
1) Identifying marks (cont.) 

Rava’s explanation of the rationale to return lost objects even 

if identifying marks are not Biblical is successfully challenged and 

he offers an alternative explanation. 

Rava begins a statement that will establish which identifying 

marks are stronger than others. 

The Gemara wonders why Rava entertains the possibility that 

identifying marks are not Biblical when he demonstrated that they 

are Biblical. 

Rava continues his statement regarding the relative strengths 

of different identifying marks. 

The discussion concludes with a presentation of these laws as 

they relate to a lost גט. 

2) MISHNAH: R’ Meir and R’ Yehudah disagree how long one 

has to continue to announce that he found a lost object. 

3) Clarifying R’ Meir’s position 

A Baraisa is cited to elaborate on R’ Meir’s position. 

The intent of the Baraisa is clarified. 

4) Clarifying R’ Yehudah’s position 

R’ Yehudah’s indicates that it takes only three days to return 

home from Yerushalayim but this is difficult since sources state 

that it takes fifteen days to return home. 

R’ Yosef offers an explanation. 

Abaye successfully challenges this explanation and R’ Yosef 

revises his explanation. 

Rava offers an alternative resolution. 

5) The contents of the announcement 

Ravina infers from R’ Yehudah’s position that when a person 

makes an announcement he mentions the type of garment that is 

found rather than merely stating that he found an object. 

Rava rejects this inference. 

6) Clarifying R’ Yehudah’s position 

A Baraisa is cited that clarifies R’ Yehudah’s position. 

The rationale of the Baraisa is explained. 

The evolution of the method of announcing lost objects is 

presented. 

A term in the Baraisa is explained. 

An incident is recounted. 

A related Baraisa is presented. 

7) MISHNAH: The Mishnah gives examples when the finder 

should not return the lost object out of concern that the person 

claiming ownership is dishonest. 

8) The contents of the announcement 

R’ Yehudah and R’ Nachman disagree whether one merely 

announces that he found an object or whether he specifies that he 

found a garment. 

R’ Nachman’s position that the finder should specify that he 

found a garment is unsuccessfully challenged. 

9) Dishonest people 

A Baraisa presents the background for the enactment that a 

person who claims ownership of a lost item must bring witnesses 

that he is honest. 

(Continued on page 2) 
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Are סימנים valid מדאורייתא or only מדרבנן? 
 איבעיא להו סימנין דאורייתא או דרבנן  

T he Torah teaches that a lost object must be returned to its 
owner if he can prove that the object is his. Legitimate owner-

ship can certainly be determined when witnesses testify that 

they recognize the item and its owner. The Gemara also knows 

that if there are no witnesses, the object can still be returned if 

the owner can identify and describe the item by providing 

 At this point, the Gemara tries to determine whether .סימנים

this is warranted on a Torah level (סימנים דאורייתא), or whether 

although the Torah does not consider this level of verification 

to be adequate, it is the rabbis who requiring the item to be re-

turned (סימנים דרבנן). Based upon the discussion in the 

Gemara, we find that there are three categories of סימנים. The 

least meaningful is a סימן גרוע—a poor mark. An example of this 

is where the owner simply describes his item as being “long” or 

“short” or “red” or “white.” These descriptions obviously are 

not adequate to earn the return of the object, and the reason is 

that many people have objects that have the same size or color 

of other objects that are lost, so this description does not speci-

fythis man as the true owner. The second category of marks is 

 a medium type of description. This is the type of—סימן אמצעי

mark referred to in most of the situations mentioned in the 

Gemara. Finally, there is סימן מובהק—an outstanding 

identification, which undoubtedly is convincingly specific, and 

something which only a true owner would know. An example of 

this is if a document can be identified by knowing that there is a 

hole in the paper next to a particular letter. 

The Gemara discusses whether סימנים are דאורייתא or 

 Ramban, Ritva and Ran hold that the question of the .דרבנן

Gemara is only in regard to the middle category of mark. How-

ever, they say that if the owner can furnish an excellent sign 

 even) מדאורייתא would be acceptable and reliable even סימנים

(Continued on page 2) 

Distinctive INSIGHT 

 

1. Why does the Torah specify garment? 

 _________________________________________ 

2. What is the source that one is not obligated to return a 

lost object worth less than a perutah? 

 ____________________________________________ 

3. What is the practical difference whether identifying 

marks are Biblical or Rabbinic? 

 _____________________________________________ 

4. Why would lost items be returned if identifying marks 

are not Biblical? 

 _____________________________________________ 

REVIEW and Remember 
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Announcing that a lost object was found 
 התקינו שיהו מכריזים בבתי כנסיות ובבתי מדרשות

They enacted that announcements should be made in the synagogues and 

the study halls 

S hulchan Aruch1 ruled that one who finds a lost object must 
make announcements about it in the synagogues and study halls. 

Sefer Shearim Metzuyanim B’halacha2 wonders whether nowa-

days it is necessary for someone who finds a lost object to spend 

money to take out ads in newspapers to inform people that a lost 

object was found. Although it is likely that people will not read 

the newspaper and thus will not be informed that a lost object 

was found, nevertheless, that should not be of any significance. 

When announcements were made in the synagogues it was also 

likely that people did not hear the announcement and nonethe-

less it was considered authoritative since the people who did hear 

the announcement will talk about it and the word will reach even 

those who were not in the synagogue. So too, it should be obliga-

tory to put in ad in the newspaper to inform others that a lost 

object was found and we should be able to rely upon the pre-

sumption that word will spread and the owner of the object will 

be able to recover his property. He finds support for this position 

in a teshuvah of Chasam Sofer3 who reports that in his time the 

newspaper was the vehicle that was used to announce that lost 

objects were found. 

Rav Moshe Feinstein4 ruled that although it is commendable 

for the finder to put an ad in the newspaper to inform others that 

he found a lost object, nonetheless, it is not obligatory. He writes 

that it is sufficient to put up a notice in a public area like the syn-

agogues, study halls and by the elevator of populated buildings 

and that is sufficient. Our Gemara relates that people would 

make announcements for finding lost objects in the Beis HaMik-

dash and although these announcements were not necessarily 

heard by everyone it could be assumed that people who lost ob-

jects would make an effort to be there. So too in our times it is 

sufficient to put up notices in public areas and it can be assumed 

that the owner of the lost object will make an effort to look for 

these notices.  � 
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“How long must one announce?” 
 עד מתי חייב להכריז 

T oday’s daf discusses for how long one 
must announce the discovery of an avei-

dah.  

Rav Moshe Freidlander, z”l, once 

found two fairly valuable watches while 

walking through a certain part of Tel Aviv. 

When he reported this to two police offic-

ers not far from the scene, they took the 

watches and said they would be on the 

lookout for the owner. 

“But what if you don’t find him?” 

asked Reb Moshe.  

“Well, after three months, whatever 

was found is sold at a loss and ‘donated’ to 

the police force,” was the discouraging re-

ply. 

Since Rav Moshe was unsure as to 

what he should have done, he asked his 

son, the illustrious Rav Chaim Friedlander, 

zt”l, a very nagging question. “How does 

one fulfill the mitzvah of hashavas aveidah 

nowadays? Should one announce a found 

aveidah to the entire country?” 

Since Rav Chaim himself was unsure, 

he consulted with the Chazon Ish, zt”l. 

“Nowadays, one should not announce most 

aveidos. There are many dishonest people 

around who will surely try and get the lost 

article out of him in one way or another. 

Instead, one should ask around in the area 

where the object was located as much as he 

can, but if he has no results and if it is an 

unusual item, it should be kept until Eli-

yahu comes. If it something that can be easi-

ly procured in a store, he should mark down 

what it is and where he found it, along with 

its precise value. After he has done this, he 

may even use the lost object.”1  � 
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STORIES Off the Daf  

A related incident is presented. 

10) MISHNAH: The Mishnah begins with a discussion related to 

what is done if one finds an animal that he would have to feed 

and concludes with a dispute whether the finder is permitted to 

use the money he receives for selling the animal. 

11) An animal that works and eats 

R’ Nachman in the name of Shmuel rules that the finder is 

obligated to keep an animal that works and eats for a maximum of 

twelve months. 

A Baraisa is cited that supports this ruling. 

A ruling related to this Baraisa is cited. 

Another Baraisa is cited in support of R’ Nachman’s ruling. 

Two contradictions between the two Beraisos are cited and re-

solved. 

12) An animal that does not work 

A Baraisa cites the exposition that teaches that one should 

take steps to make sure that he does a proper act of returning the 

lost object.  � 
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to identify a גט which would lead to a 

married woman’s now being able to remar-

ry). Meiri (שיטה אחרת) and Ritva  אית)

 say that the Gemara’s inquiry דמפרשי)

whether סימנים are דאורייתא or דרבנן is 

only in regard to an excellent mark. Howev-

er, a middle-range sign would certainly only 

be valid מדרבנן.  

Finally,  א ”ריב  holds that the question of 

the Gemara is both in regard to excellent 

and middle-quality signs. This is also the con-

clusion of Ketzos HaChoshen (259:2).  � 
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