna, i.e.,
״מדַּ ם ַח ַּטאת ַה ִּכ ּפ ּו ִרים ַא ַחת
ִ : דָּ ְר ׁש ּוRabbi Meir, the accepted author of unattributed mishnayot, Rabbi
. ַ ּב ׁ ּ ָשנָ ה״Elazar, and Rabbi Shimon, derived their opinions from one verse:
“And Aaron shall make atonement upon its corners once a year; with
the blood of the sin-oﬀering of atonement once a year he shall
make atonement for it throughout your generations; it is most sacred
to the Lord” (Exodus : ).
 ַח ָּטאת ַא ַחת ָא ַמ ְר ִּתי:ַר ִ ּבי ֵמ ִאיר ָס ַבר
 ַר ִ ּבי ֶא ְל ָﬠזָ ר וְ ַר ִ ּבי, וְ ל ֹא ׁ ְש ֵּתי ַח ָּטאוֹת, ְָלך
 וְ ל ֹא, ָ ִח ּטוּי ֶא ָחד ָא ַמ ְר ִּתי ְלך:ׁ ִש ְמעוֹן ָס ְב ִרי
.ׁ ְשנֵי ִח ּטוּיִ ין

Rabbi Yoĥanan elaborates: Rabbi Meir holds that God said: I said
to you to bring one sin-oﬀering and not two sin-oﬀerings. In other
words, the High Priest may not sprinkle the blood of two oﬀerings
on the inner altar. Consequently, if the blood of the sin-oﬀering
spilled in the middle of the rite, he may not complete the presentation
with the blood of another animal; rather, he must slaughter new offerings so that he can present all the sprinklings at the altar from one
sin-oﬀering. Rabbi Elazar and Rabbi Shimon hold that God said: I
said to you to perform one sprinkling and not two sprinklings. If
he already sprinkled once, the High Priest need not sprinkle again,
and if the blood spilled in the middle, the rite is completed with the
blood of another oﬀering.

HALAKHA

He finished the presentations inside and the blood spilled –
נִש ּ ַפךְ ַהדָּ ם
ְ ׁ ְ ָ ּג ַמר ֶאת ַה ַמ ָּתנוֹת ׁ ֶש ִ ּב ְפנִים ו: If the High Priest finished the
presentations in the Holy of Holies and then the blood spilled, he
brings other blood and restarts from the beginning of the presentations in the Sanctuary. The same applies if the blood spilled in
the middle of the presentations in the Sanctuary, in accordance
with the opinion of the first tanna (Rambam Sefer Avoda, Hilkhot
Avodat Yom HaKippurim 5:6).
He finished the presentations in the Sanctuary and the blood
spilled – נִש ּ ַפ ְך ַהדָּ ם
ְ ׁ ְיכל ו
ָ ג ַמר ַמ ָּתנוֹת ֶׁש ַ ּב ֵה:ּ ָ If the High Priest finished
the presentations in the Sanctuary and the blood spilled, he brings

other blood for the presentations at the altar, in accordance with
the opinion of the first tanna (Rambam Sefer Avoda, Hilkhot Avodat
Yom HaKippurim 5:6).
He finished the presentations at the altar and the blood spilled –
נִש ּ ַפךְ ַהדָּ ם
ְ ׁ ְח ו זְב
ּ ֵ ג ַמר ַמ ָּתנוֹת ֶׁש ַ ּב ִּמ:ּ ָ If the High Priest finished the presentations at the altar and the blood spilled, leaving no other
blood to pour as the remainder at the base of the altar, he need
not slaughter another oﬀering in order to do so, as this action is not
indispensable. The halakha is in accordance with the conclusion
of the Gemara that all the Sages agree in this regard (see Leĥem
Mishne; Rambam Sefer Avoda, Hilkhot Avodat Yom HaKippurim 5:8).
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. ִלי ִח ֵּלק ַר ִ ּבי יַ ֲﬠקֹב ְ ּבל ּו ִ ּגין: ָא ַמר ַר ִ ּבי,ַּתנְיָא

§ It was taught in a baraita that Rabbi Yehuda HaNasi said: Rabbi
Ya’akovP diﬀerentiated for me with respect to lugin. In other words,
Rabbi Ya’akov said that although Rabbi Elazar and Rabbi Shimon disagree with Rabbi Meir with respect to the sprinkling on Yom Kippur,
maintaining that the High Priest restarts from where he stopped, if
some of the oil from the log used for purifying the leperN spills in the
middle of the sprinkling, these tanna’im do not disagree that the priest
must start that rite afresh.

The purification of the leper – צוֹרע
ָ ט ֳה ַרת ַה ְּמ:ָ The
halakhot of the purification of a leper after he has
been healed from his aﬄiction are stated in the
Torah (see Leviticus 14:1–32). Part of the procedure
is performed outside the Temple, e.g., shaving his
hair and cutting his fingernails. The leper brings to
the Temple a lamb for a guilt-oﬀering and a log of
oil that is waved by the priest. After the sacrifice
of the guilt-oﬀering, the priest applies some of
the animal’s blood to the earlobe of the leper, his
right thumb, and his right big toe. Next, the priest
takes some of the oil in his hand and sprinkles
seven times. Some of the remaining oil is placed
on the earlobe of the leper, his thumb, and his
big toe. Finally, some of the leftover oil is placed
on the head of the leper. When all this has been
done, the leper sacrifices a lamb, or a bird if he is
poor, as a sin-oﬀering, and a second lamb or bird
as a burnt-oﬀering.

 נָ ַתן ִמ ְקצָ ת ַמ ָּתנוֹת ׁ ֶש ִ ּב ְפנִים:וְ ל ֹא? וְ ָה ַתנְיָא
 וְ יַ ְת ִחיל,נִש ּ ַפ ְך ַה ּלוֹג – יָ ִביא לוֹג ַא ֵחר
ְ ׁ ְו
ָּ ַ ּב ְּת ִח
 ַר ִ ּבי ֶא ְל ָﬠזָ ר.יכל
ָ ילה ְ ּב ַמ ָּתנוֹת ׁ ֶש ַ ּב ֵה
 ִמ ָּמקוֹם ׁ ֶש ּ ָפ ַסק הוּא:אוֹמ ִרים
ְ וְ ַר ִ ּבי ׁ ִש ְמעוֹן
.ַמ ְת ִחיל

The Gemara expresses surprise at this claim: And do they not disagree
with regard to this issue as well? But wasn’t it taught explicitly in a
baraita: If he presented some of the presentations of oil that he sprinkles inside the Temple and the log spilled,NH he brings another log
and begins from the start of the presentations in the Sanctuary; and
Rabbi Elazar and Rabbi Shimon say: He begins from the place where
he stopped.

נִש ּ ַפךְ ַהלּ וֹג – ִיָביא
ְ ׁ ְיכל ו
ָ ָ ּג ַמר ַמ ָּתנוֹת ׁ ֶש ַ ּב ֵה
ָּ  וְ יַ ְת ִחיל ַ ּב ְּת ִח,לוֹג ַא ֵחר
ילה ְ ּב ַמ ָּתנוֹת
 נָ ַתן ִמ ְקצָ ת ַמ ָּתנוֹת ַ ּב ְ ּבהוֹנוֹת,ׁ ֶש ַ ּב ְ ּבהוֹנוֹת
 וְ יַ ְת ִחיל,[]א ֵחר
ַ נִש ּ ַפ ְך ַה ּלוֹג – ִיָביא לוֹג
ְ ׁ ְו
 ַר ִ ּבי ֶא ְל ָﬠזָ ר.ַ ּב ְּת ִח ָּילה ְ ּב ַמ ָּתנוֹת ׁ ֶש ַ ּב ְ ּבהוֹנוֹת
 ִמ ָּמקוֹם ׁ ֶש ּ ָפ ַסק הוּא:אוֹמ ִרים
ְ וְ ַר ִ ּבי ׁ ִש ְמעוֹן
נִש ּ ַפ ְך
ְ ׁ ְ ָ ּג ַמר ַמ ָּתנוֹת ׁ ֶש ַ ּב ְ ּבהוֹנוֹת ו.ַמ ְת ִחיל
ֹאש ל ֹא
ׁ ַה ּלוֹג – דִּ ְב ֵרי ַה ּכֹל ַמ ְּתנוֹת ָהר
.ְמ ַﬠ ְּכבוֹת

Likewise, if he finished the presentations in the Sanctuary and the
log spilled, he brings another log and begins from the start of the
presentations that he puts on the thumbs of the leper. If he put some
of the presentations on the leper’s thumbs and the log spilled, he
brings another log and begins from the start of the presentations on
his thumbs. Rabbi Elazar and Rabbi Shimon say: He begins from
the place where he stopped. If he finished the presentations on his
thumbs and the log spilled, everyone agrees that the presentations
on the head are not indispensable. This baraita proves that Rabbi
Elazar and Rabbi Shimon also disagree with Rabbi Meir with regard to
the purifying oil of the leper.

The log spilled, etc. – נִש ּ ַפ ְך ַה ּלוֹג וכו׳:
ְ ׁ The early
commentaries sought the source for the opinion
of Rabbi Meir and Rabbi Shimon with regard to
the oil. Some suggest that Rabbi Meir interprets
the phrase “and a log of oil” (Leviticus 14:10) as indicating that only a single log may be used for
each presentation, similar to his explanation with
regard to the inner altar. Meanwhile, Rabbi Elazar
and Rabbi Shimon derive their opinion by analogy from the halakhot of Yom Kippur, as the High
Priest sprinkles from the point where he stopped
if the blood spills in the middle of the service (Siaĥ
Yitzĥak).

 ַמאי.ֹאש ֵאין ְמ ַﬠ ְּכבוֹת
ׁ  ַמ ְּתנוֹת ָהר:ָא ַמר ָמר
וֹתר
ָ ּ ״וְ ַהנ:ימא ִמ ׁ ּשוּם דִּ ְכ ִתיב
ָ ַט ְﬠ ָמא? ִא ֵיל
וֹת ֶרת ִמן
ֶ ִּמן ַה ׁ ּ ֶש ֶמן״ – ֶא ָּלא ֵמ ַﬠ ָּתה ״וְ ַהנ
!?ַה ִּמנְ ָחה״ ָה ִכי נַ ִמי דְּ ָלא ְמ ַﬠ ְּכ ִבי

Rabbi Ya’akov – ר ִ ּבי יַ ֲﬠקֹב:ַ Rabbi Ya’akov’s full
name was Rabbi Ya’akov ben Kurshai, a Sage
from the last generation of tanna’im. Rabbi
Ya’akov was highly proficient in the Torah of the
tanna’im and was apparently one of Rabbi Yehuda
HaNasi’s teachers, teaching him a great deal of
halakhic material. Rabbi Ya’akov’s halakhic and aggadic teachings appear in the Mishna and Gemara.
Some commentaries surmise that Rabbi Ya’akov
was the maternal grandson of Elisha ben Avuya,
also known as Aĥer.
NOTES

. ִלי ׁ ָשנָ ה ַר ִ ּבי יַ ֲﬠקֹב ְ ּבלו ִ ּּגין:ימא
ָ  ֵאThe Gemara answers: Rather, Rabbi Yehuda HaNasi’s statement must
be amended, as one should say: Rabbi Ya’akov taught me this dispute
with regard to lugin. Just as there is a dispute with regard to spilled
blood during the presentations on Yom Kippur, Rabbi Ya’akov taught
that a similar dispute applies to the leper’s log of oil.
The Gemara analyzes this issue: The Master said above that everyone
agrees that the presentations of oil placed on the head of the leper are
not indispensable. The Gemara asks: What is the reason for this? If
we say it is because it is written: “And the rest of the oil that is in the
priest’s hand he shall put upon the head of him that is to be purified, to
make atonement for him before the Lord” (Leviticus : ), which
indicates that this presentation involves only the rest of the oil and is
therefore not an essential element of atonement, however, if that is so,
consider the verse: “But the rest of the meal-oﬀering shall be for
Aharon and his sons; it is one of the sacred oﬀerings of the Lord by fire”
(Leviticus : ). Should we say, so too, that they are not indispensable?
This cannot be the case, as the halakha is that if the remnants of the
meal-oﬀering are lost before the handful is burnt, the owner of the
oﬀering must bring another handful.

.וֹתר״
ָ ּ ״ו ִּמיֶּ ֶתר״ ״וְ ַהנ: ׁ ָשאנֵי ָה ָתם דִּ ְכ ִתיבThe Gemara answers: It is diﬀerent there, with regard to the leper’s log
of oil, as it is written earlier: “And of the rest of the oil that is in his
hand, the priest shall put upon the tip of the right ear of him that is to
be purified, and upon the thumb of his right hand, and upon the big
toe of his right foot” (Leviticus : ), and it is also written: “And of
the rest of the oil that is in the priest’s hand, he shall put upon the head
of him that is to be purified” (Leviticus : ). This shows that the
presentation on the head is performed only with the remainder of the
oil, and therefore this action is certainly not indispensable.
:יוֹחנָן
ָ  ָא ַמר ַר ִ ּביRabbi Yoĥanan said:

HALAKHA

He presented some of the presentations of oil that he sprinkles
inside and the log spilled – נִש ּ ַפ ְך ַה ּלוֹג
ְ ׁ ְנָ ַתן ִמ ְקצָ ת ַמ ָּתנוֹת ׁ ֶש ִ ּב ְפנִים ו: If,
in the purification ritual of a leper, the priest had poured from the
oil into his hand and begun to sprinkle when the log spilled, and
this happened before he finished sprinkling seven times, he brings
another log and starts the seven presentations again. If it spilled after
the seven presentations, he brings another log and starts on the
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thumbs. If he had begun to place the oil on the thumbs and then the
log spilled, he brings another log and presents on the thumbs from
the start. If he finished the thumbs when the log spilled, although
he lacks enough oil to apply from his hand onto the head of the
leper, he need not bring another log, as the presentation on the
head is not indispensable (Rambam Sefer Korbanot, Hilkhot Meĥusrei
Kappara 5:5).

Perek V
Daf 61 Amud b
– צוֹרע ׁ ֶש ׁ ּ ְש ָחטוֹ ׁ ֶשלּ ֹא ִל ׁ ְשמוֹ
ָ ֲא ׁ ַשם ְמ
לוֹקת ַר ִ ּבי ֵמ ִאיר וְ ַר ִ ּבי ֶא ְל ָﬠזָ ר
ֶ ָ ּבאנ ּו ְל ַמ ֲח
 ַר ִ ּבי ֵמ ִאיר דְּ ָא ַמר ִיָביא.וְ ַר ִ ּבי ׁ ִש ְמעוֹן
ָּ ַא ֵחר וְ יַ ְת ִחיל ַ ּב ְּת ִח
ילה – ָה ָכא נַ ִמי
.ִיָביא ַא ֵחר וְ יִ ׁ ְשחוֹט

With regard to a leper’s guilt-oﬀeringN that was slaughtered not
for its own sakeNH but for the purpose of a burnt-oﬀering or peaceoﬀering, we have arrived at the dispute between Rabbi Meir on
the one hand and Rabbi Elazar and Rabbi Shimon on the other
hand. Rabbi Yoĥanan clarifies his statement: According to the
opinion of Rabbi Meir, who said that in the case of a service that
was not completed he brings another animal and starts from the
beginning, here too, in the case of the leper’s guilt-oﬀering, he
brings another animal and slaughters it, as Rabbi Meir maintains
that a service that has not been completed is considered as though
it had not been performed at all.

אוֹמ ִרים
ְ  ו ְּל ַר ִ ּבי ֶא ְל ָﬠזָ ר וְ ַר ִ ּבי ׁ ִש ְמעוֹן ׁ ֶשAnd according to the opinion of Rabbi Elazar and Rabbi Shimon,
–  ִמ ָּמקוֹם ׁ ֶש ּ ָפ ַסק ִמ ׁ ּ ָשם הוּא ַמ ְת ִחילwho say that he begins from the place where he stopped, here
. ָה ָכא ֵאין לוֹ ַּת ָ ּקנָ הhe has no remedy. According to their opinion, a service that has
not been completed properly remains valid. In this case, once he
has slaughtered the animal he cannot bring a second guilt-oﬀering,
as the verse states: “And oﬀer it for a guilt-oﬀering” (Leviticus
: ), and not two guilt-oﬀerings.
 וְ ָהא ״אוֹתוֹ״:יה ַרב ִח ְסדָּ א
ּ  ַמ ְת ִקיף ֵלRav Ĥisda strongly objects to this: But isn’t it written: “And
. ְּכ ִתיב! ַק ׁ ְשיָ אoﬀer it for a guilt-oﬀering” (Leviticus : ), which indicates
that he must oﬀer that same guilt-oﬀering he waved earlier, and
if he does not do so the rite is invalid? If so, even according to
the opinion of Rabbi Meir, he cannot use another oﬀering. The
Gemara comments: Indeed, this is diﬃcultN for Rabbi Yoĥanan.
צוֹרע
ָ  ֲא ׁ ַשם ְמ:יוֹחנָן
ָ יה דְּ ַר ִ ּבי
ּ ַּתנְיָא ְּכוָ ֵות
 אוֹ ׁ ֶש ּל ֹא נָ ַתן,ׁ ֶש ׁ ּ ְש ָחטוֹ ׁ ֶש ּל ֹא ִל ׁ ְשמוֹ
עוֹלה
ֶ ִמדָּ מוֹ ְלגַ ֵ ּבי ְ ּבהוֹנוֹת – ֲה ֵרי זֶ ה
 וְ צָ ִריךְ ָא ׁ ָשם,נְס ִכים
ָ ח וְ ָטעוּן ְלגַ ֵ ּבי ִמזְ ֵ ּב
: ָ וְ ַרב ִח ְסדָּ א ָא ַמר ְלך.ַא ֵחר ְל ַה ְכ ׁ ִשירוֹ
.ַמאי צָ ִריךְ – צָ ִריךְ וְ ֵאין לוֹ ַּת ָ ּקנָ ה

Even so, it was taught in a baraita in accordance with the opinion
of Rabbi Yoĥanan: With regard to a leper’s guilt-oﬀering that
the priest slaughtered not for its own sake, or if the priest did
not put some of its blood on the leper’s thumbs, this guiltoﬀering is raised and sacrificed on the altar and requires libations as though it were valid. And yet the leper must bring another guilt-oﬀering to make him eligible, i.e., pure of his leprosy.
Evidently, there is an opinion that he may oﬀer another guiltoﬀering, which apparently contradicts the opinion of Rav Ĥisda
that everyone agrees that he cannot use another oﬀering. And Rav
Ĥisda could have said to you: What is the meaning of the term:
Must, stated here? It means that he must do so, but since it is
impossible he has no remedy.

,יך וְ ֵאין לוֹ ַּת ָ ּקנָ ה?! ִאין
ְ וְ ָתנֵי ַּתנָ א צָ ִר
 ֵ ּבית ׁ ַש ַּמאי,מוֹרט
ָ  נָ זִ יר ְמ:וְ ָה ַתנְ יָ א
 ו ֵּבית ִה ֵּלל, צָ ִריךְ ַה ֲﬠ ָב ַרת ַּת ַﬠר:אוֹמ ִרים
ְ
 וְ ֲא ַמר. ֵאין צָ ִריךְ ַה ֲﬠ ָב ַרת ַּת ַﬠר:אוֹמ ִרים
ְ
אוֹמ ִרים ֵ ּבית ׁ ַש ַּמאי
ְ  ְּכ ׁ ֶש:ַר ִ ּבי ָא ִבינָ א
.צָ ִריךְ – צָ ִריךְ וְ ֵאין לוֹ ַּת ָ ּקנָ ה

The Gemara expresses surprise at this contention: But would a
tanna teach: Must, when he means that he has no remedy? The
Gemara answers: Yes, and indeed it was taught in a baraita: With
regard to a totally bald nazirite,H who cannot shave his hair with
a razor as required, Beit Shammai say: He must perform the act
of the passing of a razor anyway, and Beit Hillel say: He need
not perform the act of the passing of a razor.N And Rabbi Avina
said that when Beit Shammai say: Must, they mean he must do
so, but since it is impossible, he has no remedy.

NOTES

A leper’s guilt-oﬀering, etc. – צוֹרע וכו׳
ָ א ׁ ַשם ְמ:
ֲ See Tosafot
and other early commentaries, who challenge Rashi’s interpretation of this passage that this is referring to a guilt-oﬀering that was slaughtered for the purpose of a burnt-oﬀering
or peace-oﬀering, and accept Rabbeinu Ĥananel’s version of
the text, which reads: The blood of a leper’s guilt-oﬀering that
spilled before it was placed on the thumbs. According to this
reading, the connection between this halakha and the debate
between Rabbi Meir and Rabbi Shimon is clear. However,
some commentaries point out that there are problems with
this version as well. In justification of Rashi’s version, it should
be noted that the guilt-oﬀering of a leper is unique in that it
is accompanied by libations, which are oﬀered regardless
of the fate of the animal. Since the disqualification of the
animal does not entirely nullify this oﬀering, it can indeed be
compared to a disqualification that occurs during the midst
of a service (Gevurat Ari).
That was slaughtered not for its own sake – ׁ ֶש ׁ ּ ְש ָחטוֹ ׁ ֶש ּל ֹא
ל ׁ ְשמוֹ:ִ In the case of most oﬀerings, with the exception of the
Paschal lamb and the sin-oﬀering, if they were not slaughtered for their own sake but for the sake of another type of
oﬀering, they are not entirely invalidated but are burned on
the altar in the normal fashion. The only diﬀerence between
an oﬀering of this kind and one performed properly is that
an animal slaughtered for the sake of another type of oﬀering
does not fulfill the obligation of its owner, who must bring
another oﬀering in its stead.
This is diﬃcult – ק ׁ ְשיָא:ַ Although the Gemara immediately
proceeds to cite a baraita in support of the opinion of Rabbi
Yoĥanan, at this stage of the discussion the challenge still
stands (Kashot Meyushav).
The passing of a razor – ה ֲﬠ ָב ַרת ַּת ַﬠר:ַ An individual who
takes a nazirite vow assumes three prohibitions: Consuming
wine and grape products, contracting ritual impurity from a
corpse, and cutting his hair. Upon completion of his term, the
nazirite comes to the Temple, sacrifices oﬀerings, and cuts his
hair. These acts signify the completion of his vow, whereupon
he is permitted to drink wine and to come into contact with
a dead body. The question here is which of these actions are
indispensable to the ritual of a nazirite.

HALAKHA

A leper’s guilt-oﬀering that was slaughtered not for its own
sake – צוֹרע ׁ ֶש ׁ ּ ְש ָחטוֹ ׁ ֶש ּל ֹא ִל ׁ ְשמוֹ
ָ א ׁ ַשם ְמ:
ֲ If a leper’s guilt oﬀering was slaughtered not for its own sake, or if the priest did
not place its blood on the individual’s thumbs, the oﬀering is
still burned on the altar and requires libations. Nevertheless,
the leper has not fulfilled his obligation with it, and he must
bring another guilt-oﬀering (Rambam Sefer Korbanot, Hilkhot
Meĥusrei Kappara 5:5).

dispensable, a bald nazirite may bring his oﬀerings and be released from his vow. In light of the Gemara in Nazir 46b, where
the opinions are reversed and the lenient opinion is that of Beit
Shammai, the Rambam apparently rules in accordance with
the opinion of Beit Shammai, a ruling that puzzles the Kesef
Mishne and the Leĥem Mishne. However, it is possible that the
Rambam relies on the version of the text that appears in the
Gemara here, in which the lenient opinion is that of Beit Hillel
Bald nazirite – מוֹרט
ָ נָזִ יר ְמ: Since the act of shaving is not in- (Rambam Sefer Hafla’a, Hilkhot Nezirut 8:5).
: פרק ה׳ דף סא. Perek V . 61b

293

NOTES

Taking with the priest’s own body – יחה ְ ּב ַﬠצְ מוֹ ׁ ֶשל ּכ ֵֹהן
ָ ל ִק:ְ
Tosafot raise a diﬃculty against this proof, as the Torah also
states with regard to other oﬀerings: “And the priest shall
take of its blood with his finger and place it” (Leviticus 4:30),
and there is no insistence that the priest use his hand in
those cases. Some commentaries resolve this problem by
pointing out that the word “finger” is written there between
“take” and “place,” which indicates that the two actions are not
equivalent (Korban Aharon).
And all render ritually impure the garments – וְ כו ָּּלן ְמ ַט ְּמ ִאים
בגָ ִדים:ּ ְ The reasoning here is that according to the opinion
of Rabbi Shimon and Rabbi Elazar, the bulls and goats are
all considered one oﬀering, as even if there is an interruption in the middle of the sprinklings the rite continues with
the blood of a diﬀerent animal. Conversely, as the Rabbis,
i.e., Rabbi Meir, maintain that each stage of the atonement
requires its own oﬀering if the blood is spilled, atonement
is achieved through only one of the animals, not all of them
(Tosafot Yeshanim).
Render ritually impure and are burned – נִש ָר ִפין
ׂ ְ ְמ ַט ְּמ ִאים ו:ְ
With regard to these and all sin-oﬀerings whose blood is
brought inside the temple, the Torah states that their flesh
and hides are entirely burned and that one who performs
these actions is thereby rendered ritually impure, as are
the garments he wears at the time (see Leviticus 16:27–28).
How many goats does he send away – כ ָּמה ְ ׂש ִﬠ ִירים ְמ ׁ ַש ֵּל ַח:ַּ
According to some commentaries, this question is referring
specifically to the opinion of Rabbi Elazar and Rabbi Shimon,
who maintain that atonement is achieved through all the
animals. Others maintain that the question applies to the
opinion of the Rabbis, i.e., Rabbi Meir, as well, as he merely
states that atonement is achieved through the last of the
bulls, since the earlier ones were disqualified. With regard
to the scapegoats, however, as they themselves are not
disqualified, they are all fit for the mitzva (Tosafot Yeshanim).

: דְּ ָא ַמר ַר ִ ּבי ּ ְפ ָדת,ו ְּפ ִליגָ א דְּ ַר ִ ּבי ּ ְפ ָדת
ֵ ּבית ׁ ַש ַּמאי וְ ַר ִ ּבי ֶא ְל ָﬠזָ ר ָא ְמר ּו דָּ ָבר
 ַר ִ ּבי, ֵ ּבית ׁ ַש ַּמאי – ָהא דַּ ֲא ַמ ַרן.ֶא ָחד
וֹהן יָ ד
ֶ ֶא ְל ָﬠזָ ר – )דְּ ַתנְ יָ א( ֵאין לוֹ ּב
,עוֹל ִמית
ָ ּבוֹהן ֶרגֶ ל – ֵאין לוֹ ָט ֳה ָרה
ֶ ו
נוֹתן ַﬠל ְמקוֹמוֹ
ֵ :אוֹמר
ֵ ַר ִ ּבי ֶא ְל ָﬠזָ ר
 ִאם נָ ַתן ַﬠל:אוֹמר
ֵ  ַר ִ ּבי ׁ ִש ְמעוֹן.וְ יוֹצֵ א
.ׁ ֶשל ְ ׂשמֹאל – יָ צָ א

The Gemara comments: And Rabbi Avina, in his interpretation of
this matter, disagrees with Rabbi Pedat. As Rabbi Pedat said: Beit
Shammai and Rabbi Elazar said the same thing, i.e., they have the
same opinion in this regard. The opinion of Beit Shammai is that
which we said, that a bald nazirite must pass a razor over his head.
The opinion of Rabbi Elazar is as it was taught in a mishna: A
leper who has no thumbH or big toe on which to sprinkle can
never attain ritual purity. Rabbi Elazar says: The priest puts it on
the spot where the thumb was, and he thereby fulfills his obligation.
Rabbi Shimon says: If he put it on the left hand or foot, he has
fulfilled his obligation. According to Rabbi Pedat, Rabbi Elazar and
Beit Shammai both maintain that even if the rite cannot be performed in the precise manner, one fulfills his obligation regardless.

 ״וְ ָל ַקח ִמדַּ ם ָה ָא ׁ ָשם״ יָ כוֹל: § ָּתנ ּו ַר ָ ּבנַןThe Sages taught: “And the priest shall take of the blood of the
 ַמה, ״וְ נָ ַתן״:לוֹמר
ַ  ַ ּב ְּכ ִלי – ַּת ְלמוּדguilt-oﬀering, and the priest shall put it upon the tip of the right
יחה
ָ  ְּנ ִתינָ ה ְ ּב ַﬠצְ מוֹ ׁ ֶשל ּכ ֵֹהן – ַאף ְל ִקear of him who is to be purified, and upon the thumb of his right
hand, and upon the big toe of his right foot” (Leviticus : ). One
.ְ ּב ַﬠצְ מוֹ ׁ ֶשל ּכ ֵֹהן
might have thought that he should take it in a vessel; therefore, the
verse states: “And put.” Just as putting means with the priest’s own
body, so too, taking means with the priest’s own body.N
:לוֹמר
ַ ח ֵּכן – ַּת ְלמוּד יָ כוֹל ַאף ַל ִּמזְ ֵ ּב
״כי ַּכ ַח ָּטאת ָה ָא ׁ ָשם הוּא״ ַמה ַח ָּטאת
ִּ
.ְטעוּנָ ה ְּכ ִלי – ַאף ָא ׁ ָשם ָטעוּן ְּכ ִלי
צוֹרע
ָ  ֲא ׁ ַשם ְמ:אוֹמר
ֵ את ַא ָּתה
ָ ֵנִ ְמצ
 ֶא ָחד,ׁ ְשנֵי ּכ ֲֹהנִים ְמ ַק ְ ּב ִלים ֶאת דָּ מוֹ
–  זֶ ה ׁ ֶש ִּק ֵ ּבל ַ ּב ְּכ ִלי.ַ ּביָּ ד וְ ֶא ָחד ַ ּב ְּכ ִלי
– יבל ַ ּביָּ ד
ּ ֵ  וְ זֶ ה ׁ ֶש ִּק.ח ָ ּבא לוֹ ֵאצֶ ל ִמזְ ֵ ּב
.צוֹרע
ָ ָ ּבא לוֹ ֵאצֶ ל ְמ

The baraita continues: One might have thought that even with regard to the blood of the leper’s guilt-oﬀering that he presents on the
altar, like the blood of other guilt-oﬀerings, it is so that he collects
the blood in his hand rather than with a vessel. Therefore, the verse
states: “For as the sin-oﬀering is, so is the guilt-oﬀering” (Leviticus : ): Just as a sin-oﬀering requires a vessel for collection
of its blood, so too, the blood of a guilt-oﬀering requires collection
in a vessel. And you find that you must say: The leper’s guiltoﬀering requires two priests to collect its blood; one collects by
hand, and the other one collects in a vessel. The one who collected in a vessel comes to the altar and sprinkles some of the
blood on it, and the one who collected by hand comes to the
leper and sprinkles some of the blood on him.H

, וְ כו ָּּלן ְמ ַט ְּמ ִאים ְ ּבגָ ִדים:ְּתנַ ן ָה ָתם
 דִּ ְב ֵרי ַר ִ ּבי,נִש ָר ִפין ַא ֵ ּבית ַהדֶּ ׁ ֶשן
ׂ ְ ְו
:אוֹמ ִרים
ְ  וַ ֲח ָכ ִמים.ֶא ְל ָﬠזָ ר וְ ַר ִ ּבי ׁ ִש ְמעוֹן
נִש ָר ִפין
ׂ ְ ֵאין ְמ ַט ְּמ ִאין ְ ּב גָ ִדים וְ ֵאין
הוֹאיל
ִ ,ַא ֵ ּבית ַהדֶּ ׁ ֶשן ֶא ָּלא ָה ַא ֲחרוֹן
.וְ גָ ַמר ּבוֹ ַּכ ּ ָפ ָרה

§ We learned in a mishna there: And all of the animals whose
blood was spilled, as stated in the mishna, render ritually impure
the garmentsN of those who are occupied with burning them. If a
bull or goat was slaughtered, but their blood spilled after one stage
of atonement, and another animal is brought to complete the sprinkling, the first animal is burned, an action that renders ritually impure the garments of the individuals who perform the burning. And
each of these first animals is burnedN in the place of the ashes, in
accordance with the halakha of inner sin-oﬀerings. This is the statement of Rabbi Elazar and Rabbi Shimon. And the Rabbis say:
They do not render the garments impure and they are not burned
in the place of the ashes, except for the last animal, since the
atonement is completed with it.H

 ַּכ ָּמה:ֵיה ָר ָבא ֵמ ַרב נַ ְח ָמן
ּ  ְ ּב ָﬠא ִמ ּינRava inquired before Rav Naĥman: How many goats does he
N
 וְ ִכי ֶﬠ ְדרוֹ:יה
ּ ח? ֲא ַמר ֵל  ְ ׂש ִﬠ ִירים ְמ ׁ ַש ֵּלsend away? If the blood of the goat presented inside is spilled, the
:ח? ָא ַמר לוֹ  ְמ ׁ ַש ֵּלHigh Priest must bring an additional pair of goats and perform a
new lottery. This might even happen several times, which would
mean that one goat is oﬀered on the altar while several goats are
designated for sending away. What should be done with those goats?
He said to him: Does he send away his flock? In other words, the
Torah said to send only one goat, not an entire flock. Rava said to
him:

HALAKHA

A leper who has no thumbs – צוֹרע ְ ּבל ֹא ְ ּבהוֹנוֹת
ָ מ:ְ A leper who
has no right hand, no thumb on his right hand, no right foot,
no big toe on his right foot, or no right ear, can never be ritually
purified, in accordance with the unattributed opinion in the
mishna (Rambam Sefer Korbanot, Hilkhot Meĥusrei Kappara 5:1).
Collecting the blood of a leper’s guilt-oﬀering – ַק ָ ּב ַלת דָּ ם
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צוֹרע
ָ א ׁ ַשם ְמ:ֲ When the leper’s guilt-oﬀering is slaughtered, two
priests collect its blood. One collects some of the blood in a
vessel and sprinkles it on the altar, while the other collects it
in his right hand and pours it into his left palm. He then sprinkles some of this blood on the leper with his right finger. The
halakha is in accordance with the ruling of the baraita (Rambam
Sefer Korbanot, Hilkhot Meĥusrei Kappara 4:2).

Which oﬀerings render garments ritually impure – ֵא ּל ּו ִמן
ה ָ ּק ְר ָ ּבנוֹת ְמ ַט ְּמ ִאים ְ ּבגָ ִדים:ַ If the blood of the bull or the goat on
Yom Kippur spilled, other animals are brought to complete the
atonement. Only the last oﬀering, through which the atonement is completed, is burned in the place of the ashes, and only
that oﬀering renders impure the garments of those who burn
it (Rambam Sefer Avoda, Hilkhot Avodat Yom HaKippurim 5:9).

