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Bekhorot 11 turns the preceding debate over the minimum redemption value into a practical map of 

The daf establishes that according to the Sages a lamb of almost any value can effect .פדיון פטר חמור

redemption, while Beit Din may still recommend a more respectable amount when a person asks how

much to give. It then asks whether the Torah’s specification of a lamb is exclusive, concluding that when

the owner pays the full value of the donkey he may redeem with other property as well.

The middle of the daf shifts from the object of redemption to ownership. If a third party redeems

someone else’s firstborn donkey, the redemption works, but who owns the donkey afterward? The

Gemara proves that the donkey remains the original owner’s property by analyzing theft and the

owner’s continuing “in-between” value. The daf then extends the same logic to doubtful firstborn

donkeys, animal tithe, and cases in which an Israelite inherits priestly rights through a Kohen ancestor.

The final part applies those principles to produce and priestly gifts. It discusses tithing grain that passed

through non-Jewish ownership, the difference between separating a gift and actually giving it, and the

moment when a designated redemption lamb becomes the Kohen’s property even before physical

delivery. The recurring theme is the separation between ritual obligation, legal ownership, and monetary

entitlement: a mitzvah may require designation or separation even when the economic right to the gift

remains elsewhere.

The detailed summary begins on the next page and follows the daf in sequence, explaining the

questions, answers, proofs, distinctions, and conclusions needed to understand the sugya as a

whole.
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DAF SUMMARIES BEKHOROT 11

Detailed Summary

A lamb of any value can redeem

Rav Nachman rules that the halachah follows the Sages: a firstborn donkey may be redeemed with שה כל
a lamb of any monetary value. Rav Yosef makes the ruling concrete by saying that even an extremely ,שהוא

lean lamb worth only a small coin is valid. Rava finds support in the Mishnah’s language that the lamb may be

large or small.

The point is not that value is irrelevant. Rather, the Torah chose the category שה as the formal redemption

object and did not establish the one-shekel floor proposed by Rabbi Yosei bar Yehuda. Once the animal

genuinely belongs to that category, a low market value does not invalidate the act.

Minimum validity versus recommended practice

Rabbi Yehuda Nesia asked Rabbi Tarfon how much he should give the Kohen. Rabbi Tarfon described three

standards: a generous person gives a sela, a stingy person a shekel, and the middle measure is רגיא, explained

as three zuz. Rava rules that the middle measure is the recommended amount.

The Gemara reconciles this recommendation with Rav Nachman’s ruling. If a person asks Beit Din how to

fulfill the mitzvah properly, they guide him toward a respectable middle value. If he acted on his own and used

a cheaper lamb that is nevertheless valid, the redemption stands. The daf therefore makes a clear distinction

between the legal minimum and preferred conduct.

Redeeming at full value with something other than a lamb

Reish Lakish teaches that a person who does not have a lamb may redeem the donkey with other property

worth the donkey’s full value. At first this seems consistent only with Rabbi Shimon, but Ravina explains that

it can fit Rabbi Yehuda as well. The Torah’s requirement of a lamb is a leniency: it permits redemption with a

lamb worth much less than the donkey. It was not intended to make the law stricter than ordinary redemption

by prohibiting full-value substitution.

Rav Nechemya son of Rav Yosef illustrates the rule by redeeming with cooked vegetables equal to the

donkey’s value. The practical structure is therefore two-track: a שה can redeem even when worth far less than

the donkey, while another object works only when it supplies the donkey’s full value.

Redeeming another person’s donkey

Rav Huna rules that if a person redeems his friend’s firstborn donkey without permission, the redemption is

effective. The harder question is what happens to ownership after the mitzvah is completed. According to

Rabbi Shimon, who permits benefit from the donkey before redemption, the animal is plainly the owner’s
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property throughout. The real problem arises according to Rabbi Yehuda, who prohibits benefit before

redemption.

The Gemara asks whether the donkey should be modeled on הקדש, where the person who supplies the

redemption money can acquire the redeemed object, or whether the original owner already possesses a

monetary stake because he can release a valuable donkey with a relatively inexpensive lamb.

Rashi (ד״ה דקני להו בביני וביני)

Rashi explains the owner’s continuing interest through the “in-between” value: the difference between

the donkey’s value and the cost of the lamb needed to release it. That economic advantage means the

donkey is not treated as property that has entirely left the owner’s domain.

The theft proof: ownership remains with the original owner

Rav Nachman proves the point from a baraita: one who steals another person’s firstborn donkey before

redemption pays double to the owner. If the donkey were truly outside the owner’s property like consecrated

property, the ordinary double-payment law would not fit. The owner therefore has a recognized monetary

interest even before redemption, and a third party who performs the redemption does not acquire the donkey

merely by supplying the lamb.

Doubtful redemptions can enter animal tithe

The Mishnah states that a redemption lamb can enter the pen for מעשר בהמה. The Gemara explains that this

cannot refer to a lamb already transferred to a Kohen, because an animal obtained by purchase or gift is

excluded from animal tithe. Instead, the case is an Israelite who has ten doubtful firstborn donkeys. He sets

aside ten lambs to remove the possible prohibition, but because the Kohen cannot prove that any particular gift

is owed, the lambs remain the Israelite’s property and can be tithed as part of his flock.

Inherited Kohanic rights

Rav Nachman extends the principle to a more complex inheritance. An Israelite can inherit definite firstborn

donkeys through a maternal grandfather who was a Kohen, where the Kohen had previously inherited those

donkeys from an Israelite after the redemption obligation had already arisen. The present heir must still

redeem them, because the mitzvah was never erased, but he may keep the redemption lambs because he

inherited the Kohen’s monetary right to those gifts.

The Gemara gives a parallel case involving fully processed טבל. The Israelite heir must separate terumot and

maasrot, but may inherit the Kohen ancestor’s right to retain the priestly portions. Both cases are necessary

because the mechanism of separation differs: with grain the gift is contained within the produce itself, while

with a firstborn donkey an outside lamb must be brought.
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Non-Jewish ownership and tithing

On 11b the discussion moves directly into produce law. The sugya applies the principle אין קנין לעובד כוכבים
non-Jewish ownership of land in Eretz Yisrael does not automatically :בארץ ישראל להפקיע מידי מעשר

uproot the produce’s tithing obligation. If a Jew performs the decisive finishing stage, מירוח, the produce can

become obligated even while associated with a non-Jewish owner.

The Gemara also analyzes produce deposited with different custodians and whether replacement by other

produce creates a definite obligation or the uncertainty of דמאי. A further distinction is made between תרומה
showing again that the duty to separate and the duty to deliver are not always ,תרומת מעשר and גדולה

governed by the same rule.

When the redemption lamb becomes the Kohen’s

The daf returns to the redemption lamb itself. If the designated lamb dies before it is physically handed to the

Kohen, can the owner still derive benefit from it? The meaningful case is where it dies while physically in the

owner’s possession. The Gemara concludes that from the moment of designation it already stands in the

Kohen’s legal domain: מעידנא דאפרשיה ברשותיה דכהן קאי.

This is a precise example of the daf’s central distinction. Physical possession has not yet changed, but legal

ownership has begun. The act of designation can create a property right before delivery.

What the daf establishes

Bekhorot 11 is a sustained analysis of how ritual acts and property rights interact. The cheapest valid lamb

may differ from the recommended amount; full-value redemption can use objects other than a lamb; someone

else may perform the mitzvah without acquiring the donkey; uncertain gifts can remain with the owner;

inherited Kohanic rights can survive even when the mitzvah of separation remains; and designation itself can

transfer a gift legally before it moves physically.

Glossary

Hebrew term Transliteration Meaning in this sugya

שה כל שהוא Seh kol shehu A lamb of any monetary value; the Sages’ minimum for valid redemption.

רגיא Ragya The recommended middle value, explained as three zuz.

בשוויו Beshavyo Redeeming with property equal to the donkey’s full value.

ביני וביני Beinei uveinei The “in-between” value remaining between the donkey and its redemption cost.

מעשר בהמה Maaser behemah Animal tithe; relevant to doubtful redemption lambs retained by the owner.

טבל Tevel Produce from which required gifts have not yet been separated.
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Hebrew term Transliteration Meaning in this sugya

מירוח Miruach The final smoothing/finishing of grain that helps establish tithing liability.

AI notice

This summary was generated using AI. For issues, suggestions, notes, or thoughts, please contact

support@dafsummaries.com.
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