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1) The number of exams (cont.)

Rav and R’ Chanina disagree about the status of one
who performed exams on day one and eight but did not
perform any exams in between.

Rav’s position that this case is the same as the case in
the Mishnah is unsuccessfully challenged.

Rav issues a ruling related to a niddah counting seven
clean days.

Being that a niddah does not count seven clean days
the Gemara explains that Rav was referring to a zavah and
the ruling is that if she stops bleeding on the third day and
performs an exam, that day may count as one of her seven
clean days.

This understanding is also questioned and the Gemara
finally arrives at the correct explanation and identifies the
novelty of Rav’s ruling.

Rav’s ruling is unsuccessfully challenged.

The Gemara proves that according to Rabanan it is un-
necessary for a woman to count clean days “in our pres-
ence.”

Rava challenges the ruling in the Baraisa and the Ge-
mara emends the Baraisa.

Additional discussion related to the Baraisa is recorded
until the Gemara finishes its proof that according to Ra-
banan it is unnecessary for a woman to count clean days “in
our presence.”

REVIEW

1. How do we differ from the Cutheans as far as counting
seven clean days?

(Continued on page 2)

2. What is the meaning of the phrase 395 190!

3. When does a corpse stop conveying tum’ah through car-
rying!

4. What is an XDOD jaN?
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The Gemara established that the seven clean days which
a woman must count do not have to be counted in a man-
ner where we have definite knowledge of their each being
clean. This is why Rav holds that the seven clean days are
valid even if the woman did not perform an examination
until the seventh day. The Gemara then shows that Rav
holds according to Rabbanan who argue with R’ Akiva, and
they do not require that the counting of a woman’s seven
clean days all be done in a demonstratively evident way.

In order to further show that the Rabbanan disagree
with R’ Akiva, the Gemara brings a Baraisa of a woman
who was forgetful and reports to us that she saw one un-
clean day, but she does not know when it was. In this case,
she must immerse nine times to clarify any doubts. If she
reports that she saw one unclean episode during twilight,
but she has no recollection of when it was, she must im-
merse eleven times. But, if she says that she did not experi-
ence any discharge at all she must immerse fifteen times.
Although this ruling is counterintuitive, the Gemara pro-
ceeds to explain it adequately.

Rava expressed surprise regarding the ruling of this
Baraisa, and he compared it to an incident which took
place at a location named Galachi, which is near Sedom.
The rule was that someone who owned cattle was required
to graze the herd of the city for one day. Someone who did
not own any cattle had to graze the animals for two days.
Once, a young orphan was forced to graze the cattle for two
days, and, instead, he slaughtered the animals under his
care. When the owners came, he said that anyone who
owned one ox could take one hide, but those who did not
When the people com-
plained of his nonsensical response, he told them that he

own any could take two hides.

was responding to their original law which was equally ab-
surd.

Yad Ramah (Sanhedrin 109a) explains that there was
some logic to the city’s law, albeit misguided and sinister.
A person who did not own any cattle did not spend time
caring for animals, so it was assumed that he had more
time on his hands, and he could therefore graze the animals
for two days. This was cruel logic, because someone who
was guarding his own animals would not lose any time if he
would guard other animals together with his own. Some-
one who had no animals and was forced to guard for others
only lost his own time for no gain of his own. H
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A woman who decided that she was no longer counting
her seven clean days
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We require verification at the beginning and at the end

t happened once that a woman began to count her seven
clean days and performed the necessary exams on the first
day. The next day her husband went out of town with the
intent to be gone for half a year. Since he wasn’t returning
his wife decided that she was no longer going to count seven
clean days. After a few days the husband returned since his
plans did not go as anticipated. The question that arose was
whether the days that had already transpired when she did
not expect her husband to be returning could be counted
towards her seven clean days. Teshuvas Oneg Yom Tov' re-
sponded that in his opinion she is credited with those days
even though she had mentally decided that she was no long-
er counting seven clean days. He bases his opinion on our
Gemara that teaches that even if a woman performs an exam
on the first and last day of the seven clean days it is suffi-
cient. Although this incident is worse in that she was no
longer paying attention to be clean since she did not antici-
pate immersing anytime soon, nevertheless, since she did
not see any blood during these days she may include them in
her seven clean days.

Teshuvas Me’il Tzedaka® disagrees and maintains that
once a woman decides that she is no longer counting seven
clean days she has broken her count and is required to restart

(Overview...continued from page 1)

R’ Acha rejects this proof in favor of another reading
of the Baraisa.

R’ Acha’s reading of the Baraisa is unsuccessfully chal-
lenged.
2) MISHNAH: The Mishnah discusses tum’ah transmit-
ted by carrying and then records a dispute whether women
who die are treated as niddos.
3) Clarifying the Mishnah

The Gemara explains that the Mishnah’s reference to
Nwnrefers to the XnDOM AN,

A Baraisa teaches when the corpse of a zav no longer
transmits tum’ah of XPDN AN,

Rebbi explains why a non-Jew who dies does not trans-
mit tum’ah of carrying.
4) Inquiries of the men of Alexandria

A Baraisa relates that the men of Alexandria asked R’
Yehoshua ben Chananya twelve things.

Two of the inquiries that related to matters of wisdom
are recorded. W

from day one. Shevet Halevi’ explains that the seven clean
days require an examination and counting. Although per-
forming an exam on day one and seven is sufficient for the
obligation to perform exams, it is not sufficient for the re-
quirement to count seven days. Once a woman makes the
decision in her mind that she is no longer counting her sev-
en days she has lost the continuity of counting for seven con-

secutive days and that is why she must restart her count. W
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C; e find on today’s daf that the

people of Alexandria asked Rabbi Ye-
hoshua three questions regarding derech
eretz. The code of proper behavior in
different circumstances is a very broad
subject and is easily misunderstood. For
example, what could be wrong with
speaking in learning in an excited tone
of voice!

Rabbi Nosson Tzvi Finkel, zt”l, the
famous Alter of Slobodka, warned that

if, when people speak in learning in a
very loud tone of voice they disturb oth-
ers, they are guilty of stealing.

When one person heard this, he
couldn’t believe it. "But every word they
speak fulfills the Torah commandment
of learning Torah?!"

"Diamonds are also precious," retort-
ed the Alter. "But that does not mean
one may throw diamonds on another
person’s head!"!

Once, a student of Rav Shlomo Zal-
man Auerbach zt”l came to visit his reb-
bi at home on Pesach. When Rav Shlo-
mo Zalman offered his visitor a glass of
wine, the student refused. He said, “Our
family’s minhag is never to eat at any-

one’s house on Pesach,” he explained.
Rav Shlomo Zalman countered,
“You have to admit, though, that you
don’t make your own wine at home any-
more the way it used to be done; you buy
your wine from the store just as I do. So
even if your family did follow this cus-
tom and were even makpidim about
something like wine, one should never-
theless act with discretion and derech
eretz and not refuse a gesture of hospital-
ity so bluntly. And all the more so, when
you are my student and I am your rebbi—
how could one possibly think that such

behavior is proper!!”*
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