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Verb# Roat Parsing Formatives Meaning Syntax
1 a9p Hiph.Ptc. m.s. bring rea/offer Cond.
2 29 Hiph. Impf. 3ms 3sm “ M.V.
3 770 Qal Perf. 3ms v.C. lean/lay M.V.
4 uvnY Qal Perf. 3ms v.C. + 3ms daughter/kill M.V.
5 rals Qal Perf. 3m.plur. V.C. sprinkle M.V.
6 299 Hiph. Impf. 3ms V.C. nea/offer M.V.
7 M0 Hiph.Impf. 3ms 3sf turn away/put aside Explan. o #6
8 WP Hiph. Perf. 3m. plur. V.C. burn upwvard/ smoke M.V.

3:1 Andif hisofferingis a saaifice of peaceofferings—if heis offering' from the catle, whether amale or
whether afemale — he shall offer? it perfed before the faceof Jehovah.

3:2 And he shall 1 ay® his hand uponthe heal of his offering, and he shall slaughter” it at the entrance of the Tent
of Meding. And the sons of Aaron, the priests, shall sprinkle® the bloodaround uporthe dtar.

3:3 Then he shall offer® from the saaifice of the peaceofferings a fire-offering to Jehovah: the fat covering o the
innards, al the fat which is uponthe innards,

3:4 bah o the kidneys, the fat which is uponthem (andwhich is uponthe flanks), and the lobe &owe the liver.
He shall put this aside’ with the kidneys.

3:5 Then the sons of Aaronshall burn it up® onthe dtar, ontop d the whole burnt-offering which is uponthe
sticks which isuponthefire, as afire-offering o a soothing aromato Jehovah.

Commentary

3:1 Andif hisoffering is a sacrifi ce of peace-offerings—if he is offering' from the cattle,

“Andif” —The LXX trandatesthis asathird classcondtional clause (indicaingthat thisis ssmethingwhichis

expeded to happen).

« 11277 “offering’ Seenoteson 1:2

* N27 “saaifice” Hereisthe first occurrence of thisword in Leviticus. It isrelated to the word for “slaughter”
and emphasizes the killi ng d an animal.




D 7Y Thisisalso anew word in Leviticus. You can seeit isrelated to the word “shalom/peace’

0 Alwaysplural, except in Amos 5:22. | have foll owed Soncino and the NASB in renderingit “saaifice
of peaceofferings,” but the KJV rendersit singuar. Accordingto K&D, the plural denctes “the entire
rourd of blessngs and pavers by which the salvation a integrity of man in hisrelationto Godis es-
tabli shed and seaured.”

0 Also cdled the “thank-offering,” “dain dfering’ (K&D), “saving dfering’” (LXX =
Bucia owtnplov), “settlement-saaifice” “communion-saaifice” (Hal.), and “fellowship dffering”
(NIV).

0 The onndations of thisword “peace’have to dowith wholeness perfedion, safety, well-being, and
peace

0 Soncino: “peace”becaise it brings peacebetween God and man, because it fulfill s vows between
man and man, and becaise bath priest and dferer shareit in fell owship.

o K&D: This saaificeis offered as thanksgiving for salvation already receved or sometimes asa
prayer for salvation desired in times of misfortune.

o Itisdifferent from the burnt offeringin that only the fat and kidneys are burnt onthe dtar. The rest of
the animal is eaen asamed (The priest getsthe breast and right leg, and the offerer and his family
and guests ed the rest before the Lord). It also can be male or female, unlike the burnt off ering which
was only male.

0 Threedifferent kinds of peaceofferings are distinguished in ch.6, the “praise-offering,” the “spedal-
vow offering,” and the “freewill offering.”

0 HAW: The peae-offering symbadli zes peacewith God and man and full nessof life, prosperity, and
joy. Thisisfurther pictured in the med where there is human fell owship aroundthe table in the pres-
enceof God. Thereis aso an element of completion, sinceit isthe last sort of saaificeto be men-
tioned in the list of saaifices. Ephesians 2:13-16 shows Christ to be the fulfill ment of this— our final
saaificewho krings “peace’

0 Just astheflesh of the peaceoffering was eaen as afell owship med, so also we ae commanded to
ed the “flesh” of Jesus Christ, our peacein the Christian saacament of Communion (fell ow-
ship)/Eucharist/Lord’ s Supper.

HQ;U “the cdtle” or “the herd” (NAS, NIV) seencteson 12. 7 “stea” isused to describe this same animal
in 4:10.

3:1b whether a male or whether a female — he shall offer? it perfect before the face of Jehovah.

“whether male or female” — Althoughthis @aaifice cetainly speks of Jesus Christ, whoisour “salvation,”
our “peace’ and who creaes “fellowship,” the stipulation d amaleisnat given here. | wonder why? | could
not find any commentators who dfered an explanation for this. Perhaps it was just God' s way of keeping
some gender balancein the herds of His people — if they were never allowed to saaifice afemale, perhaps a
person could end upsaaificing al hismales and have aflock of only females who couldn't reproduce. Or
perhaps Keil and Delitzch's concept of the saaifice a being arepresentation o the off erer is more operative
in the peaceoffering: God invites bath men and women into fell owship with Him, and so bah male and fe-
male animals could be sacrificed in the peaceoff ering, whereas the sin df ering pdnted more towards the one
man, Christ whowould de for our sins and thus was represented by amale animal saaifice | am merely of-
fering suggestions here, with the full understanding that Jesus Christ was gill t he fulfillment of the peaceof-
fering.

070 “perfed” KJV = “withou blemish,” NAS & NIV = “withou defed.” Thisis an adjedive describing the
animal to be offered, not an adverb describing hav the supdi cant off ers the peaceoffering. It wasto be aper-
fed animal.

’,;_D:‘? “before the faceof” or “in front of” seenateson 1.5

3:2 And re shall lay® hishand uporthe head o his offering, and te shall Slaugtter it at the entrance of the Tent
of Meding.



“And heshadl lay” Seenatesonthisverbin 1:4. “Theimposition d the dona’s hand indicated, as previoudly,
the dedicaion d the offering to God and the worshipper’ s identification with it as his own property” (Harri-
son: IVP).

e “daughter it at the entrance” KJV = “kill it at thedoar,” NAS="“day it at the doaway,” NIV = “daughter it
a the entrance” Seenates from 1:5. The offering which krings peace ad salvation recesstates the deah o
an entity, showing that the way to peace ad salvation for mankind would necesstate the deah of Christ. Sal-
vation and peace ee not free and easy; they come with aterrible price

» There aetwo ggcammaticd constructions for a ammmand in the Hebrew used in this passage, one being an
Imperfed verb and the other being a Perfed verb prefixed by aVav. Some distinction is made between the
commands to dffer the peaceofferingin verses one andthree &well asthe command to remove thefat in
verse four (which are Imperfed verbs) and the commands to lay hands on, slaughter, sprinkle blood and bun
upthe offering (vs. 2 & 5), which are Perfed verbs with the Vav prefix. The general adions are the former,
and the latter are more spedfic adionsinvaved in the saaament of the offering.

* “Tent of Meding’ seenctesfrom 1:1.

3:2b And the sons of Aaron, the priests, shall sprinklie® the blood around upon the altar.

This phraseis areped from 1:5, so seenotes there on “ sprinkle” and “around on”

Bloodisanecessary element for peace ad savation; that iswhy the blood d Christ is © important in the New
Testament. Again, the priests are the ones who lring the bloodto the dtar. “ Christ the peacéul prince has made
peacefor us by His atoning deah, adiieving for us what we could never do for ourselves, and terminating the
state of alienation between God and Man (Isa. 9:6, Eph. 2:14-16)” (Harrison: IVP).

3:3 Then he shall offer® from the sacrifice of the peace-offerings a fire-offering to Jehovah:

* “heshal offer” the Vulgate and Septuagint pluralizethis verb as“they shall offer,” shiftingthe adionfrom
the suppicant to the priests. Seemy noteson 15 and 1:11 asto why this dift iswrong TheKkilli ng d the
animal wasto be dore by the people, nat the priests.

» Thepeaceoffering hed part that was burned up(the fat, intestines, and kidneys) and pert that was eaen.

«  NWR “fire-offering’ seencteson 1.9.

3:3b thefat covering of the innards, all the fat which is upon the innards,

. :’mn thisis adifferent word for “fat” than the word 979 used in 1:8 and 111, but probably dencting the
same thing.

» 119217 literally “the covering d,” but trandated “that covers” by most other English versions.

e ‘“innards’ KJV ="inwards,” NAS = “entrails,” NIV ="“inner parts.” Seenatesonthisword in 1:13.

« 29P77%Y “upontheinnards’ NIV = “conreded to them.”

« What isthe distinction being made here between the “fat covering” and the “fat upori’ the innards? Jewish
commentators differ onthis, athoughit is off ered that the second phrase includes the fat that covers the maw
(Soncino). Kell and Delitzsch say that the first is the large net which stretches from the stomach over the
bowels and completely envel opes them, and the secondis the fat attached to the intestines, which could easily
be peded df. | can envisionthis becaise I’ ve been dee-hurting a wuple of times, but it may be hard to
imagine if you haven't butchered an animal before!

* Thefat wasto be offered to the Lord. Two reasons are suggested for this:

0 one, the fat was considered the choicest part, and was therefore what was given to God — the goplica-
tion being that we shoud gve only the best to God,

0 two, that God was proteding His people by taking the part that would be bad for them to ed, since
edingfatty foods can fadlit ate not only circulatory disorders but also the transfer of parasites which
tend to reside in adipaose tissue (Harrison).

3:4 both of the kidneys, the fat which is upon them (and which is upon the flanks),
* °PVY “both of,” Son. = “two,” Hol. = cardinal number of dual.



. n’é'z:ga “kidneys,” lit. “ends.” From 192 “to yean” —the kidneys were mnsidered the sed of the passions
(Son.) and represented the “seaet workings and aff edions of the sou” (Dav.).

+ ‘“andthefat” | sided with Soncino andthe KJV here. The NAS and NIV render it “with the fat” — nat that it
makes much dfference

« %097 “flanks’ | also sided with Soncino and the KJV here; NAS & NIV render this“loins.” The root 703,

acordingto Soncinois used to describe the stars that flank the @nstellation Orion on boh sides of the stom-
ad! Thisisthefat visible uponthe upper part of the flanks.

3:4b and the lobe above the liver. He shall put this aside” with the kidneys.

NI “lobe” A Feminine Singuar nounfromIn” “to be left over.” Davidson and Keil & Delitzsch re-
late it to “stretch over,” and thusthe KJV trandatesit “caul,” and the NIV “covering,” but K&D later say
that’ s not what it means. The Soncino commentary explainsthat this was the “proteding wall over the
liver” andtrandatesit “lobe” (cf. NASB).

'r;}Dj “liver” All are agreed onthistrandation. It literally means “weight.” The liver was regarded as the
sed of emotions.

N9y “with the kidneys” (cf. KIV, NAS, NIV). Jewish translators sy it can mean “hard by,” “ to-
gether with,” or “in additionto” the kidneys (Son.).

Brown, Driver, & Briggs take the whade phrase to mean “the fatty appendage extending from the liver to
the kidneys.”

7;'!;:]’;)3 “He shall put her aside” From 710 “to turn away” KJV = “take avay” NIV =“remove.” This
verb has aFeminine Singuar objed attadhed to it, and refers badk to the antecedent “lobe” which isthe
only Fem. Sing. word in the verse, athough from the @mntext, it would na be acarate to say that the
other parts sich as the kidneys and the fat were not also dedt with in the same manner. They were dl to
be set aside by the offerer so that the priest can then pick it up and bun it onthe dtar.

3:5 Then the sons of Aaron shall burn it up® on the altar, on top of the whole burnt-offering

8’!1’&2{!) “burn ug’ See ommentsin 1.9, althoughthere it has asinguar subjed (he, the priest) and here
it is plura (they, the priests).

10R lit. “him” What was referred to as a Feminine Singuar objed in the previous verse is now being re-
ferred to asaMasculine Singuar objed in thisverse. | believeit refers sSmply to all the innards and fat
that has been enumerated for setting aside & a burnt-off ering to the Lord.

“sons of Aaron” Thisisomitted in the Vulgate, but is augmented by “the priests’ in the Septuagint. This
doesn’t make much dfference asit is obvioudy talking abou the priests who dficiate the saaifices at
the dtar.

n%’yg-by “ontop d the whale burnt offering” Most English trandlations doni' t use the word “whale”
here, but the Hebrew word has that conndation, and I’ m inserting “whae” to dstinguish it more dealy
from WX (foundin the second telf of this verse) which they also translate “burnt-offering” but which
has more the mnndation d “fire” andthus | trandate “fire-offering.” Thisisto be “upori or “ontop d”
previously-offered burnt off erings, because burnt off erings were off ered first every morning and were
probably still smoking onthe dtar all day (K&D).

3:5b which is upon the sticks which is upon thefire, as a fire-offering of a soothing aroma to Jehovah.

QXY “sticks’ seel:8.

WXI~9Y “uponthe fire” The Samaritan Pentateuch and the Septuagint add the phrase “which isonthe
dtar,” perhaps to match the pattern of 1:8 and 1:12.

Pl 1°7 “soothing aroma” Seel:9.
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Verb# Root Parsing Formatives Meaning Syntax
9 299 Hiph. Impf. 3ms 3ms offer/bring rea M.V
10 29 Hiph.Ptc. ms “ Cond.
11 29 Hiph Perf. 3ms V.C. “ M.V. (apodasis)
12 7720 Qal Perf. 3ms v.C. lay/lean M.V.
13 vnY Qal Perf. 3ms v.C. slaughter M.V.
14 7 Qal Perf. 3m.pl. Vv.C. sprinkle M.V.
15 270 Hiph. Impf. 3ms 3sf turn Explan®M.V .
away/remove
16 plo Hiph. Perf. 3ms 3ms+v.c. burn up'smoke M.V.

3:6 Now, if hisoffering for asaaifice of peaceofferings to Jehovah is from the flock —male or female — he shall
offer® it perfed.

3:7 If heisoffering'® alamb as his offering, then he shall offer'* it before the faceof Jehovah.

3:8 And he shall lay™ his hand uponthe heal of his offering; then he shall slaughter’? it before the faceof the
Tent of Meding, and the sons of Aaron shall sprinkle*its bloodaround uporthe dtar.

3:9 Then he shall oﬁ‘erll from the saaifice of the peaceofferings afire-off ering to Jehovah: its fat —the entire fat
tail (He shall remove™ it close to the badkbone), and the fat covering o the innards, and all the fat which is upon
the innards.

3:10And bah o the kidneys, the fat which is uponthem (andwhich is uponthe flanks), and the lobe @ove the
liver, he shall put this aside™® with the kidneys.

3:11 Then the priest shall burn it up*® onthe dtar asfood d afire-offering to Jehovah.

Commentary
3:6 Now, if his offering for a sacrifice of peace offerings to Jehovah is from the flock —
» Thisverseispardle to 31 “If from the catle (92),” but appliesto dfferings from the flock (TXX¥i7). This

word can apply to any small cdtle, such as $regp and gaits, but istrandated “ sheep (TpoPatww)” in the
LXX.

* Seel:2 on“offering.”

* See3:1 on“sacaificeof peaceofferings.”

3:6b male or female — he shall offer® it perfed.




* Thepardld to 31 continues, except that the “if’s’” are dropped (“if amale or if afemale”). See @mmen-
tary on 31 onthe use of both genders.

e See3:l on“perfed”
The flock may have bath shegp and gatsinit. | heard from afriend that has observed flocks in Israd that it is
goodfor aflock to contain bah, becaise the goats are more alventurous and can find rew placesto graze ad
adualy lea the sheg to them, but you dorit want aflock of only goats becaise they are so urruly you' d never
be aleto herd them; sheep, onthe other hand, herd well. This edionthroughthe end d the chapter ison dfer-
ing sheep (v.7-11) and gaats (v.12-16) as peaceofferings.

3:7 If heisoffering™ a lamb as his offering, then he shall offer'* it before the face of Jehovah.

« W2 “lamb” First we take the offering d the sheep as a peaceoff ering. (Some Hebrew manuscripts have -
parently misspelled thisword by transposing the last two letters w23, but that would mean “foatstoal,” and
thisisobvioudly talking abou sheep!)

o 02291 ... P29 “offering ... dfer” See ommentsin 1:2. Thisword in participle form (#10) parallels
3:1“If heisoffering from the cadtle.”

s MM ’,15:)’? literally “before the faceof Jehovah” — any ad of worship na offered to the true God isa sin; He
isthe only true objea of worship.

3:8 And he shall lay™ his hand upon the head of his offering; then he shall slaughter™ it before the face of the
Tent of Mesting,
e See ommentsfrom 1:4 and 15 regarding the laying on ¢ hands and the daughter of the animal.
s T¥ID '7?__!}( ’;E;'? literally “before the faceof the Tent of Meding.” Seel:1 onthe Tent of Meding. The inter-
esting thingisthe differencesin the parall el passages pe&king d whereto dfer the animal:

0 3:1saysto dfer the cdtle “before the face of Jehovah.”

0 1:3,1:5, and 32 say to dffer the animal and its blood“at the doar of the Tent of Meding.”

0 1:11saysto“daughter it onthe side of the dtar Northwards to the faceof Jehovah.”

0 And herein 38, it is“before the faceof the Tent of Meding’ (The LXX says “at the doars of the

Tent of Meding,” and the ancient Syriactrandation rendersit “at the entrance of the Tent of Med-
ing.”)

The parall elsindicae that the speda presenceof God, the doa of the Tent of Meding, and the North side of the
atar were dl closetogether andfadng ead ather. It wasin this gpedal placethat people were to seek the faceof
God— His gedal presence Of course, God is omnipresent, but He gopeasto manifest His presence and dwell in
aspeda way in certain places, such asin the Old Testament temple and in the bodes of New Testament Chris-
tians. It isatestimony to the love and gaceof Godto locate His gedal presence so close to sinful humans and
“med” with us. It isalso significant that this gpedal presencewas locaed so close to the dtar, becauseit isonly
by the saaifice of a perfed substitute onthe dtar (the lamb, and finally, Jesus, the Lamb of God) that any human
can med with God. God locaes His gedal presenceright beside the way into His presence—the dtar of the Old
Testament, and today, His people cary the Gospel (of Jesus, the Lamb of God who takes away the sin of the
world) which isthe way into His presence, and His gedal presenceislocaed in the bodes of the same people
who cary this Gospel!

3:8b and the sons of Aaron shall sprinkle™ its blood around upon the altar.

e Thisisan amost exad reped of 3:2band 1:5b, so see @mments there.

* The Septuagint (LXX) has a cude of insignificant variants, adding the descriptor “the priests’ to “the sons
of Aaron,” usingthe verb “pou out” instead of “sprinkle,” and changing the pronounto a definite aticle from
“itsblood’ to “the blood’ (the latter of which the Samaritan Pentateuch also dces). The LXX also says*“to
God (Bew)” rather than “to Jehovah (kuptw)” in the next verse (9) and “with the loins’ rather than “closeto
the badkbore.” It appeasin placesthat these ancient trandations were more mncerned with getting the gen-
eral idea acossthan with absolute predsion d translation, which, can be o.k., generaly —the gostlesin the
New Testament made trandations of Old Testament passages into Greek with the same kind d looseness but
aslongaswe have an acaurate original, let’s dick with that.



3:9 Then he shall offer™ from the sacrifi ce of the peace-offerings a fire-offering to Jenovah: its fat —the entire
fat tail

D’p’gt;itl nann “from the saaifice of the peaceofferings’ See3:1.

wx ... ‘13?0 “afire-offering ...itsfat” Seel:9 on“Fire-offering.” A portion d this peaceoff ering— namely
“itsfat” —wasto be offered as a burnt offering. The word for “fat” is Masculine Singuar.

%N 72987 “the fat tail entire” The word for “fat tail” is Feminine Singuar, and the word “entire”
matches in gender and number. The word for “entire” can also mean “ perfed/unbdemished,” but the meaning
of “whale/entire” is more probable. This“fat tail” word, acarding to Davidson, stems from an Arabic root
meaning “to be fat,” and describes the big tail s (or “rumps’ as the KJV rendersit) that hang df the bad of

Midd e-Eastern sheep, mostly compased o fat, and weighing 15 poundor more (K&D).

3:9b (Heshall remove'®?it close to the backbore), andthe fat covering o the innards,

nmz'? “closeto” Davidson saysthat the root of thisword isan Asg/rian roat “amah” having to dowith “as©o-
ciation” or “family”, but Brown, Driver & Briggs sy it comes from the Hebrew roat “amam” which hasto do
with “closenesdproximity” or “parall el/correspondng.” The KJV and ASV trandate this“hard by.”

13y “the badkbore” Masculine Singuar —the is the only time this word is foundin the Bible. Davidson
says this comes from an Arab word meaning “ hard/firm,” but the Soncino commentary says it comes from the
Hebrew root “ya atz,” meaning “to coursel” (because it was nea the kidneys which were ansidered the sed
of reasoning). Davidson' s explanation sounds more likely; Holiday trandates it “tail-bore.”

15.'!;]’0’: “he shall remove her” Seel:5 on“remove.” Here iswhere the gender of the previous words are sig-
nificant. So far, we' ve talked abou “fat,” a “fat tail,” and a “badkbonre;” which of theseisto be removed? The
feminine gender of this pronoun pants bad to the only feminine nounmentioned — the “fat tail.” The badk-
bore extendsinto thetail, so naturally one would have to cut off some of the spinein loppng df thetail, and
onewould sever it as close to the badk as possblein arder to get as much of thetail as possble. The one who
shoud remove the tail i s the person making the off ering, nat the priest — the person was to prepare the things
to be saaificed and the priest was just to pacethem and bun them onthe dtar.

DX) “and’ (+ Dired Objed indicator —which the NIV trandates as “all”) The construction d the preceding
phraseisalittl e bit awkward, so the Samaritan Pentateuch and some of the Targums apparently try to fix it by
removing the vav from the next word (NX7) to make “the fat” the direa objea of this verb (i.e. “he shall re-
move the fat”). The problem with this (besides the fad that “fat” is masculine and the pronounis feminine) is
that there is an agna mark uncer the verb (“he shall remove”), indicatingthat it ends athough, so we can't
tadk aword from the next phrase onto it. The vav (“and’) shoud be preserved to begin the next though, mak-
ingit afurther explanation o the “fat” offered in the “fire-offering” — nat only the fat tail shoud be removed
for the fire-offering, but also the fat inside the animal.

Therest of theverseisareped of 1:13and 33. My explanation for tranglating njéa as“innards’ isin my
commentary on 113.

3:9¢ and dl the fat which isuponthe innards.

Seenates from 3:3 onthe distinction ketween the fat “covering’ the innards and the fat “upori’ the innards.

3:10 And bdh o the kdneys, the fat which is uponthem (andwhich is uponthe flanks),
andthe lobe abovethe liver, he shall put this aside® with the kidneys.

Thisis exadly the same & 3:4, so seenates from there.

3:11 Thenthepriest shall burn it up*® onthe altar asfood d a fire-offering to Jehovah.

0P .. YR “Heshall burn up .. fire-offering” Seenotes from 1:9.

17727 “the priest” —the parall el passagein 35 hasthis pluralized “the priests.”

Dﬂ‘? bread,” or in genera, “food” Thisisthefirst time so far in Leviticus that the offeringis cdled God' s
“food” (The LXX trangdlators must have been looking df in 1:9 when they trandated this because they totally



missed the “food’ here and rendered it “a swed savor.”) The spelling d thisword “lechem” does nat tell for
sure whether it isin construct form or not (“food d” vs. “food’), sincebath are spell ed the same. K& D, SON,
ASV, andKJV takeit asa @nstruct and suppy averb of being and adefinite aticle “It isthefood d...” but
the NIV and NASV do nd take it asa mnstruct and also do nd add in words ( “asfood afire-offing’). | pre-
fer to gowith the historicd trandations which use the cnstruct form. However, ac@rding to Kelley, a @mn-
struct must take on the definitenessor indefinitenessof its genitive relative —which in thiscase is “fire-
offering,” an indefinite noun(and “fire-offering” is nat in construct form pointing to the definite Jehovah, so
it is definitely in-definite!). So, grammaticdly, there is not awarrant for suppying a definite aticle (“the”)
before “food” thus my trandation “asfood d afire-offering.”
So, inwhat senseisasaaificeof fat “food’ to God? Godis nat atemporal being that needs carbohydrates to con-
vert into energy — Heis a Spirit. What does this mean? Isit merely afigure of speed for the disposal of some-
thing—asin “wdll, that's not for usto ed, it’s God's,” or isthere moreto it? | am reminded of Jesus wordsin
John 434, “My foodisto dothe will of Him who sent Me andto accomplish Hiswork.” Throughot the Psalms,
it isclea that Godtakes a speda delight — perhaps akin to the mental delight and plysicd renewal we humans
findin food—in the worship and righteousnessand oledience of His people. Aswe offer ourselves as living sac-
rifices—males or females, shegp o goats (Jews or Gentil es?), off ered symbalicdly onthe dtar in part rather than
as the ultimate saaificethat Jesus was — to worship and oley God, He takes a spedal delight init. This modern
kind d peaceoffering (as oppased to the burnt off ering fulfill ed in Jesus) is His continuing det — Hisfood, and
thisis our fellowship with Him!
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Verb# Root Parsing Formatives Meaning Syntax

17 299 Hiph. Perf. 3ms 3ms+v.c. nea/off er M.

18 7120 Qal Perf. 3ms v.C. lay/lean M.V.
19 LY Qal Perf. 3ms V.C. slaughter M.V.
20 Tl Qal Perf. 3m.plur. v.C. sprinkle M.V.
21 299 Hiph. Perf. 3ms v.C. nea/off er M.V.
22 M0 Hiph. Impf. 3ms 3fs turn away/remove M.V.
23 JR Hiph. Perf. 3ms 3mp +v.c. burn up'smoke M.V.
24 DOR Qa Impf. 2m.pl. ed M.V.

3:12But if his offeringis agoat, he shall offer it'” to the faceof Jehovah.

3:13And e shall lay™® his hand uponits head, and he shall slaughter'® it before the faceof the Tent of Meding.
And the sons of Aaron shall sprinkle?® its bloodaround uporthe dtar.

3:14 Then he shall offer® fromit his offering as a fire-off ering to Jehovah: the fat covering o the innards and all
the fat which is uponthe innards.

3:15And bdh o the kidneys, the fat which is uponthem (and which is uponthe flanks), and the lobe @ove the
liver he shall put this aside” with the kidneys.

3:16 Then the priest shall burn them up?® onthe dtar asfood d afire-offering for a soothing aroma. All the fat is
Jehovah's.

3:17 Thisis aperpetual statute throughou your generationsin all your places of residence Y ou shall not ea®* any
fat or any blood

Commentary

3:12 But if his offering is a goat, he shall offer it to the face of Jehovah.

+ Thisisan exad parallel to 3.7, which began the stipulations for the peaceoffering d alamb. This now
begins the instructions concerning dfering a goat as a peaceoffering (See3:1 for commentary onthe
peaceoffering.).

* 1Y “agoat” (LXX “of goats’) Can be male or female (Son.).

e On‘“offer” seel:2, on“faceof” seel:3.

3:13 And he shall lay*® his hand upon its head, and he shall slaughter™ it before the face of the Tent of Meeting,
and the sons of Aaron shall sprinkle® its blood around upon the altar.
* Thisisaparalel passsgeto 1:5b, 3:2b, and 3b, so see mmments there. The only differencefrom 3.8 is
that this says “uponits head” instead of “uponthe head o his offering.”




The LXX (ancient trandationinto Greek) adds variations which shoud be famili ar by now, saying that
the priests (rather than the worshipper) shoud slaughter the animal, adding that the sons of Aaron are “the
priests,” and that the animal shoud be slaughtered at the “doa” of the Tent of meding rather than “in
front of/before the faceof” the Tent of Meding. See @mments on the parall € passages asto why the
LXX isnat right here.

The processwas just the same & in the burnt off ering: the worshipper would bring Hs animal to God' s
specia place lay hishand onthe animal to identify with it, and cut its throat. The priestswould hdd a
bowl under the animal’ s nedk to cach the blood then sprinkie the bloodall around onthe dtar. The deah
of asubstitute and the shedding d bloodare esential, as the New Testament clealy states:

0 Hebrews 9:22b*Withou the shedding d bloodthere is no forgiveness”

0 Colossans 1:21-22 “And athoughyou were formerly alienated and hcstile in mind engaged in
evil dedls, yet He [Jesus] has now reconcil ed youin His fleshly body through aeah, in order to
present you before Him holy and Hameless..”

0 Ephesians 1:7 “In Him [Jesus] we have redemption throughHis blood, the forgivenessof our
trespasses, acording to the riches of His grace”

3:14 Then he shall offer®* fromit his offering as a fire-offering to Jehovah:

the fat covering of the innards and dl the fat which isuponthe innards.

le’jgrlj “and he shall offer” Asin all the offerings described so far in Leviticus, there is a secondstage
to the animal saaifice dter the bloodisdrained out and sprinkied onthe dtar. The animal isthen buch-
ered up ly the worshipper. In the cae of the fell owship/peaceoffering, the ribcage would be opened and
the guts taken ou and dfered onthe dtar whil e the mea would be shared as a med between the priests
and the worshipper and his family and friends.

aa?_;gzp “fromit” KIV/ASV = “thereof” Thisisthe preposition“from” plus a 3sm objed, referring to the
singuar masculine word “goat” in 312

Therest of the verseisthe same & 3:3b & 3:9b.

3:15 And bdh of the kdneys, the fat which is uponthem (andwhich is uponthe flanks),

andthe lobe abovethe liver he shall put this aside? with the kdneys.
See ommentary on 34 and 310; thisis an exad reped.

3:16 Then the priest shall burn them up™ onthe altar asfood d a fire-offering for a soathing aroma. All the fat
isJehovah's.

#07°vpRiT) “and ke shall burn them up” The arious thingisthat the parall el passages— 3:5 & 3:11 have a
singuar objed “he shall burnit up’ instead of “burn them up.” But there is no masculi ne plural nounto
refer bad to in the passage. (“Kidneys,” like most parts of the body, isfeminine.) So, the singuar “it” in
3:5and 311 apparently considers the fat and kidneys as asingle unit to be offered to God, this verse g-
parently considers the same parts as a plurality offered to God by fire.

my'x Di‘l'? “food d afire-offering’ see ommentary on 311

gfgib! 07 “for asoothing aroma” See @mmentary on 1:9. The Samaritan Pentateuch and the Septuagint
(LXX) say “socthing aromato Jehovah,” but the words “to Jehovah” do nd appea to bein the original
Hebrew text.

Til'lfr’? :z?\ij"?ig lit. “all fat to Jehovah” —the lamed prefix to anounis atypicd Hebraism for a possessve
“belongs to Jehovah.” See @mmentary on 33bfor hypotheses onwhy God chaose the fat. Whatever the
reason, anything that God wantsis His by right, and we have no bisinesstaking from what belongsto
Him. Fat was only one of many things God claimed. He daimed His people. He daimed the glory of
worship. He daimed the land that the people lived on And He daimed aportion d all the essetsthat a
person could gain, from chil dren to animals (and their fat) to first-fruits to tithes. And, by the way, He still
claims these things today — He never relinquished them. We shoud never do anything to sleight what is
God's. If our land belongs to Him ultimately, it is blasphemy for a government to charge property tax and
claim ownership of the wild animals. If our children belongto Him, we had better take grea care of them!



If atithe of our increase belongs to Him, we had better be generous and prompt in gvingit! Likewise,
worship — attention, affedion, desire, and the offering d time and money —isthe exclusive right of God,
and for us to spend ou time or money on anything that is nat paying attention to, showing aff edion for,
or expressng desire for Him makes Him rightly jedous. Father, help meto live my life under the a-
knowledgement that Y ou are God and my every breah and every penny is Yours.

3:17 Thisisa perpetual statute throughout your generationsin all your places of residence: You shall not eat®*

any fat or any blood!

e Dpn“a statute” Hol. = “due,” NIV = “ordinance” It comes from the root PPi7 = “to engrave;” an important
law was engraved into stone for all to see ad remember. This gatute must be redly important, for it has three
universal descriptors:

« DY “perpetual/ enduing eternal” Literal meaning = “conceded,” i.e. the vanishing padnt; generally, time
out of mind (past or future). The regulationstypicdly said to be of lasting duration were bound upto 1) the
land, 2) the temple, 3) the priesthood Consider as God was giving these laws, many were for when |srad
would, in the future, be ale to fulfill them. They had NOT been observed before, at least nat in the same way
or with the samerigor (if at al). Hencethese were what could be cdled "cultic" Laws bound upwith the
Land, Temple, Priesthood Such laws are NOT binding onChristianstoday, certainly not as they were upon
the Jews. Reason? The expansion d the aovenant inthe NT is predicated uponthe universal accessto God
that has been made "possble" throughChrist. Heaven isthe Land, Christ has entered the Temple, He isthe
Priest. The aultic Lawstherefore ae NOT normative for Christians. o'lam does not necessarily imply perpetu-
ity without termination. There could well be aterminus. (Steve Schlissl)

. D’I‘H"f'? ‘throughou your generations’ (NIV = “for the generations to come,” KJV “for your generations’).
The statute to come is not just for the heaers of Moses' time, but for all their descendents!

« DDA 702 “inall your places of residence” (KJV, NAS = “dwellings’) This nouncomes from the roct
2W" “to Sit,” so it could ke literally trandated “ seas,” and is expanded to mean “assemblies, dwelling daces’

(BDB), and “residences, living areas” (Hol.). (The LXX trandatesit katoikia “houses.”) So this gatute
hadsnat only for alongtime, for al the generations to come, but also appliesin every place that God s peo-
plewill ever live, everywhere in the entire world!

So, what isthis eternal, universal law? “Youshall not eat any fat or any blood”

What do we dowith this? | grew upin churchesal my life and rever head this preaded alongwith the 10
Commandments as one of the important laws; in fad, thiscommand is usualy relegated to the “caemonial law,”
which is generally agreed to have been only in forcefor ethnic Jews only during the time of the Old Testament.
Was the almonition to Gentilesin the New Testament against eading dood (Acts 15:22-29) a @rtinuation o this
law? No; the Acts 15 regulations li sted spedfic pradices of idd worship in pagan Rome which must be repud-
ated if onewasto live a a Christian. It was an ealy guard against syncretism. Steve Schlissdl says, “Theisauein
Acts 15 was the @ndtionsfor table fell owship; it was nat to come up with ashort list of OT laws that Gentil es
forever must obey.” In many cases, thisisall amoat paint, since so many butchers drain the blood ou of an ani-
mal before quartering it anyway, and sincethe trend seans to be toward using vegetable ail in fried foods rather
than lard. What abou fatty dairy products uch as butter, cheese, andice gean? | don't think that God was pro-
hibiting dairy products. Abraham served God buter and milk in Gen. 18; Proverbs 27:27 saysthat if you take cae
of your flocks, you'll get to drink the milk; Canaan was cdled theland o “milk and horey;” and David ate butter
andcheesein Il Sam. 17:29and| Sam 17:18. What God prohibits here is the practice of melting dawvn the fat
from inside the animal into lard for cooking and eaing. For now, it seams wisest to foll ow the statute still t oday
and nd ed fat or blood, but to dothiswith the understanding that it isnolonger abinding law on s.

| was curious, so | did a search throughou the Bible for this phrase “perpetual statute,” and here’ swhat | found
e The “perpetual statutes’ given by God are only foundin the law-giving bools of Exodus, Leviticus, and
Numbers.



These perpetual statutes all had to dowith what is nowadays cdled the “ceremonial law.” Not all the ceemo-
nia law, however was enshrined in * perpetual statutes.” Some “ceremonia” laws, such asthe foodlaws
which were abrogated in the New Testament, were not cdled “perpetual statutes’ in the Old Testament.
Followingisalist of the only things | could findin the whaoe Bible which are clled “perpetua” or “eternal”
statutes:

0 Lawsgoverning the priests and temple worship: Sons of Aaron (Ex. 29:9), Leviticd cities of refuge
(Num. 35:29), priestly linen clothing (Ex. 28:43), priest’s ceremonia washing (Ex. 30:21), Levites
workingin temple (Lev. 24:9), priest’s med-offerings (Lev. 6:22), priest’s duty to blow trumpets be-
forewar (Num. 10:8), priest’s duty to keep the lamps burning (Lev. 24:3), priest eaing the shewbread
(Lev. 24:9), offering saaifices at altar (Lev. 17:7), and pohibition d priests drinking alcohad while
ontempleduty (Lev. 10:9).

0 Feast days and Sabbaths: First-fruits (Lev. 23:4), Pentecost (Lev. 23:21), Pasover (Ex. 12:14),
Unleavened Bread (Ex. 12:17), Feast of Booths (Lev. 23:41), Day of Atonement (Lev. 16:29-34),
Feast of Trumpets (Num. 10:8)

0 Cleanliness-laws for laity: Washing with lye (water mixed with ashes) after touching a dead body
(Num. 19:10-21), and, of course the prohibition against eaing fat and Hoodin Lev. 3:17.

Other statutes are mentioned without the descriptor of perpetuity, which aso fit into the ceemonial law, such
as Sabbaths (Ez. 44:24), The sin-offering (Num. 1), family vows (Num. 30:16), purifying body wonin war
(Num. 31:21), the pasdng dowvn o inheritances (Num. 27:11), and the prohibition against crossbreeding
(Lev. 19:19).

Statutes applied na only to the Jews in Israd, but also to the “sojourners’ (Num. 9:14) and the “strangers’
(Num. 15), so it wasn't ethnicdly-bound nor was it bound oty to people who worshipped Jehovah — it ap-
plied to people of other religions from other races who were passng throughthe land.

Of the hundeds of occurrences of the word “ statute” in the Old Testament, the only times that the word “ stat-
ute” was used ouside the antext of God s “ceremonial law” were: (1) in referenceto laws of Egypt (Lev.
18:3), and Persia (Dan.6) - Kegping God' s gatutes is often contrasted against worshipping aher gods (I Ki.
9:6), (2) arule David made éou sharing the boay of war with thase who stayed bad from a battle to guard
the camp (I Sam. 30), and (3) the mvenant-promise God made to Jaab, which was later cdled a “statute” by
Moses and David (Ps. 10510).

In ead o these books, and throughou Deuteronamy (which was areview of the drealy-given law), court-
lessexhortations are given to kegp God' s datutes alongwith the mommandments and adinances. Blessngs
are promised to those who oley these statutes, and curses are given for disobedience.

Many of the prophets - most notably Ezekiel - spedficdly blamed Israd’ s violations of the statutes as the rea-
sonwhy God punshed the nation with exile.

The word “statute” is not used in the New Testament (at least not in the American Standard Version), but Je-
sus did olserve the deanlinesslaws and the holidays.

So haow shall we gpply this? We shoud uphdd the statutes of God — yes even today!

1

| believe that since Jesus has fulfill ed the saaifices and (as the book d Hebrews clealy shows) has become
our grea High Priest to end all high priests, it now fallsuponJesus to fulfill t he perpetual ordinances which
were laid uponthe priests. He fulfill s these things perfedly — He kegps the light bright in heaven becaise His
presenceislight; He maintains a dty of refuge for usin heasen; He even promised nd to drink wine again as
longas Hetarriesin heaven (Matt. 26:29)! Perhaps a cae could also be made for a spiritual fulfill ment of
these thingsin the lives of all believers, sincewe ae now akingdam of priests— but these would be spiritual
applications of the physicd duties of the Old Testament priests, such as keeuing our lives pure from sin (not
just kegoing ou clothes clean), being at work in God' s kingdam (not working in the physica temple buil d-
ing), offering ouselvesto God (instead of burning things on an altar), seeking God' s presenceto go lefore us
always (instead of blowing sil ver trumpets when engaging in bettles), and avoiding alcohd or anything else
that would olscure our thinking when we ae teadingand preading.

Asfor the Sabbaths and feast-days, | have longwrestled with the teading d Scripture that they are gernal.
Some say that al the Old Testament halidays were abdlished in the New Testament, but the only thing | can
see t¢ealy isthat the day of Sabbath was changed from the seventh day of the week to the first day of the
week. The only placesin the New Testament that I’ m aware of dedingwith abdlition o Old Testament days



are Rom. 14: 5 and Col. 2:16. In bah places, Paul is deding with people who dd na want to change the Sab-
bath day from Saturday to Sunday — nore of the holidays mentioned in the law as “perpetual statues’ are men-
tioned in these verses. So why not observe the hdlidays ordained by God? God creaed mankind to need hdi-
days, and all cultures crede hdidays for themselves. God s people even in the Old Testament had the free-
dom to creae new halidays — such as the Jews did with Purim in Esther’ s day and with Hanukkah in the time
of the Maccdes (afeast which Jesus himself observed, by the way). Perhaps we ae nolonger boundto rig-
idly observe only the statutory Old Testament feasts, but sedng as that Old Testament hadliday cadendar was
designed by God Himself, there would be red benefits from patterning ou modern hdiday system after it as
an example. | can’t help but wonder if Godisredly insulted when His people instead observe things like
Martin Luther King Day, Labor Day, and Halloween. Don't get me wrong- | believe that thereis nothing
wrongwith enjoying whatever can be redeemed of our culture’ s hdiday system, and | will continueto enjoy
Christmas, but | will also seek to understand these Old Testaments feasts and find conneding pantsfor the
observance of modern hdidays.

3. Regardingthetwo lawsfor pradicd livinglaid uponthe laity, no ore can dspute the importance of observing
them! Perhapsit coud nolonger be mnsidered asinto na observe them, but there might be wisdom in using
them as pradicd guidelines. Who can dspute the importance of washing your hands with soap after touching
dea bodes and anything else with communicable diseases? Just think df it, every time you wash your hands
or take abath, you are uphdding God' s goodlaw! Likewise the prohibition against eaing fat and dood Go
ahead and trim the fat off your mea! Cookyour foodin diveail! Youwill experiencered hedth benefits
from doing so. But dori't worry if someone serves you Hood sausage or lard-cakes; you can ed them with a
clean conscience

Applications:

e Much o Chapter 1 caries over to this chapter, so seemy applicaions at the end d Ch.1.

*  Wened peacewith God, and God shows His graceby providing away of peacewith Himself —the deah
of aninnccent life.

* Thededah andresurredion d Jesus Christ fulfill s God s requirement for the deah of an innocent party.
Jesus' blood boughforgivenessfor our sin and peacewith God. We must believe this (3:1, 2, 13).

» Thosewho kelievein Jesus sroud expresstheir fell owship with Him and with His people by observing
the Lord’s Supper and dfering ouselves asliving saaificesto Him (3:1).

*  Weshoud gvethe best to God (3:3).

» All of our worship shoud be before the faceof God— He isthe only true objed of our worship! (3:7)

» Praise Godthat He locaes His gedal presence doseto sinful peoplein arder to med with them and save
them (3:8).

e SinceGodlocaes His gpedal presencenow in the bodes of Christians, we ae now the way by which
others enter the presence of God — by our telli ng them the Gospel (3:8).

* Inthe peaceoffering, God required that the fat be off ered to Him, leaving the goodmed to His people. In
our own lives, sometimes, God takes away something we like (just as the ancients considered the fat de-
sirable) in order to gve us mething that is better for us (3:9).

» The Fat offered from the animal was caled God sfood Jesus sid that Hisfoodwasto dothe will of
God. Let usoffer the food d our obedience and worship to ou God today! (3:11).

» Weshoud resped God s claims of ownership over all things, just as He daims ownership over the fat
(3:16).

 Godsword has ome very pradicd guidelines on good ledth, such as not eaingfat or blood (3: 16, 17)

* Thelaw system that God creaed here was good In Christian liberty, let us not “throw out the baby with
the bathwater” when we runinto an Old Testament law that seamns grange to us, but rather seek to uncer-
stand it and find ou if there ae valid ways to still conrned with it even if we ae not boundto is anymore

(3:17).



