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At the end of the previous q7 we learned that in the opinion of
anna

01037 125 "awiw pirn - somebody who never had any
knowledge of the concept of naw - does not have to bring a
nRVN 1277 at all for violating »wa naw. He derived this from
the juxtaposition of two o109 -

w1 nwwY 03> 77 NRR 7N and

17 72 YN TR woIM - that links MW to T

mY 715 w7 o - Just as the deliberate sinner obviously
had knowledge of the "o,

Y715 AW MW 9R - So too, the inadvertent sinner had
some knowledge of the mo’r in the past. Only then is there a
129p 2rm.

Upon which x2°py 1 asked him - according to you, we should
extend this reasoning as follows?

WYL NYWI NY TR AW T v - Just as the 71 was aware of
the 17o°x while doing it,

WYL YW NPT AW AW X - So too, the AW was aware
ofthe mox while doing it.

2R -

1ann answered, yes indeed, I would say so.

T ROR MW 1IP TPR PITOI0 IR -

R’ Akivaresponded, if the person was aware of the 17o°R
while doing it, he is not considered a »w but a 7.
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Our shiur began at this point, with the X3 referring back to
that discussion by asking;

PRI AW 1230 RORI - According to 123 what part of the mo'R
was he unaware of, that renders him a yw?

The X3 answers 2372 wWW 10 -

1211 holds that merely not being aware that this 072y is
something for which a person can be 21 to bring a j29p is
enough of a lack of awareness to classify him a xw - which
now obligates him to bring a j27p, and exempts him from n">.
AW W R 1270 DA 1127 -

The Chachamim hold that merely being unaware of a 2yn
1277 is not enough to classify him as a »w. If so, the Gemara
asks; "R W 27 -

According to the 337 what must he be unaware of to be
considered a yw?

This is actually a npbnn:

IRD TV 9 HY R NI DWW P2 IR PV I -

R’ Yochanan says that he would be considered a »w and 271
nxon if he did not know that he would be n1527n for this
172, even though he was fully aware that he was violating a
IRD.

791 IRY2 MWW TY R W5 w1 - Reish Lakish holds that he
is only considered a mw if he did not even realize that he was
violating a x5,

w5 w1 supports his position from the Posuk

DWNI NPWYN RS TR - He did something that may not be done
- which indicates that he was unaware of the fact that it is
forbidden.

1nv 1 however, uses this 709 to teach a different 7050 -
MY 5V 129 R0 INY TR 2N -

Only someone who would not have done it had he known
that what he was doing is an 772y, can bring a j27p.

AW Y 1297 RaN IR INY TN AW RS -

However, someone who would not have refrained from
transgressing even if he knew that it's a Wo'R, cannot bring a
1.

The X next wants to support 1317 '3 from the 7w later on
X" 2"p 97 which enumerates the 39 max5n» of Shabbos, from
which we also learn that a person can be 39 2711 separate
NROM MI2IP on a single naw if he does every TR,

Now, 39 separate mxvn can only be in a case of w1 Naw Pt
mOROD, where he is aware of Shabbos but he is not aware of
any of the 39 marS». According to 1301 3 this can be
understood that he indeed knows that the moR5» are forbid-
den, but he does NOT know that there is 07> for any of the 39
MIROD.

However, according to w’p5 w1 that xw means that he is not
aware that this act is forbidden - in this case it would mean
that he does not know of any one of the 39 mox1 to be
forbidden. In other words, he is not aware of the entire
concept of Shabbos. If so, he should bring only one j27p
nrRon. The Xy answers PInNa 7Y 7T - he knows about oinn
navw, and the Mishnah follows the opinion of "7 that oinn
NIV 1S RNPINT.
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The X2 next cites two cases where 2R says that even j3n "
would agree that one would bring a j29p only if it was nw
x5, he did not realize that he was violating a 85,

101 IVIAWA 0TI DI VIR N -

If a person made a v°2 NY12Ww - an oath that he will not do
something, for example he will not eat, and subsequently he
did eat. He brings a 1275 only if he had forgotten about the
nv12w when he violated it - which is 8> naw.

As the Gemara explains, N30 naw is of course not applicable,
because there is no n7> for w1 ny1aw. Abaye is saying that
12797 N is also not sufficient to consider him a »w. Even
though the 129p 2710 of "1 NY1aW is a WITN - because we
generally do not bring a 1277 on a w5for which there is no
17> - we do not say that R’ Yochanan would agree that
according to the Rabonon in this case 127 n»w would be
considered a M.

The second case is -

N2 DTN D7 PR NI -

Abaye suggests that all agree one is obligated to pay back the
value of 770 plus a wN - an additional fifth - which is plus
25% - for eating »»wa 10, only if he was unaware that it was
71oR for him to eat - XS Naw.

DTV N2 DIPNA AN IR R1T -

Rava disagrees and says that the o»w 72 n arn fora
58w’ who eats 712 1N is the equivalent of 12, Therefore
nnn nw would render him a »nw, similar to 072 nw,
according to R’ Yochanan.

The Gemara next deals with the following scenario.
DAV DR VTV IPNRI I2TNIIR 772 jbﬂb rn-

If a person is wandering and lost track of the days of the
week and has no idea which day is naw.
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There is a 1R NP which day to observe as naw:

TAR DY IOV D VW I ...RN7 27N -

He should count six days and keep Shabbos on the seventh,
just like the seventh day after the creation of the world was
naw.

OW 7N TAR DY 10N IR 1T I2ARM -
He should observe the first day as naw just like pwRI7 DR
kept the first day after he was created as naw.

This opinion is rejected from an explicit Xn>72 that says 7
TR OV W Tww - he should count six days and then
observe navw.

Now we must remember that every day is actually a poo

R IRT whether that day is naw.

Therefore the X2 says

RDP RITIPOR N9 15 WY oM or Y31 -

He is allowed to do work to sustain himself on each of the
days, even the day he is keeping as naw, because it's wo1 mp’o
- amatter of life and death. However, that applies only to the
bare minimum necessary to sustain life, and no more.

The only way that the designated day is recognizable as naw
is Rn>7aR) RWITRA - by him making wiTp and 75720 at the
beginning and end of that day.

R17 teaches that if the person knows how many days ago he
left, but does not remember which day of the week it was, he
can assume that he did not set out on naw, since it is NOX to
travel on naw.

Therefore, he may do unlimited 7oX% when he gets to that
day of the week, which would be the eighth, fifteenth day,
etc. from the day he left.

The Gemara points out however, that he may not assume that
it was not Friday either - which would allow him two days of
unlimited work - because although people generally would
not embark on a trip on Friday, under certain circumstances
they would do so.
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The q7 concludes with the Gemara referring back to the first
two cases taught in the mwn at the beginning of the Perek.

-1- Maw v 1w 53 - One who did not know that a concept
called Shabbos exists - and he violated many mnaw - he
would bring only one nxvM 127p.

-2- maw 'Y Y71 - One who knows about the concept of
Shabbos but did not realize that this day was naw and he did
many MaX>M over many MnNaw, must bring one nxon for each
naw he violated.

The Gemara here teaches us that the sources in the Torah for
the difference in these two cases are the following two o’p10o

N2wn NR SRw? 32 11w1 - The word naw is singular.
1mWn MNaw nX) - The word "mnaw is plural.

One of these 0’109 is interpreted as one observance for
many mnaw and the other as a separate observance for each
naw, but there is a XK NPOAL which 109 refers to which
idea.

Rashi explains;

The Torah is saying that sometimes one j27p suffices for
many Mnaw, and sometimes a 127 is required for each naw.
RI201 17 TIN DN ROR 17010 RD) -

The Torah left it to the o»on to determine the respective
circumstances based on X120 - reasoning.

Therefore, in our first case - his total ignorance of the concept
of naw - he brings only one 127p, because it is W R - one
mistake.

In the second case, where he’s aware of the concept of nav,
but did not remember on those given days that it was naw, he
brings a separate 127p for each naw, because PN MW RNV -
each Shabbos is a separate mistake.

As Rashi in the Mishnah explains, because at some point in
the week a person becomes aware of the correct day of the
week - thereby realizing that the given day was naw.

Once a person becomes aware and then forgets again, it is
considered a separate .
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