
  והאמרת מיא מרזה מכה הני מילי היכא דאיכא מכה אבל היכא דליכא
מכה מיצמת צמית

E arlier, the Gemara had stated that water causes a wound to 
deteriorate and become worse, thus causing it to be unable to heal. 
The Gemara on our daf states that water causes the body to shrivel 
and contract so that it will be recognizable even after several days. 

The Gemara formally contrasts these two remarks, and it resolves them by 
pointing out that if there is a wound, the water makes it worse. If the body 
is intact, the water will somewhat preserve its appearance until the body is 
removed from the water.

Chazon Ish (27:10) and others write that the Rishonim hold that if there 
is a wound on the body, water causes the appearance of the entire body to 
change. Mordechai, however, understands that Rabbeinu Tam holds that the 
face does not become distorted in water. He holds that the water does cause 
the person to be more susceptible to dying quicker when there is a wound, 
but the face will still be recognizable. The Derisha and Taz hold that if the 
wound is near the face, then the water will cause the wound to deteriorate 
and change the appearance of the face. If the wound is elsewhere on the 
body, the face will remain relatively intact.

Rashba notes that Rif rules that when a body is recovered from the water 
it can only be positively identified if it is seen relatively soon. However, if an 
hour or so passes, the body quickly deteriorates, and it cannot be recognized. 
This is derived from our Gemara which states that the body must be seen 
within moments of its recovery. However, the body bloats after a short delay. 
Rambam (Hilchos Geirushin 13:22) seems to allow even a delay of up to 
twelve hours.

דף של ספינה נזדמן לי

When Rav Meir Shapira of Lublin, zt”l, was 
a young man, he wanted the concept of 
universal daf yomi study to be warmly 
accepted at the upcoming first Kenesiah 

HaGedolah of World Agudath Israel. After much 
consideration, he felt that the best chance for the idea to 
truly take hold was for the venerable Chofetz Chaim, zt”l 
to present this to the multitudes at the convention. If the 
Gadol Hador were to speak on the program’s behalf, surely 
this would have the greatest possible impact!

When Rav Meir went to see the Chofetz Chaim about 
this however, the Gadol refused, “Oh no! You are the one to 
present this before the many attendees of the convention. 
I only ask that you come twenty-five minutes late to the 
assembly.”

Rav Meir didn’t really understand why he should arrive 
late, but he was determined to follow the instruction of the 
Gadol Hador regardless.

When the day of the kenesiah came, Rav Meir made 
sure to appear twenty-five minutes late as requested. The 
place was jam-packed and as the Chofetz Chaim noticed 
Rav Meir enter, he stood up for him. When the rest of the 
Gedolim in attendance saw this they immediately followed 
suit. Soon, the entire assembly was standing in Rav Meir’s 
honor.

When Rav Meir spoke about the Daf Yomi program, he 
had everyone’s undivided attention. He said, “In Yevamos 
121a we find that Rabban Gamliel was distressed when he 
saw Rabbi Akiva’s boat sink at sea. When he got to dry land 
he was pleasantly surprised to find Rabbi Akiva learning. 
When he asked how he survived, Rabbi Akiva explained, ‘I 
found a daf (literally a board) of the ship and grabbed on 
to it. Every time a wave came, I bent my head and the wave 
passed over me and was gone.”

The Gadol explained, “The daf of Yevamos 121a can be 
explained metaphorically to mean the Daf Gemara, truly 
a lifeline extended to every Jew! Learning the Daf will 
save us from dangerous waves which threaten to engulf 
us physically and spiritually. This daf of Gemara will rescue 
every Jew from the waves of spiritual trials and ensure that 
he remains connected to Torah no matter what storm he 
weathers! דף נזדמן לי ונצלתי—a daf came my way, and I 
was saved!’

PARSHA CONNECTION
In this week’s daf the Gemara discusses a case of a man who drowned 
in מים שאין להם סוף, a body of water whose boundaries are not visible 
from the vantage point of the witness. Since it’s possible that he swam to 
safety without us seeing him emerge, his wife cannot remarry. This doubt 
or ספק is especially painful because the wife is an עגונה. A ספק is also the 
 עמלק i.e., 240. The commentaries explain that ,עמלק of the word גמטריא
wanted to introduce doubt to כלל ישראל, and this is why they must be 
eliminated, more so than any other nation. The Torah in פרק י״ז פסוק יד 
 as ,מחיית עמלק regardingמשה רבינו told הקב״ה writes that פרשת בשלח
follows: כתוב זאת בספר ושים באוזני יהושע, if it’s written in the תורה why 
does he have to verbally tell יהושע? The Vilna Gaon offers a beautiful in-
sight: at the time of דוד המלך the king sent יואב בן צרויה to kill out עמלק, 
when דוד found out that only the males were killed he asked יואב why he 
didn’t kill out everybody יואב responded that he was taught the we should 
kill זכר עמלק meaning the males, as opposed to the memory of עמלק. 
Since there are no נקודות in the ספר תורה, which led to this mistake, משה 
was told that he should put the proper pronunciation in יהושעs ear!
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תנו רבנן נפל לתוך כבשן האש מעידין עליו

T he Gemara explains that if a man fell into a furnace, we can testify 
that he surely died.  However, the Yerushalmi (Perek16, Halacha 3) 
explains that if a man fell into a fire one cannot testify that he died 
because maybe a miracle happened

It seems to be a סתירה (contradiction) between the Bavli (which holds 
that one can testify concerning a person’s death where he fell into fire) 
and the Yerushalmi (that one cannot testify to the death in such a case).

The Bach (שו”ת סי’ עב) writes that there is no disagreement. The Bavli 
is referring to a furnace that is very deep and there is no way to get 
out whereas the Yerushalmi is discussing a case where a person faell 
into a fire that is not so deep and it is possible to survive (and therefore 
one cannot testify that the person certainly died since perhaps a Nes 
happened and the person survived).

The Etzai Arazim (ס”ק קכג) explains that when the Yerushalmi says 
that we suspect that perhaps a miracle occured it is only referring to 
miracles that are within nature even though the odds are almost nil. 

There is a great lesson to be learned from this Yerushalmi. It is very 
easy to give up hope and stop davening when a situation is not the 
way we would want it to be. We learn from this Yerushalmi that where 
something is naturally possible even if not likely we always have to leave 
hope that a miracle can occur.  This is true even in a situation in which 
change is almost impossible, a person should continue to daven and 
try to change the situation.  Yeshuas Hashem Keheref Ayin. We live in a 
world of Nisim.

POINT TO PONDER
The Gemara says that שמואל said about רב the פסוק of  

 שילא because he was saved from being ,”לא יאונה לצדיק כל און״
 who ruled ,רב שילא How about what happened to .מנדה רב
incorrectly? Wasn’t he a צדיק as well?
Response to last week’s Point to Ponder:

What is the דין if it’s a ספק whether the deceased died within the 
past three days, may testify based on facial signs?

The רשב״א writes that the din in this case is a ספק, on one hand 
we can say that it’s a ספק דאוריתא and therefore we should be 
 On the other hand, since they recognize him and it’s only a .מחמיר
 that he may have changed over three days, we can be חשש דרבנן
lenient, when it’s not definitely over three days. 

A Natural 
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ובעובד כוכבים אם היה מתכוין אין עדותו עדות
And concerning an idolater, if he intended to testify his 
testimony is not accepted 

Rambam1 rules like the Mishnah that a non-Jew 
is believed when he relates that a Jew died only 
if the information is transmitted in innocence 
 Furthermore, Rambam writes .(מסיח לפי תומו)

that if a government official relates that they executed a 
Jew he is not believed since idolaters have a tendency 
to lie about these matters to enhance their reputation 
in order to instill fear. Poskim discuss whether Rambam’s 
ruling applies when there are government documents 
that indicate that a person died. The rationale behind this 
assertion is that one could draw a distinction between 
simply making a false assertion that the government 
executed someone and putting in the effort of drawing 
up false documentation that a person is dead.

For example, Teshuvas Dvar Avrohom2 addressed a 
case of a Jew who was tried and convicted of a capital 
crime. A Jew was present at the time the judgment was 
pronounced and the next day the newspaper reported 
that this person was executed by the government. Dvar 
Avrohom wrote that the concern about government 
officials lying is not so applicable to our organized 
governments since they do not build their reputation 
by executing people. Additionally, he cites others who 
distinguish between merely stating that a person died 
and actual documentation to that effect.

Teshuvas Beis Efraim3, on the other hand, takes 
a different line of reasoning. An agunah obtained 
government documents that her husband who had 
been serving in the army died in a hospital somewhere 
far away. Beis Efraim hesitated to rely on this information 
because the government does have an ulterior motive to 
lie. It is embarrassing for the government to document 
the number of soldiers who ran away from the army. 
Therefore, in order to conceal the number of soldiers 
that actually fled, the government would prefer to lie and 
claim that soldiers died. In conclusion he writes that any 
time there is a reason or incentive for the government to 
lie about a person’s death they are not believed even if 
their claim is documented.
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 1. רמב״ם פי״ב מהל׳ גירושין הט״ז
  2. רמב״ם פי״ג מהלל׳ כגירושין הי״ג

 3. שו״ת דבר אברהם ח״ג סי׳ ט״ו
4. שו״ת בית אפרים סי׳ ל״א


