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Intro

Today we will 7”v1a learn "5 97 of X8 X321 nOOH
Some of the topics we will learn about include.

The Pasuk specifies four lost items;
MV, an 0x;

7w, a sheep;

on, a donkey;

1o1W, a garment;

The Gemara explains

i

1201 M5 12°0RT

Even if he finds a cheap item such as an ox’s tail, the
finder must return it to the owner.

NN

AIINIT 3101 NN 190RT

If there was a saddle with a 112’0, on a donkey with no 10,
if someone claims both and gives only a 1130 for the
saddle, the donkey is also returned to him.

oPw

V2N 5w [hlakioRy n VLY

The obligation for n7°a8 nawn applies only to an item that
is similar to a 75nW, a garment, in that it usually has a >0,
an identifying mark, and it has an owner, as a garment is
man- made.

The Machlokes in a Braisa regarding the source for the
Halachah of

10199 72 PRY A7TIR

Nvo

There is no obligation to return a lost item worth less than
one 1vIo.

The question of

P27 IR ROVIIRT PIYO

Is a general 11>’o considered valid proof to claim a lost
item, R NRT, or only 132777
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. D302 TR O} NTIRD 7PD RPOI
The distinction lies in whether a 5w, a messenger, can
use a 1’0 to identify a lost divorce document that was
meant to be delivered to someone’s wife.
This is a Rn»IR7T issue, because if this is not the lost Gett
and it was not written rnw5, for this woman,

387}1117; ]i}sbnn(::jiivorced, and remains a v’X NWR who is nw N UJ ’.I1Tn RIJ
forbidden to remarry. n ) J D’ D :

If we say

RNPIIRT PIDO

3T

It is a valid >0 even regarding the Issur wR NwR.
However, if we say

13277 IO

IR

Then it is a valid j»°© only for a 772 that is i», because
P97 7"2 9pon, the 13137 have complete control of all
property.

However, it is not a valid >°o regarding the Issur wx nwx
which is Rn7IIRTH.

RPNV Y PTYN

The Machlokes regarding

ROWA 5V PTYD

Whether 07 can testify for a woman, that her husband
. died and she may remarry, based on a wart on a dead

man’s body.
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So let's review ...

The Mishnah discusses the Pasuk of 7728 nawn
W ONTI PV DR IR PR N DR RN RS’
WINHWH TWYN 191 1IBN% TwYn 1Y

TR NTAR YD YN 1)

The Pasuk first specifies four lost items;
MY, an ox;

v, a sheep;

on, a donkey;

mopW, a garment;

And then the Pasuk generalizes

TAR NTAR Y2, all lost items;

Zugt Di Mishnah:

R 525501 "R nonwn R

97 905 7POR WRRY IR 7N

Why does the Pasuk need to specify monw?

It was already included in 7rR n7ar 552

Therefore the Mishnah explains n5nw is superfluous to
teach

DT AW 0

PYIN I W PO MWW

717598

DYINH W PIYDII VW

P2 2N

The obligation of 77°ax nawn applies only to an item that
is similar to a m5»w, a garment, which usually has a 1’0, an
identifying mark, and it has an owner, since a garment is
man- made. And as Rashi explains

WRIDT M IPVTTITD N5

This excludes an item for which the owner was certainly
wr»n and has no owner because it became o,
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The obligation of nTan nawn applies only to an item

that is similar to n>nw, a garment, which usually has a o,
and it has an owner, since a garment is man- made.

And as Rashi explainy
EONHT7 D3 1PVT7I7 97 DN
Thiys exicludes an item whick the owner was cermm%/ G

and hay no owner because it became yo>.
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The Gemara discusses the reasons the other three items
are mentioned in the Pasuk:

1.

NN

The word "1 is superfluous to teach

AN IO MO 1PORT

If there was a saddle with a 112’0, on a donkey with no 110,
and someone claims both and gives a >’ only for the
saddle, the donkey is also returned to him. However, from
the word n5»w alone we would have said

1OMT IO

A mois accepted only for the actual item that it is in, such
as the 1>’ of a garment, but not for another related item.

2.

N

The word 77w teaches

13 DY 1ORT

Even ifhe finds a cheap item such as an ox’s tail, the finder
must return it to the owner.

Dedicated By:
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4 @ Thewordmnnis superfluous

|

to teach
TN 199DRT
OIRN N0

Ifthere was a saddle with a»p, on a donkey with no jpp,
and someone claims both and gives ap»p only for the saddle,
the donkey is also returned to him.

However, from the word nbnw alone we would have said

N91T PIPD2
A is accepted only for the actual item that it is in,
such as the»p of a garment,
but not for another related item.

Prie i T o ' SR
v nn

1227 N7 197DRT

Even if he finds a cheap item such as an ox’s tail,
the finder must return it to the owner.
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The Gemara initially says that the word nw teaches
IS !
Even if he finds a cheap item such as a sheep’s wool, the PR ﬂN 7N
finder must return it to the owner. W { v
Howev::r, the Gemara asks 'I’n]t’)b
1:';::;‘53_[1;5(;? T RIOMY 35 Even if he finds a cheap item such as a sheep’s wool,
The Pasuk needed only to mention 1w but not 7w as a tail the ﬁnder must return it to the owner.
is cheaper than wool, and even so he is obligated to return
it Ps
Therefore, the Gemara concludes MNY XRIPNI :u.lbb.'

T 27 2T Won
RWP 97179275 ITART W)

The word nw is indeed apparently superfluous. 1’]'“(’3" RV RU S]]
"""""" The Pasuk needed only to mention w but not nw

as a tail is cheaper than wool,
and even so he is obligated to return it?

1227 NTY 19DRT

\ 4

® NTIN? 2299 MAT ION
990N M2TY NTIART W
ROWP

The word nw is indeed apparently superfluous.

A
eskel .
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The Gemara cites a Machlokes in a Braisa regarding the
source for the Halachah of

70179 72 PRV 772AR

Rileh)

There is no obligation to return a lost item worth less than
one v,

The Pasuk reads
PORIMI IND TARD TUR

The x»p xin says the source is in the words

TARD TOR

The item must be considered a loss to its owner;

0TI MW 172 PRW 7TIARD VI

This excludes an item worth less than one 7179, since it’s
not a loss to its owner.

1M *17 says the source is in the word

INRXM)

The item must be considered a gain to the finder;

7OMIO MW 72 PRY 777IRD VIO

This excludes an item worth less than one 7v119, since it's
not a gain to the finder.

»IN says

WPPARIR PUNT MYDWUD

TARD FORD 7D NP1

ANRIIN T RpOI M

There is no actual Halachic difference between the Rin
Rpp and 77 °27; they merely disagree in which word is
the source for this Halachah.

Dedicated By:
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NOVIID Na PPRY NT2aR
MOD

There is no obligation to return a lost item
worth less than one nvno.

SN 1$m =ENe N

D3/ I AP £

The item must be considered — The item must be considered
a/W fo z‘/w/m/er
PNY NTARD pID

wlosy to ity owner

PRY NTIARD 1D
NLND MY N2

This excludes an item worth
less than one npny, since
it's not a loss to its owner.

NDLNND MY N2

This excludes an item worth
less than one npnD, since
it’s not a gain to the finder.

v
"t
oY = Y Y7 4%
TIRN TWKRN MY RPDI M
NNRENI N9 RPDI I

There is no actual Halachic difference
between the npp Non and nTim 123,
they merely disagree in which word is the source
for this Halachah.
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N17 says that there is an actual Halachic difference, as
follows:

Both the X»p xin and 777 °17 agree regarding

oMY 7O

NvO

If at the time the item was lost it was worth a 70119, but at
the time it was found it was worth less than a 70179, there
is no obligation to return it, because the Pasuk specifies
PNRIMI.

And both also agree regarding

TP M0

giel)

If at the time of IN*31 the item was worth a 70179, but at
the time of 772X it was worth less than a 70179, there is
also no obligation to return it, because the Pasuk specifies
TIRD TN,

They disagree only regarding

TIPIM AN TN AW 70D

If the item was worth a nv179 both at the time of 7728 and
at the time of Ix’31», but it was worth less than a 7v119 in
between;

The x»p R0 holds the primary source is from

TARD TONR

And nnxxm teaches also the time of N,

7R NYW1

RORD NYWI

Therefore 27n, there is an obligation to return the item,
because the item was worth a 70115 during both the time
of iar and NRv3».

While according to n7 *27 the primary source is from
ighetal

And 728N WK teaches

ARYZD NYW TV TR NYWD

FROM the time of 77°2K;

Therefore M9, there is no obligation to return this item,
because the item must be worth a 770179 continuously from
the time of 772X until the time of IN*xM».

Dedicated By:
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There iy an actual Halachic /%%erm

The vpp Nan and N 1)
agree regarding

NY5TINY NV
TMNVD

If at the time it was lost
it was worth a nonpo,

but at the time it was found it

was worth less than a npno,

The 8pp Ran and nTin 123
agree regarding

NIPINWYW NOVIID
MNOD

If at the time of nvsn

the item was worth a npnp,

but at the time of NN it

was worth less than a npbno,

They disagree only regarding
MIPIM NITM ATIM NIPINW NV

If the item was worth a nbno
both at the time of n'Tan and at the time of nvep,
but it was worth less than a npono in between;

D3/’ DI
The primary source is from

NNRXM

And 7280 N teaches

NTIN NDYYD

NNIXPD NYY TD)
From the time of nTaN;
Therefore he is Mo
from returning this item,
because the item must be
worth a nvno continuously
from the time of n'TaR until
the time of nNxD.

DafHachaim.org

AP 4L
The primary source is from
TaRN TWNR
And nnren teaches also
the time of nNxp;

NT2N DY
NNND NYYWI)
Therefore 2on
to return the item,
because the item
was worth a npno
during both the time of
NTAR and NN,
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The Gemara proceeds with a question

Y RYIR

3277 IR ROPNRT PO

Is a general 11> considered valid proof'to claim a lost
item, RN NRTH, or only 13277157

As the Gemara explains;

D01 TWR VI P NTARD D RPOI

The distinction lies in whether a 5w, a messenger, can
use a 10 to identify a lost divorce document that was
meant to be delivered to someone’s wife.

This is a RN MRT issue, because if this is not the lost Gett
and it was not written w5, for this woman, nwann ArR,
she is not divorced, and remains a v’xX NWR who is
forbidden to remarry.

Therefore, if

ROVIRT PIYO

T

It is a valid y>o even regarding the Issur wR NN,

If

13297 PO

PTG

It is a valid y>© only for an 77728 which is an issue of 7D,
because 917 7”2 7957, the 1327 have complete control of
all property.

However, it is not a valid 11> regarding the Issur wx nwr
which is Rn» IR,

The Gemara attempts several proofs to resolve this
question:

1.

From our Mishnah that derives from the word n5»w
NI AW

PYIN A5 W PO > W

IS 27N

275998

PYINID W PR d ww

2 270

This implies that 15w is the source for pu>o, and piyo
RIVINT.

The Gemara explains however

75 RIIOIR PV RIN

K101 7D IO

monw is only a source for py21n 15 v, that the owner was
not wx»», and the Mishnah merely mentions p3»©
incidentally.
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12297 IR RDMNIXRT P00

PINOR DG & 39t/ 3 YN PO
The distinction lies in whether a mbw, a messengetr,
can use a ' to identify a lost divorce document
that was meant to be delivered to someone’s wife.

This is a NDMINT issue

Because if this is not the lost Gett and it was not written ,npwb

NN NN

and remains a wRk nwR who is forbidden to remarry.

If g If
12297 PIN0  RNMNXRT PN
127NN RO 177N

Itis avalid oo only for annman
which is an issue of o,
because of “pon 1"2 o0,
However, it is not a valid jop
regarding the Issur wR DWN
which is RPMINT.

N e e
YN D Y D ma e
» 13750
2PN YD M P 12 e
195 A%

RIVPMIINT PIND

X

MY RIMIVRRX PPN RIN
X201 772 7200
nbpw is only a source for ppan1b w,
that the owner was not wRmp,
and the Mishnah merely mentions pa»p incidentally.
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2. The Braisa cites the Pasuk

IR PAR WITT TV GV °m

The finder keeps the 77ax until the owner asks for it. The
Braisa asks

1930w NYT HY 15N )

NYITW ONP

It is self-understood that the finder cannot return it before
the owner asks for it?

Therefore, the Braisa explains that the word 7nx w177
does not mean that the owner asks the finder, but in
reverse, the finder asks the owner;

IRIDTIPR IR RITRDTOR W7

The finder must inquire if the one who claims the 77aR is
a swindler or an honest person.

The Gemara initially assumes that the w77 is accom-
plished through y31>°0, and this proves that Xn»IRT P3>0.

The Gemara concludes however that perhaps

13237 PIo

And the w7 is accomplished only through o7y,
witnesses, who testify that the item belongs to him.

DafHachaim.org

WINR PN 15 5D R
The finder keepy the D3 until the owner asky for it

Py

17 10w JNYT Y NOYN
NYWITY ONP
It is self-understood that the finder cannot return it
before the owner asks for it?

v

IR PR == =5 -]7:3) =

Doess not mean the owner asks the Wer,
but that z‘ﬁ&Wef asky the owner ;

I Y 1 41D 4w phe 19017
WW@# must W& % the one who caims the >3

& w swindler or an honest person.
v

The Gemara initially assumes that the nwT
is accomplished through po»p, and that this proves that

RNMNRT PIN0

X
12297 1PaN0
R PTIN 4 i) 'VJK) =

The nwn1 is accomplished only through o,
who testify that the item belongs to him.
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The Gemara wants to say that the question of py>yo
Rn»7IRT is actually a Machlokes in a Braisa:

NI 5D PTYD PR

The xnp Rin holds 07p cannot testify for a woman, that
her husband died and she can remarry, based on a wart on
adead man’s body.

AMINRIIM 12NN

RO OV PTYn

D7V can testify based on a wart on a dead man’s body.

The Gemara initially assumes that the Machlokes is as
follows

The x»p Rin holds

13297 p>yo

Therefore, it is not a valid j»© regarding w’R NWR.
While 'x27m 12 7705 holds

RIPINT P3O

Therefore, it is a valid j»°0 even regarding WX NWN.

The Gemara says that this is not necessarily so.

Perhaps all agree that

RIVIRT PIYO

And the reason the X»p Xin holds that a wart is not a j1»°0,
is either because he holds

1972122 713D RDW

Others may have the same wart, and therefore it'snota
o atall.

OR

A0 INRS MINWNS DWY PIn'D

A wart will change its appearance after a person dies, and
therefore it's not a o at all.

While *Xam5 12 058 holds both
1972 122 7130 R PR

AND

AMD AR NINWAD DIWY PR PID

OR, perhaps all agree that

13277 PO

And the reason *Xam 12 YOR holds that a wart IS a 170, is
because he holds

RI7I PN PO ROV

A wart is so strong and unique that even R WRTH it's a
good o

While the R»p Xin holds

RIF PRI 70 IRD ROW

A wart is not so strong and unique, and Xn»IRT»H it isnot a
good jo.

This discussion continues in the next Daf.
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The an/ o% D ppro i @cfm/%/ @
Wachlobes in a Braisa:

t/)”)/)
AP P bf}/é
5 PTYIN PTYN PR
RPNV RPWN HY
DTV can testify based  DYTD cannot testify for a woman,
onawartonadead that her husband died and she can

man’s body. remarry, based only on a wart
on a dead man’s body.

2P

RIVPIINT PIND
Therefore, it is a valid p»p
even regarding wN DWN.

12277 PIDD
Therefore, it is not a valid p»p
regarding W'k nWN.

X

Perhaps all agree that

RDMIINT PIVID

While 'R2n0 )2 VSN holds
Awartisa good oD

The Npp RN holds
Awartisnotajpp

DY PR
1972 122 NN

NI RMWY
1973 122
Others may have the
same wart.

1’0
DMYY PR
mnwnb

NN NN

11070
mMInwn» onwy
NN INRY

A wart changes its appearance
after a person dies.

OR, perhaps all agree that

]227T PIDD

While the nop Ran holds
A wart is a good jpp Awartisnotamp

RNV IND XMWY
RN PN PO RN PRI N0

Awart is so strong and unique A wart is not so strong
that even RPMINTD and unique, and RNMINTY
itis a good jop. itis not a good jo'p.

N2 2 9TVON holds
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