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Bekhorot 7 Detailed Summary

Coverage: Bekhorot 7a - 8a

Bekhorot 7 continues the discussion of how halachic identity is determined when an animal’s
appearance, parentage, or products do not line up neatly. The opening sugya asks whether the father’s
species contributes to the status of the offspring and uses the verse DTV NW1 02D NV to test whether
both parents must come from a kosher species. From there, the daf shifts from offspring to substances
that emerge from animals and applies the rule 11NV TNVN 1D XX1'NT XN XNOLN 1D XX1'N: what
comes from a non-kosher creature is generally non-kosher, while what comes from a kosher creature is

kosher.

That principle is then tested against difficult borderline cases. Donkey urine, which was used
medicinally, appears to be a direct product of a non-kosher animal, while bee honey is permitted even
though bees themselves are not kosher. The Gemara distinguishes between a substance produced by the
animal and material that the animal merely gathers and processes, and it also records Rabbi Yaakov’s
scriptural route for permitting honey. The daf continues with unusual secretions and membranes, asking

whether they are flesh, bodily products, or merely waste.

The final unit presents a Mishnah about a kosher fish found inside a non-kosher fish, and vice versa. The
decisive question is whether the inner fish was generated by the outer fish or merely swallowed by it.
The Gemara proposes physical indicators and ultimately relies on the normal reproductive pattern of
fish. Across all of these discussions, the same conceptual question keeps returning: does legal status

follow appearance, biological origin, actual production, or the independent identity of the object itself?

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 7

Detailed Summary

Parentage and the identity of the offspring

The daf begins by returning to the problem of an offspring whose form or ancestry is unusual. Rabbi Yehoshua
and Rabbi Eliezer dispute the force of the Torah’s phrase D'TV NW1 0'a¥WD NYW. One reading treats the mother
as the principal determinant of species; the other sees the plural wording as requiring a proper paternal
contribution as well. That makes the case an example of D112 NT1 N7, where two causes contribute to one result
and one of them may be halachically problematic.

The Gemara also introduces a biological premise: different species do not ordinarily reproduce together. That
premise prevents the Gemara from using every strange-looking offspring as proof of mixed parentage. A calf
born from a cow may have unusual hooves or appearance without establishing that the father came from a
prohibited species. The sugya therefore separates two questions that can easily be confused: what generated
the offspring, and what the offspring happens to look like.

Urine and the rule of what emerges from the non-kosher

The students ask Rav Sheshet about urine from non-kosher animals, with special attention to donkey urine
because people drank it as a remedy for jaundice. Is the liquid merely water that passed through the body, or is
it considered a product of the animal itself? Rav Sheshet answers from the Mishnah’s broad formulation:

NDUL XNON 1D XX1N. Since the substance comes from the non-kosher animal, it is prohibited.

Tosafot (XRW XRWV | KX M0 777)

Tosafot notes that the Mishnah’s formulation can function as a defining sign of kosher status rather than
merely as an isolated prohibition. The point is that the Gemara is using origin as a legal classifier: the
source of the product can determine its status even when the product looks very different from the animal
itself.

Why bee honey is permitted

Bee honey immediately challenges Rav Sheshet’s rule. A bee is not kosher, yet honey is permitted. One baraita
explains that bees bring the substance into their bodies from flowers and do not extract it as a bodily secretion.
On that approach, honey is not truly “what emerges from the non-kosher” in the same sense as a genuine
bodily product. The material begins outside the bee and is collected and processed rather than generated from
the bee’s flesh.
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Rashi (2°1127 w27 17)
Rashi identifies the familiar, unqualified term “honey” in this discussion with bee honey and helps frame
why the baraita treats it as the principal example. The legal issue is not whether the bee touched the

substance, but whether the substance is considered to have been produced from the bee itself.

Rabbi Yaakov gives a second explanation: the Torah itself permits bee honey by a special scriptural derivation.
On his view, honey is not merely outside the normal prohibition because of its physical process; it is an
explicit exception. The Gemara then asks why this permission applies to bee honey and not automatically to
every sweet substance associated with an insect, and distinguishes ordinary “honey,” which needs no
qualifying name, from products such as hornet or wasp honey that are identified by an added label.

Borderline bodily products

The Gemara continues to examine substances whose status is not obvious. In one case, the Sages initially think
that a hardened substance associated with a deer is an egg-like product and therefore prohibited, but Rav Safra
explains it as congealed seed that did not become a viable offspring. The legal classification changes because

the object is not being treated as the flesh or offspring of a non-kosher creature.

A related discussion concerns a membrane found opposite the face of a donkey fetus. Rav Huna permits it
because he regards it as X7V XY, mere waste. Rav Chisda brings a baraita involving a similar
membrane in a human birth, and the Gemara works carefully through whether the status depends on the
mother being alive, the fetus being alive, or both. The broader lesson is that “came from the animal” is too
imprecise on its own: halacha distinguishes flesh, offspring, secretion, reproductive material, and waste.

The Mishnah: a fish inside another fish
J71T02 1'RY 197 ,N'7'OXA 110X XPL 1T V'72¥ 11N01,N71OX2 1NN 11N0 2T V72 XPOL 1T

The Mishnah now gives the sharpest version of the distinction. If a non-kosher fish swallowed a kosher fish,
the inner kosher fish remains permitted; if a kosher fish swallowed a non-kosher fish, the inner fish remains
prohibited. The host does not transform the swallowed fish because 17171 12'X - the inner fish did not grow
from the host.

The Gemara asks how we know that the inner fish was swallowed. If nobody actually witnessed the
swallowing, perhaps the outer fish generated it. A baraita supplies a reproductive distinction between different
kinds of fish, and the Amoraim propose several identifying circumstances: Rav Sheshet speaks of finding the
fish through the digestive tract, Rav Pappa of finding it in the swallowing passage, and Rav Nachman of
finding it whole. Rav Ashi gives the broadest answer: most fish reproduce their own kind, so a kosher fish
found inside a non-kosher fish is treated as swallowed rather than as offspring.
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What the daf establishes

Bekhorot 7 is therefore not a collection of unrelated biological curiosities. Each case tests the same legal
boundary. Parentage asks what creates identity. Urine and honey ask when a substance is truly produced by an
animal. The membrane cases ask when bodily material is merely waste. The fish Mishnah asks whether
presence inside an animal is enough to transfer the host’s status. The Gemara repeatedly answers that legal
identity depends on the precise mechanism of origin, not merely on physical proximity or superficial

appearance.
Glossary
Hebrew term Transliteration Meaning in this sugya
DM NNt Zeh vezeh gorem An outcome produced by two contributing causes, one of which
may be prohibited.
NDLN 1D XX¥1'N Hayotzei min hatamei What emerges from a non-kosher creature is generally non-kosher.
NPL  tamei
0721 'n  Mei raglayim Urine; here discussed as a possible product of a non-kosher animal.
D127 wAT  Devash devorim Bee honey, which the sugya explains is permitted.
NXP7v1 Xwo  Pirsha be-alma Mere waste rather than flesh or an independent prohibited product.
NPV AT  Dag tamei A non-kosher fish.
7NV AT Dag tahor A kosher fish.
171 11X Eino gidulo It is not its growth; the swallowed fish did not develop from the
host.
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