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We must first review two sets of rules:

IR 05v7 - If a person does the same w31 772y multiple
times, without realizing in between that he had committed an
772y, it's called 7nx 05w, which means, he did them all in a
single state of forgetfulness. When he finally realizes -
presumably at one time, that he did all these »wa may, a
single j129p can atone for all of them.

However, if he realizes what he had done, before violating
the mwa N2y a second time, he requires a separate 127 for
each violation.

Second, as we've learned in recent 0’57, there are two
scenarios of Mw.

-1- TAROD T NAW W -

One does many max>» of Naw not realizing it is N1w, even
though he'’s aware that these max>» are WOR to do on naw. He
brings a single j27p.

-2- TOROD MW N P8 -

He knows it is naw but does not realize that the various
moRO. are forbidden - he is obligated to bring a separate 127p
for each maxO®.

71N DbYA
I R C Ay

Without realizing in between

7HN D5V

ONE 139p

Howewver....
[TEE T g LT P g T LT

& & @

If he realizes what he had done

SEPARATE }3P
for each violation
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Now, our shiur began with the following scenario:

TIOROD PN NIV DAV NN 01 I3 -

Ifa person does two 73 - MR and nymv - reaping and
grinding - without realizing that it is n2w, but with the knowl-
edge that these maR5m are TOR on naw, which would require

NAN72 B 93P MM DANID ARy 3P
mabn m;ww n:w N2 maxbn n-m n:w fakhi]

only one 123 for both max. o P %P
Later in the day - without remembering what he had done earlier ;o J /jmn
MARD MW NIW NPT D JI01 I8 W { b
He repeats the same two mdx while realizing that it is naw and - }:‘v
forgetting that these actions are 7108, which would require two TWO T3P ONE 129p
mip.

Ifhe first remembered the first violation which obligates him to R bered R bered
bring one j23p for the double violation of n»nv1 1 73p, and then emems ere emems cre
remembered the second incident which theoretically obligates FIRST leles
him in two 329 - If he then brings the 127 for the first nvsp 129 for 71P3P 139p
nrnv), it also atones for the second 1ynv1 n73p, because they )

were all done TR Doy, 1<t 2nd
Ifhe first realized the second violation, which requires two TPRYY IR PR ATIR

m27p - one for N3 and one for n¥nv - and then remembered
the first incident which requires only one 127p for n»nv 7V3p -
and he brought one 1297 for the second 77°xp, this j2p will
exempt him from a j27p for both the first 773p and the first
nrno.

The logic is as follows:

This 127 for the second n73p also atones for the first n73p,
. because they are the same 110’ done 1R 05vna. By virtue of the

concept of 17 - the n3p draws along the n»nv, and atones for

itas well, because the first nrnv1 773p require only one 127p,

since they were done with naw nyw.

However, the XX debate whether, once the first nynv is

covered through 777, it also draws in, and atones for, the second

nrmnv by virtue of 77 - This is »IN’s opinion.

While x27 ultimately agrees to the general concept of 777, he ..

holds that 7777 77, a secondary 777, would not work. The 2 incidents

The Gemara points out; are N9 025 Npan

RT1°279 RV X1 7R 1715 ROWHT RN - TN Db]?ﬂ

»1R and X217 both clearly hold that the two incidents are consid- LU RLE

ered 78 05V, even though they are slightly different states of

forgetfulness - one was done with naw nyw and the other with ]’P1’7ﬂ

TR N - because, although he realized in-between that it's m N'Oﬁ'?

naw, he did not remember that he committed an 772y.

R71727 was not so sure about this and according to one version

of the X3 concluded that they are mxon> pon - they would

require two separate MiaIp.

11 RN
As aresult, X1 °17 had a Shailah in a case where each |||||||| ||||||||||||||||| ||||||||
incident involved only half'a 15, would it combine to HALF ﬂ "D HALF ﬂ M
obligate him in a 137 as if he’d eaten a full measure.
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to obligate him in aj27p?
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As part of this discussion the Gemara cites a Mishnah in

. . bl 9
mn»0 noon which teaches the following Halachos: MRS NSBi3 TR

DAR ROR 271K TAR 05YA2 25 257 YR - [111]] | | || ]| IJ_LLLLH LT[ |J_LLL1JI L]
If one ate the same 17o°X - for example forbidden fat - several )S_/_,/ ?5_/_,/
times in one state of forgetfulness, he is obligated in only one

.

ARN RDN 20 9N

IR DNR 535D 270 708 05072 51091 IMN 071 250 DK -
If one ate various different oK, even though it was 0yna
TN, he is obligated in a separate j29p for each T7o°R.

|III|IIJLI,LIJIIL_II,LLII|UJIIJ,_II,[MI|
2MILAETR X3

Ny ANk 53 5y avn

Similarly,

NOO PN IWN 2N INR PN T XN 531 W 1180 DI -

Ifhe twice ate half a measure of the same TR D5Yn2 - WOR -

and as Rashi adds - within ©39 n%ox *7> - a short period of L] | | mﬁﬂ 1] | M§| l |
. time in which it's considered to be one act of eating - he is 271 | x | x |

nron. Ifit's two types of ©Wo'R, it does not combine to P/-) [

obligate him in a j27p.

TN
2
I N
mjlal)

The Mishnah also cites a novel opinion of ywi '3 that if

somebody eats the same WO'R, but it's Pnmnn 3wn - from two
different pots, which means that they are prepared differently PR -
- one is cooked and one is roasted - he is obligated to bring

two M. |||||||||||||J_UJLII|||||||JJJ,UJII|III|
: b <~ LS

A 4
SEPARATE 129
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The Gemara also cites an opinion of 5X*>13 127 that,

MW 3n5 N PR - when a person realizes that he commit-
ted a partial m»>w of an 772y, for example, he discovers that
he ate a halfa n°1> of an 17o°R, and he then inadvertently eats
another halfa n'15, he will be obligated to bring a j27p,
because it is considered one period of forgetfulness, and his
awareness in the middle is not considered to be a realization
of the nyay.

The Gemara proceeds with a related discussion.

W 55 VTIN WM ORI OP IS YTIN TAR DOV 251 108 3w DIR
One who ate two 0’1o of forbidden fat 7nx 05vi3, but the
mistake of eating each n’12 became known to him at different
times.

There are two opinions whether he is 2711 to bring one or two
mIap:

137 7 says he is 270 two niaIp.

w5 w1 says he is 2 to bring just one j27p.

The sources for each opinion are as follows:

1y 1 learns from the 7,090 of "&2m” "nRvn Hv” indicating
that there is a separate j27p for each sin.

w5 w1 would respond that inxon Sv only teaches that you
need a second j27p if you discovered the second sin after
already BRINGING the 127 for the first sin.

wph w1 learns from the 1 n5on INRLVAPY” - P1O9” - indicating
that a nxvn brought for only some of his sin will atone for all
of his sins.

1 3 would respond that "inRon»” teaches that ifhe ate a
1o and a half'the first time, became aware of a 12 of it - but
not the extra half n°t - then ate another half 1> he does
NOT bring a 127 for the two halfoomto.

il
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The 97 concludes by offering three possibilities as to which
exact case 130 "3 and wp5 w argue about:
The first possibility is that they argue in a case where the
person knew of the second before even designating a 127 for
the first - and the N5 is - 3nr "7 holds
mponn My 7 - The realization of one incident obligates him
in a27p, and when he remembers the other one it’s a separate
obligation. And w»% w7 holds -
mpbma mwon - That only if the person actually designated a
127p for the one n72Y before becoming aware of the other
172y, is he obligated to bring separate miaap for each 2.
However before nw1on he brings only one j27p.
Y 1
ONEJ27p  TWOMMIp

o]ty Dy
o

The second possibility is that they argue in a case where he
finds out after the nw197, the designation of the 127p, but
before the 7195 - before the 127 is actually brought. The
O npioms would then be - iy 7 holds 70> - G
mpbm Mmwon - as explained - regiring two Mi27p. And v Y <
wpb holds <
mponn Mo - If after remembering one of the x1wa myay he
ACTUALLY BRINGS the 121p, and then remembers the -
other 772y he did 708 0Yvn3, only then is a separate 127 WPB LAl A

required. But even after 7w1on only one 127 is required ONE ]:717 TWO mJ:'lp

nwasn
npona

The final possibility is that they argue in both of the
previously mentioned cases.

In other words, . g 5

1y 7 holds even mpbnn my 7, and of course MmpSmn Mwon ATZA AN jam 9

- Hence two miaap. ONE 1:‘“7 T'WO ﬂu:'lp
w5 w1 holds neither mwaon or my>7 are mpbnn - hence

only one 127p. p’l‘yﬁ-p n\pw-p

Of course all agree that mpbmn N>,

DY2Nen nYasn
npbnn nphnn
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