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Intro

Today we will 7”va learn 3”5 q7 of RY*X1 X312 NON
Some of the topics we will learn about include. Dﬂ.r’l, ’1w},n ]D’D
A continuation of the Machlokes regarding

o17Y WYn O

If a person finds a lost item that does have a j»°© but was
found in a public area where the y>’© was bound to be

trampled on, is this a valid j1»’© or not? ]’531Rn I’)’ ],-p :}’D ]’R

The Machlokes of

PO HY PPV PR

Whether a person obligated to pick up food lying on the
ground?

The Machlokes of I’b’ND N:n ]D’D

PYRD R PO
A 1m0 that can possibly come about on its own, is this a
valid 0 or not?

o T P DTN HPpwN

The item’s weight, size or amount is considered a valid
17370‘ ]D’D ’1n

Regarding

Wwabw mynn

Ifa person finds a piece of meat, if

WT ROPWNI

The piece was of a standard size or weight, the Spwn is not
avalid y>o, but if

W PRT ROPOD

The piece was of a unique size or weight, the bpwnis a
valid j»o.

W2 YW NMOYNN

o 1> nn

If the owner identifies the limb that the meat comes from,
itis not a valid y>o.

However

RpPOO1 RIDO

If the owner identified that the meat was shaped in a
unique way, it is a valid j»o.

MW7 ROPWN2

NPV mya0
Recognizing something generally, without a specific j°0;
asin
MYOR 12 YW '27's Halachah
NOIR 535
912 27N PR
As the Gemara explains
PYR INY2Y ROV DWIN 05
oI YT

' If a person finds a brand new utensil that the owner was N’DD : R JD’D
not yet familiar with, and has no »'o, even if a Talmid I
Chacham claims that he recognizes it as his own, the
finder does not return it to him, because he could not
possibly recognize it and he’s probably mistaken.

NO1A NI NN

)
Yecheskel .
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. However

YR InYaY
T op
If it was a used item, and the Talmid Chacham was

familiar with it ’)’ )’7
R17Y MYV
If the Talmid Chacham claims he recognizes it, the finder

must return it to him, even though it has no 11’0, because a
Talmid Chacham is trusted to say only the absolute truth.

RYTNDIX 9

12270 RN

DOWTN 0O
® YN NP2V ROW
190 N2 MOT
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So let's review ...

The Gemara in the previous Daf discussed a Machlokes
137 and X171 regarding

o775 WYA O

Ifa person finds a lost item that does have a j1»°, but was
found in an area where people are bound to trample on it
and ruin the »°0;

737 says

0 MRS

It is not a valid o and the finder may keep it, because the
owner was WRn since he assumes that the >0 will be
ruined.

While R27 says

o

It is a valid p>o and the finder must return it, because the
owner was not WX, since the item does have a j»o.

The Gemara now asks whether the X217 723 np1>mn is
actually the 7T *27 X Rin N5 in our Mishnah
regarding

1927°50p K3

oM Yw M3

Ifa person found pressed figs, loaves of a baker, or other
general food items in a public area;

The xnp Rin holds

1w YR 17, because they are all identical and have no 11>0;
And 7 27 holds

VIR VWY 5

P2 270

If any of these items has an unusual feature, the finder
must return it to its owner, because the "»w is considered a
0. For example,

©I119I02) DY R¥D

mMY» 121N31 713

Ifhe found pressed figs with a piece of shard inside, or a
loaf with money inside;

The Gemara says

970 KPP RINT 5500

HW ORI

This implies that the Tanna Kamma disagrees and holds
that even though the item has an unusual feature the finder
may keep it.

DafHachaim.org

D7 NVYN ND

If aperson finds a lost item that does have a »p,
but was found in an area
where people are bound to trample on it
and ruin thepp;

DAY
1770 NN XY
The finder may keep it,
because the owner was

1970 NN
The finder must return it,
because the owner was not
wNnp, since the item WR"P since he assumes
does have ap. that the oo will be ruined.

\_/Y\/

/)/')/J//
NTIN? 727 - RDP RIN

M2 ONp NYK
M 5% M9

QNS

D3/’ PI AP ,9/)
NPW 12 WOV HO 1YW 1HR N
7509 2N Because they are all

If any of these items identical

has an unusual feature, and have no pp

the finder must return it, because
thenyw is considered a o p.

IR0 NP ,&’Jj)? @/
/ﬁ /é 72

s
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The Gemara, according to the first version, initially
assumes as follows;

All agree that both

PYRY R O

lskeRan]

A o that can possibly come about on its own, such as
o3 and My, is a valid 11’0, and the owner is not WR»n.
And

POIRA LY PPavD

A person is not obligated to pick up food lying on the
ground, and therefore the j»°0 on the food was expected to
be trampled upon.

And the Machlokes is merely regarding

©I7% "WYn 101

Whether a o that is bound to be trampled upon, is a
valid >’ or not;

The xnp Rin holds

DY ISR M7

Because he holds like 129

OIS WYR D

PO MRS

Since these food items are expected to be trampled, it is
not a valid j»°0, and therefore the owner was WX,

While 77 °21 holds

2 270

Because he holds as X219

OIS WYR D

0N

Even though the 10 was expected to be trampled it is still
avalid >0, and therefore the owner was not wR»»

However the Gemara says that this cannot be so, because
the next Mishnah rules

77172 20 Hva Sw Mo

P12 2N

Ifthe loaves of a private person were found in a public
area, he must return it to its owner. Apparently, because
the loaf’s appearance is considered a valid j»>’o; and if the
Tanna Kamma was to hold both

OIS WYR D

0 NIRY

And

PRI SY PIYD

Then even ma15v2 Sw m25 need not be returned because
the o would be trampled on?

DafHachaim.org

/fccor/m?/ ty the [,&m‘ version

All agree..
PIIRND R2N N0
1970 NN
A that can possibly
come about on its own,
such as pn and mn,

is avalid b, and the
owner is not wNmp.

%Y P2Yn
190IRN

A person is not obligated
to pick up food lying on the
ground, and therefore the jpp
on the food was expected
to be trampled upon.

The Machlokes is regarding
D7) NWVWYN N2
Whether ap»p that is bound to be trampled upon,
is a valid jp'p or not;
D3/’ ) AP £
79900 2N 1YW YR N
Because he holds as 81 Because he holds like n23
DYTD MwYh )oD DYT'D MWV )O'D
2D NN ]2’D 1N R
Even though the»p was Since these food items are
expected to be trampled it is expected to be trampled
still a valid po'p, and therefore it is not a valid jop, therefore
the owner was not wrnmp the owner was wNmp.

2

97092 N°20 Yya Y» MIdd
00 2N

If loaves of a private person were found in a public areaq,
he must return it to its owner.

Apparently,
because the loaf’s appearance is considered a valid p';

And if the Tanna Kamma was to hold both
19770 M0 XY OITH NWYN PO
And
12918 HY 1P2YN

Then even m2an bva bw oo need not be returned
because the p»p would be trampled on?
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Therefore, we must say that

9"772 m20 5v2 S Mmoo

P2 2N

Because the xnp x1n holds one of the following;
According to X219, the X»p Xin holds

oI WYR O

100

And then he may even hold

POIRA Y PYavn

And the >0 that was expected to be trampled on is a valid
io. Therefore,

77172 20 HYa bw Mmoo

I 2°N

OR, according to 121 the X»p R holds

OIS WYR D

O MINRS

And then he must hold

PRI DY PPV PR

And since the 10 is not expected to be trampled on, itis a
valid y>0. Therefore,

"7 m20 5v2 S mId

[apieiia!

And the Machlokes regarding oinni bw mnda is as follows
PR R 1’02

If it was a »0 that can possibly come about on its own, is
this a valid >’ or not?

The x>y Rin holds

W IR M

Because

PR KA YO

0 NIRY

We assume that the owner did not create the >0, There-
fore, he was wx»n

While 777 21 holds

IS 27N

Because

PHRD KA Y0

[l=keRan]

We assume that the owner did create the 1>°0. Therefore,
he was not wr»n.

However, the X»p Nin agrees regarding

a7 525w Mmoo

975 27°M

Because there the owner did create the j1»°0, the actual
loaf;

Dedicated By:
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97192 N°an YYa Yw Mo
7509 2N

Because the nop Ran holds one of the following;

According ty 99 According to £,
the inp o holdy the: xp o holdly
DT NVYN N0 DIT NVYN N0
1970 NN KRY 1970 NN
And then he must hold And then he may even hold
P52IND by pyawp pN 521NN Sy py2wH
And sincethejprpisnot  And the b that is expected to

expected to be trampled on,  be trampled on is a valid p»p.
it is a valid p»p.

97072 N"an Y2 Yw M

700Y 2N

A
NN 5w mMIdd
PYIRN RN N202
Ifitwas a)yop that can possibly come about on its own,
is this a valid jo'p or not?

AP L
YW 1HR "N
Because
PDIND N2 D
DD NN RS
We assume that the owner
did not create the jo'p.
Therefore, he was wNm.

DE/DENY

1900% 2N
Because
PR N2D )OD
0D NN
We assume that the owner
did create the . Therefore,
he was not wNmp.
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The Gemara continues:

R2J777DWN 72T 17 says

RNTIRT KD

O 1701 1Y M IRT D

rn D wRD

The general rule for n7ax is that if the owner stated “Woe
is to my loss,” this is considered wix’ and the item
becomes 1o, ownerless.

R197;77HWn 721 27 also says

D277 MWwI1 M3 RNOSA

012 PRY 1272

W IR

If a person finds bundles that have no j»>’© in a public area,
he may keep it.

TN MY

If he finds them in a private area, it depends:

1203 777 °R

W HR N

If it seems that the item fell from its owner accidentally,
the finder may keep it, because it has no »°0, and the opn,
the location is not a 2o either as he does not know where
it fell.

iR RN

7911 SoN

If it seems that the item was placed there intentionally, the
finder must return it, because the oip» is considered a o
as he does know where he put it.

However,

oYY T2 YIR

TN MWIL RIW R 371721 RIW RS

nMIn I P >0 7T

Ifthe bundles did have a j»°0, then regardless of whether it
was in a public or private area, and regardless of whether
it fell or was put there

abnblaty

He must return the item to its owner, because it does have
apyo.

Dedicated By:
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£PI7 DM 75 )
RNTIART XY
D PIONY 1Y M MRT N
PN N VXM
The general rule for nTan is that if the owner stated

“Woe is to my loss,” this is considered vz
and the item becomes 3on, ownerless.

£PI7 DM 75 )
0290 MWYI2 M>O*D RNOON
P70 12 PRW 7272
1YW 1HR N

If a person finds bundles that have no jo'p
in a public area, he may keep it.
7NN MY

If he finds them in a private area, it depends:

NN 77 R N9"91 117 R
79751, YV 1YW YR "IN

Ifit seems that theitemwas  Ifit seems that the item fell
placed there intentionally, from its owner accidentally,
the finder must return it, the finder may keep it,
because the pipm because it has no o,
is considered ajop as he does  and the location is not a p»p
know where he put it. either as he does not know
where it fell.

19°0 12 WW 7272 YR
TN MYI2 RIW X 97072 RIW RY
NN 777 121 1901 T P2
Ifthe bundles did have a o,

then regardless of whether it was in a public or private areaq,
and regardless of whether it fell or was put there

750 2N

He must return the item to its owner,
because it does have ao'p.
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The Gemara asks

0 7 P3N DWW 290 71700 W3

O NIRY IR

If a person found a lost item that has a specific amount;
Is the pan considered a 11’0 or not?

The Gemara brings a proof from a Braisa.

™M 53921 73R Hw 1700 NI 91 90 5 3D

If a person found utensils made of silver, copper, lead or
other metals;

P RD

PIOPYN PPV TV IR IR W TY

He may not return it unless the owner provides him with a
170, or the item’s weight.

120 1 Spwn TN

70 701 PIN T

If the item’s weight is considered a 1120, then its size or
amount is also considered a j»°o.

The Gemara explains that regarding

WwaSw mynn

If a person finds a piece of meat; if

T RPWUNI

The piece was of a standard size or weight, the Spwn is not
avalid o, but if

W PRT ROPWD

The piece was of a unique size or weight, the Spwnis a
valid j»o.

Regarding

191 121N

If the owner identifies the limb that the meat comes from,
itis not a valid 0. However

RPOO1 RIN'D

If the owner identified that the meat was shaped in a
unique way, it is a valid p>o.

DafHachaim.org

P I DYN 1Y
1970 1N &Y IR P20 NN PIn
If a person found a lost item that has a specific amount;
Is the pan considered aop or not?

@1/7,)
v

YW 117V NWINI Y901 DD 9D R¥N
mMON» 1 HI1 AR

If a person found utensils
made of silver, copper, lead or other metals;

PN XY AT N
PMYPON PIDW TY IR MR OV TY
He may not return it unless the owner provides him
with ajop, or the item’s weight.

v

DD NN SpWHTH)
JDID NN I PIVI NTH

W2 YW MONN

If a person finds a piece of meat..

RYPWN RY%pPWN2
W PRT MW7
The piece was of a unique  The piece was of a standard

size or weight, size or weight,
the 5pwn is a valid pp. the 5pwn is not a valid jp'p

Regarding
NDI1A NN

If the owner identifies the limb the meat comes from
itis not a valid pop.

However

R[POD] RINO
Ifthe meat was shaped in a unique way,
it is a valid pop.
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‘ The previous Mishnah mentions
MIOR 12 PYPW 17 says
mm: 353 Wé 1 il )
1972 10 PR
As the Gemara explains ?’ﬁ::'h M }"& NYIDIN "7: 5:
Y INYaAw ROw owIn 05
0 M T Y/ e //))/,3! 73 y 24, /ofé

The Mishnah refers to a brand new utensil that the owner
was not yet familiar with, and has no 1’0, and the
Halachah applies to the 5> of a

////a IDP_N/F
New utensil that the owner was not W with,

13279 3713, a Talmid Chacham; and has no po,

RPY My av3, if he recognizes it, even without a j»'o;

Therefore, )

YR VIR the 5> of a2 82w - a Talmid Chacham
Y D N2D MY

Ifit was a used item, and the Talmid Chacham was if he recognizes it, even without a jop;
familiar with it :

7O

If the Talmid Chacham claims he recognizes it, the finder
must return it to him, even though it has no y>'o, because a
Talmid Chacham is trusted to say only the absolute truth.

VN JHVIY RO PV NIV
M PO PR 2D Dp

If it was brand new, Ifit was a used item,
and the Talmid Chacham and the Talmid Chacham
was not familiar with it was familiar with it

. not familiar with it yet; ﬂ’b )J’TI'T))D N b n’b ])’777))9

PYI YW K>
AT O RS
Ifit was a brand new item, and the Talmid Chacham was

5 T RS T} : .
. . . L he finder does not return it . retur
Even if the Talmid Chacham claims he recognizes it, the The finder must return it

finder does not return it to him, because he could not to him, because he could not even though it has no o,
possibly recognize it and he’s probably mistaken. possibly recognizeitand he’s  because a Talmid Chacham

probably mistaken. is trusted to say only truth.
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