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Aliya 1 | 9:1-16 

"And it was on the eighth day Moses 
called Aaron and his sons..." (9:1) 

What is the significance of this being the 
eighth day? The eighth day of what? 

Rashi quoting the Sifra suggests that this 
was the eighth day of the installation of the 
priests. By Rashi's calculations, this took 
place on Rosh Chodesh Nissan. The Ibn 
Ezra suggests that this verse is possibly 
referring to the eighth day of Nissan but 
qualifies his comments by stating there are 
those who disagree (i.e. Rashi). The Ba'al 
HaTurim connects the 7 initial days of 
inauguration with those days Moshe stood 
by the burning bush. In both places God 
mentioned Aharon in reference to the 
eighth day. (Vayikra 9:1 & Shemot 4:14).

Aliya 2 | 9:17-23 

Towards the conclusion of this Aliya 
two blessings are offered (9:22-23).  

What are these blessings and why 
are they made? 

Rashi suggests that the initial 
blessing, offered by Aharon (9:22), 
was the famous priestly blessing. 
Rashi states that the 2nd blessing 
offered in 9:23 by both Aharon & 
M o s h e w a s t h e " P r a y e r o f 
Moshe" (Psalms 90:17). This blessing 
was offered b/c the Divine Presence 
had not rested in the Mishkan. The 
Ohr HaChaim suggests that the 2nd 
blessing brought equilibrium to the 
Mishkan - it bought brothers together 
representing strength & kindness. 

Aliya 3 | 9:24-10:11 

The verse (10:1) states that "they 
[Nadav & Avihu] offered before God an 
unusual fire, which He had not 
commanded them."  

What was strange about this fire and 
why does it state that it was not 
commanded (vs. forbidden fire)? 

The Da'at Zkenim suggests that there 
were moments in the Jewish history in 
which there were exceptions to 
restrictions (Eliyahu building an alter on 
Mt. Carmel which was explicitly 
forbidden). The Bekhor Shor links this 
exception with the Akeida. Without 
realizing it, the son's of Aharon were 
trying to invoke an exceptional 
situation. Perhaps the silence of Aharon 
(10:3) is a hat-tip to the silence of 
Avraham during the Akeida.

Aliya 4 | 10:12-15 

The opening verse (10:12) uses 
startling language to describe the 2 
living son's of Aharon, Eleazar & 
Itamar.  

Why does the verse use the word 
'Hanotarim' - 'the leftover sons'? 

Rashi suggests that Eleazar & Itamar 
were destined to die b/c of the sin of 
t h e g o l d e n c a l f b u t M o s h e ' s 
intervention specifically on behalf of 
his brother, Aharon, removed this 
decree from 2 of Aharon's son's.  The 
Siftei Chachamim explains Rashi by 
suggesting that the death penalty 
generally follows a warning. The 
warning for Nadav & Avihu was their 
reprieve by the sin of the golden calf. 

Aliya 5 | 10:16-20 

This Aliya describes an unusual 
interaction between Moshe & Aharon.  

What Sin offering is this (10:16)? Why 
is Moshe angry and why is he 
appeased by Aharon's response?  

Rashi says that this is the sin offering 
brought every Rosh Chodesh (it was RC 
Nissan). The Kli Yakar explains that 
Aharon was uncomfortable eating this 
offering, since he was not free of sin 
(usually the Kohen consuming the 
offering would be free of sin). Aharon's 
son's felt it was inappropriate for them 
to eat the sacrifice if their father didn't 
partake. Moshe saw them bringing an 
un-legislated fire into the Mishkan, 
similar to that of Nadav & Avihu.

Aliya 6 | 11:1-32 

The opening of this Aliya (11:1) instructs Moshe to 
communicate Aharon (see Rashi) the details of the 
Halachot of Kashrut.  

Why is Aharon specifically included in the 
transmission of these laws?  

The Ramban suggests that Kashrut has far 
reaching effects on Kohanim, more so then 
regular folk. If an average Jew violates the laws of 
Kashrut they have to bring a sacrifice, a Kohen 
who violates Kashrut would not be allowed to 
worship in the Temple. The Ibn Ezra draws our 
attention to the significant spiritual component of 
Kashrut. It is up to the kohen to teach to Jewish 
people about that which will have detrimental 
spiritual effect on them. 

Aliya 7 | 11:33-47 

Following all of the intricate laws of Kashrut, we 
are reminded that  God who out of Egypt.  

Why is this relevant to the observance of dietary 
laws? Why does the verse (11:45) say that 'God 
brought us up from Egypt...' as opposed to the 
usual formulation, 'bought us out of Egypt...' 

The Sforno indicates that the purity related to the 
dietary laws are significant in that there should be 
no barriers between the people and God. It is not 
up to a designated 'holy person' to maintain their 
sanctity. Rashi quoting the Talmud (Bava Metzia 
61b) suggests that adherence to the dietary laws 
will elevate their status and thus the language of 
elevation is used in this verse.
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