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S h avu OS 2 1_ 2 7 Rav Weinbach's insights, explanations and comments for the 7 pages of Talmud
|

studied in the course of the worldwide Daf Yomi cycle

The Oath and the “Man”’

a man takes a false oath as a result of a lack of awareness the Torah requires him to bring a sin-offering as an
I f atonement. The Torah’s stress on the word man, says the Talmud, is to indicate that this responsibility applies
only to when he was entirely a man at the time of the oath, completely aware of the circumstances.

The following case is cited as an example of where no sacrifice is required because the one who took the oath did so
in circumstances beyond his control.

Rabbi Kahana and Rabbi Assi were both disciples of the Sage Rav. When they left Rav’s presence they

had a dispute as to what he had taught them. Each one of them took an oath that Rav had taught what

he claimed to have heard from him. When they returned to Rav he informed them which one was right.

His disappointed colleague turned to Rav and asked: “Does this mean that | was guilty of taking a false

oath?”

“No,” Rav reassured him, “for your memory deceived you into believing that | had made the statement

you reported. You were therefore not considered the man who is responsible for seeking atonement for

a false oath taken because of a lack of awareness.”
In similar fashion, if one takes an oath that he ate something because that is what his memory told him and it turns
out that he did not eat it he will not have to bring a sacrifice. But if he says, “I know | did not eat it and that it is
forbidden to take an oath that | ate it but | am not aware of whether there is an obligation to bring a sacrifice for such
a violation” — this is a case when he is considered a man who sinned with full knowledge of the circumstances but as
a result of a lack of awareness of the gravity of the sin, and such an oath-taker must bring a sin-offering as an
atonement.

Shavuos 26a-b

When Words Count as Action

“You shall not take the Name
of Hashem your G-d in vain,”

reads the Third commandment,

“for Hashem will not absolve one
who takes His Name In vain.”

The stress on Hashem not absolving one who takes a false oath leads Rabbi Shimon bar Yochai to deduce that only
the Heavenly Court offers no absolution, while the human court does offer him absolution through the atonement of
lashes. This leads to the conclusion that taking a false oath is punishable by lashes, an exception to the general rule

that lashes are never given when there is no action beyond mere speech.
Shavuos 21a

©1995 Ohr Somayach International - All rights reserved. Dedication opportunities are available for The Weekly Daf — Please contact us for details.
The Weekly Dafis - World Wide Web: Our address is http://www.jerl.co.il/orgs/ohr/intro.html E-Mail via InterNet. To subscribe, send the message
available from . Fax and Regular Mail within Israel. Just send us a note requesting a subscription. "sub dafyomi {your name}" to listproc@jer1.co.il
several sources: . The Jerusalem1 Gopher (gopher.jerl.co.il). Compuserve’s Religion Forum.
This publication contains words of Torah. Please treat it with due respect. Do not let this land on a garbage heap. Production Design: Lev Seltzer (IJO

Issue #84 - Shavuos 21-27 For the week of 18-24 Elul 5755 / 13-19 Sept. 1995




