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Bekhorot 47

Daf Yomi - Wednesday, November 4, 2026 - "2wn 17wn 773 - Covers 47a (the convert's children) through 47b (end
of the Gemara on the Mishnah)

Summary

Bekhorot 47 continues the chapter Yesh Bekhor. Its first question is about a man who had chil-
dren while he was a gentile and then converted. R. Yochanan says his first son born afterward
is not a firstborn for inheritance, since he already had "the first of his strength." Reish Lakish
says he is, for "a convert is like a newborn child." The two follow the same reasoning on wheth-
er such a convert has fulfilled the commandment to have children, and the Gemara explains
why both disputes had to be stated. A Mishnah and a baraita are brought against R. Yochanan;
the Mishnah is reinterpreted, and the baraita is assigned to R. Yosi HaGelili.

Rav Adda bar Ahavah rules that the son of a Levite woman is exempt from the five sela'im,
though lineage follows the father. Rav Pappa limits this to a child fathered by a gentile; Mar
son of Rav Yosef, citing Rava, applies it even to an Israelite father, since the Torah made re-
demption depend on "the opening of the womb." The Mishnah about a woman whose baby
was mixed up with a "kohenet" or Levite woman's tests both views. A story about Rabbah test-
ing Rav Pappa shows why a kohen's daughter differs from a Levite woman: relations with a
gentile disqualify her, while a Levite woman keeps her sanctity.

Rav Chisda and Rabbah bar Rav Huna dispute whether the son of a kohen, disqualified as a
chalal, must redeem himself when his father died within thirty days of his birth. The Gemara
then explains the Mishnah's child of uncertain paternity, who seems to lose even an ordinary
share of the inheritance, and why the brothers cannot help each other with powers of attor-
ney. A final Mishnah lists miscarriages that do not "open the womb," so that the next son is a
firstborn for both purposes. A child born by caesarean section and the son after him are first-
borns for neither, while R. Shimon gives the first the inheritance and the second the redemp-
tion. The Gemara traces this to two principles: whether a caesarean is a "birth," and whether
one who is a firstborn in only one sense counts as a firstborn.
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Bekhorot 47 Bekhorot 47a - 47b

Detailed Summary

1. A convert who had children before converting 47a

Background: on 46a the Mishnah taught that inheritance follows the father ("the first of his
strength") and redemption follows the mother ("opening the womb"). The daf's first line closes
the discussion of the forehead and "recognition" (summary of Bekhorot 46). The Gemara now
asks about a father whose earlier children were born before he converted.

THE DISPUTE. If he had sons while a gentile and then converted, R. Yochanan says he has no
firstborn for inheritance, since he already had "the first of his strength." Reish Lakish says he
does: 07T TPIW WP AN 13, "a convert is like a newborn child," and his earlier children no

longer count as his.

THEIR CONSISTENCY. They follow their reasoning elsewhere. If a man had children as a gentile
and converted, R. Yochanan says he has fulfilled the commandment of peru u-revu (having
children), for "He did not create it for emptiness; He formed it to be inhabited" (Yeshayahu
45:18): his children add to the world's settlement. Reish Lakish says he has not, for a convert is
like a newborn.

BOTH NEEDED. Had only the first dispute been stated, one might think Reish Lakish rules for the
convert only there, since as gentiles they are not subject to the law of inheritance; but regard-
ing children he would agree with R. Yochanan, since "to be inhabited" applies and the man has
populated the world. Had only the second been stated, one might think R. Yochanan rules so
only there, but on inheritance he would agree with Reish Lakish.

Tosafot — 1713°1 19111 932 IND 0°2915 721y 10027 177

QUESTION. Rashi explains that gentiles do not inherit their gentile father after converting. But
Kiddushin 17b implies that a gentile does inherit his father by Torah law.

ANSWER. "Not subject to inheritance" here means not subject to the law of the firstborn's double
portion.

WHY THIS MATTERS. Reish Lakish's distinction is narrower than it first seems: gentiles inherit, but
the firstborn's double portion is an Israelite law that never applied to them.

CHALLENGE FROM THE MISHNAH. We learned (46a): a man who had no sons married a woman who
had already given birth, as a maidservant or a gentile; "once she came into Israel she gave
birth," the son is a firstborn for inheritance but not for the kohen. Gave birth from whom? If
from an Israelite who had no sons, why mention a convert or a maidservant? Even a born Is-
raelite woman who had children before would be the same (Rashi: inheritance follows the
father). Rather, it must be from a convert who had children and converted with her, and it
teaches he has a firstborn for inheritance, against R. Yochanan.
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Bekhorot 47 Bekhorot 47a - 47b

ANSWER. No; it is from an Israelite who had no sons, and the point needed is that the son is not
a firstborn for the kohen, to reject R. Yosi HaGelili, who says "opening the womb in Israel" re-
quires that the womb be opened within Israel.

CHALLENGE FROM A BARAITA. If he had sons as a gentile and converted, he has a firstborn for in-
heritance. ANSWER. Ravina (or Rav Acha): that is certainly R. Yosi HaGelili, who says "opening
the womb in Israel," and he derives the father's law from the mother's.

Rashi - 777 71°12 7”7
THE I1ISSUE. How does R. Yosi HaGelili's rule about the mother apply to the father?

RASHI'S EXPLANATION. For R. Yosi HaGelili, her earlier children, born outside Israel, do not count,
and this son is the one "opening the womb in Israel." By the same token, the father's earlier chil-
dren do not count either, and this son is "the first of his strength."

WHY IT MATTERS. The baraita need not be a refutation of R. Yochanan; it reflects a Tanna whose
view on the mother carries over to the father.

2. The son of a Levite woman 47

RAV ADDA BAR AHAVAH. D°Y70 71 0D M2 772°w 1°M2: "A Levite woman who gave birth: her son is
exempt from the five sela'im." Fathered by whom? If by a kohen or a Levite, why specify a
Levite woman? Even an Israelite woman's son would be exempt (Rashi: kohanim and Levites
are exempt, 3b). Rather, by an Israelite. But "by their families, by their fathers'
house" (Bamidbar 1:2): lineage follows the father!

RAV PAPPA. It means fathered by a gentile. And do not say this follows only the view that a gen-
tile does not taint the child; even according to the view that he does, the child is called "a dis-
qualified Levite" and is exempt.

Rashi - ©72215 72197 92¥°RT 7177 - 1AM T°1n7 1778 RPN 177

THE ISSUE. Why would a gentile father make the child a Levite?

RASHI'S EXPLANATION. A gentile has no lineage in relation to Israel, so the child belongs to his Is-
raelite mother's line rather than his gentile father's, and is exempt. Even according to the view
that he is assigned to the gentile father ("tainted," Yevamot 45a), he is exempt, since he still car-
ries the name "Levite," albeit disqualified.

WHY IT MATTERS. On Rav Pappa's reading, Rav Adda bar Ahavah's ruling is about lineage, not
about the womb.
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Bekhorot 47 Bekhorot 47a - 47b

Tosafot - *12 127117 TR 7717 N2VPNR K1on K9P 777

CLARIFICATION. "One who says we taint" is the view that assigns the child to the gentile, so called
because gentiles carry the "taint" mentioned in Shabbat 146a. The view that a gentile's child by an
Israelite woman is fit assigns him to the gentile, whereas the view that he is a mamzer assigns
him to the Israelite mother, which is why mamzer status can apply. Tosafot note that Rashi had it
the other way round, and cite Yevamot 17a for their reading.

WHY THIS MATTERS. Tosafot correct which view "taints"; the practical point, that the child is ex-
empt either way, is the same.

MAR SON OF RAV YOSEF CITING RAVA. It really means fathered by an Israelite, and this case is dif-
ferent, for the verse says "opening the womb": the Torah made redemption depend on the
womb (Rashi: for the five sela'im we follow the mother).

Tosafot - PXIW 1 0PYY [11R] X277 71w R0Y° 297 1972 9% 177

RULING. The halacha follows Mar son of Rav Yosef, as ruled in Chullin 132a. On that basis, the son
of a Levite woman or a kohen's daughter married to an Israelite is exempt from the five sela'im
today.

WHY THIS MATTERS. Tosafot connect the sugya to practice: the mother's tribe can exempt her son
from pidyon ha-ben.

3. The Mishnah's "kohenet'": Rabbah tests Rav Pappa 472

THE MISHNAH. "A woman who gave birth together with a kohenet, or a Levite woman": the son
is a firstborn for the kohen. This implies that the sons of the kohenet and the Levite woman
are exempt. Fathered by whom? If by a kohen and a Levite, why specify these women? Even an
Israelite woman's son would be exempt.

BY A GENTILE? Would a kohenet be exempt? Rav Pappa said: Rabbah tested us (Rashi: posed
halachic questions to examine us): a kohenet impregnated by a gentile, what is the law? I said
to him: is this not Rav Adda bar Ahavah's ruling that a Levite woman's son is exempt? He
replied: how can you compare? A Levite woman retains her sanctity, as a baraita teaches: a
Levite woman who was captured or had illicit relations is given tithe and may eat it. But a ko-
henet, once a gentile has relations with her, becomes a zarah, a non-priestly woman.

Tosafot - 1171 112 X" [[1°9] "9992°8T 19°5 NAmD RPN 1177

CLARIFICATION. She loses even a Levite's sanctity and becomes worse than a Levite woman. A
captured Levite woman married to a kohen is disqualified from terumah but keeps her sanctity
for the five sela'im. A kohenet's sanctity comes from her own body, so when she is profaned it
lapses completely.

WHY THIS MATTERS. It explains Rabbah's distinction: the Levite woman's status survives relations
with a gentile, the kohenet's does not.
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REsoLUTION. This works for Mar son of Rav Yosef, who says the Levite woman's child was
fathered by an Israelite: he reads the Mishnah the same way. But how does Rav Pappa read it?
ANSWER. It really means fathered by a kohen, and the woman is an Israelite; she is called a "ko-
henet" because her son is a kohen.

4. The chalal whose father died 270

Background: a chalal is the son of a kohen from a marriage forbidden to kohanim. He is not a
kohen, so as a firstborn he must be redeemed like an Israelite (Rashi). Redemption becomes
due when the baby is thirty days old.

THE DISPUTE. A kohen died and left a firstborn son who is a chalal. Rav Chisda: the son must re-
deem himself. Rabbah bar Rav Huna: he need not. If the father died after thirty days, all agree
the son need not, since the father acquired his redemption (Rashi: the father, a kohen, would
have owed it to himself, and he bequeaths that right with his estate). They disagree where the
father died within thirty days. Rav Chisda: he must, since the father never acquired it. Rabbah
bar Rav Huna: he need not, for he can tell the kohen, "I come with the power of a man (my
father, a kohen) with whom you could not have litigated."

CHALLENGE. We learned: a woman who converted while pregnant: the son is a firstborn for the
kohen. Why? Let him say, "I come with the power of a man with whom you could not have lit-
igated" (since a gentile father owed nothing). ANSWER. A gentile is different, since he has no
lineage (Rashi: the son does not come by his power at all; a convert is like a newborn).

REISH LAKISH. R. Shimon of Yasiniya citing Reish Lakish: if the kohen died within thirty days,
the chalal must redeem himself, since the father did not acquire the redemption; after thirty
days he need not.

Tosafot - 1A%y NN N7 2°°1 1271 1”7

QUESTION. How can the son be obligated to redeem himself when no one else was obligated to re-
deem him? In Kiddushin 29a we derive from "tifdeh tifdeh" that a woman, whom others are not
commanded to redeem, need not redeem herself; the same should apply to this son (and to the
Mishnah's convert's son).

ANSWER. The cases differ. Redemption never applies to a woman through any father. This son,
had he an Israelite father, would have had to be redeemed by him, so he is the kind of person to
whom the obligation applies.

WHY THIS MATTERS. Tosafot define who can owe his own redemption: someone in the category of
those redeemed, even if no actual father was obligated.

5. The child of uncertain paternity and powers of attorney 47»

QUESTION. The Mishnah: a woman who remarried within three months and the child may be
the first or second husband's. "He is not a firstborn for inheritance," implying he takes an or-
dinary share. But why? He goes to these heirs and they push him away (claiming he is the oth-
er man's son), and he goes to those and they push him away.
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R. YIRMEYAH. The ruling concerns the next son: "He is a firstborn for the kohen, and the one
after him is not a firstborn for inheritance."

Rashi - N33 XD 17177 - 1799 7102 92K %M 177
THE ISSUE. What does R. Yirmeyah's reading say about each son?

RASHI'S EXPLANATION. The doubtful son himself takes nothing, since each family's sons tell him
"you are not our brother." He is in any case the one who opened his mother's womb, so he must
redeem himself. And the next son born of the second husband is not a firstborn for inheritance,
since his brothers can tell him: perhaps the doubtful son is our father's son, and you are not the
firstborn.

WHY IT MATTERS. The Mishnah's "not a firstborn for inheritance" shifts from the doubtful child to
his younger half-brother.

QUESTION. Let them write powers of attorney to each other! (Rashi: each authorizes the other,
and one claims the double portion: if I am the firstborn, give it to me; if he is, give it to me on
his behalf.) And if you say the Mishnah speaks of a case without such a power, we explain it
below as speaking even with one (per Shmuel). concLusioN. This supports R. Yannai: if they
were identified and later mixed up, they may write powers of attorney to each other; if they
were never identified and then mixed up, they may not.

Rashi - M2 7T ARWAT 12m0 777
THE ISSUE. Why should earlier identification matter?

RASHI'S EXPLANATION. If two babies were once known and then mixed up, each once had a right
to his father's estate, and a power of attorney can transfer that right. If they were never known,
neither ever held a right, so there is nothing to transfer. Our Mishnah is a case that was never
known, since it was never established who the firstborn was.

WHY IT MATTERS. A power of attorney can transfer only a right that once existed; it cannot create
one out of doubt.
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6. Mishnah: firsthorn for both, and for neither 47

MISHNAH (BEKHOROT 47b)

0°21M 037 120 NN ,1°1°13 KPR ,07 K97 ,0° K97 70w Nana 210991 12119 1102 11 N
SR NI 11T KXY L0991 1917 7192 0PN K27 ,0°937R 0P nhanm ,0ownT DORpY
.0°Y90 WY 23w 12m1% DRI IR WP L3007 KDY 79119 KD 7102 10K 10w

Who is a firstborn for both inheritance and the kohen? One who comes after the miscarriage of
a sac full of water, of blood, or of colored matter (Rashi: guanin, colors); of a form like fish, lo-
custs, creeping things or crawling things; or a miscarriage on the fortieth day (Rashi: until the
forty-first day it is mere fluid, as the fetus is formed only after forty days). The one born after
these is a firstborn for both. A child born by caesarean section and the one after him: neither
is a firstborn for inheritance or for the kohen. R. Shimon says: the first for inheritance, and the
second for the five sela'im.

THE SAGES' REASONS. The first (caesarean) child is not a firstborn for inheritance, since we re-
quire "and they bore him" (Devarim 21:15; Rashi: through birth); nor for the five sela'im, since
we require "opening the womb." The second is not a firstborn for inheritance, since we require
"the first of his strength" and the first child preceded him; nor for the five sela'im, for they hold
that 7122 171 X2 71X 7277 723, "a firstborn in one respect is not a firstborn."

Rashi - TN 7275 7102 "7
THE ISSUE. What is a firstborn "in one respect"?

RASHI'S EXPLANATION. The second son is first to open the womb, but he is not the first child, since
a son preceded him. In the Sages' view, being first in only one respect does not make him a first-
born.

WHY IT MATTERS. The Sages require the redemption firstborn to be first in both senses; R. Shimon
disagrees.

R. SHIMON'S REASONS. The first is a firstborn for inheritance, since R. Shimon holds that "she
shall bear" (Vayikra 12:5) includes a caesarean, so it is a genuine birth (Rashi: the mother ob-
serves the days of impurity and purity, Niddah 40a, and the same applies to "and they bore
him"). The second is a firstborn for the five sela'im, for he holds that "a firstborn in one respect
is a firstborn."

Tosafot - 1152 "7 TAN 9372 7102 177

QUESTION. By this reasoning the caesarean child himself should be a firstborn for the five sela'im,
since he is first in one respect. Indeed, on 19a R. Tarfon is uncertain, regarding animals, about a
caesarean and the one after it, precisely because "a firstborn in one respect" is in doubt.
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ANSWER. R. Shimon's reasoning differs from R. Tarfon's. Although the second child is more
clearly a firstborn for R. Shimon than for R. Tarfon, the caesarean child is weaker, being excluded
by "opening the womb."

WHY THIS MATTERS. "First in one respect" counts only for a child who actually opened the womb;
the caesarean child never did.

The next Mishnah, about twins and a father who must redeem two sons, begins on 48a and is
covered in the summary of Bekhorot 48.

The full picture in plain language

The daf tests the chapter's principle, that inheritance follows the father and redemption the
mother, at its edges. A convert's earlier children divide R. Yochanan, who counts them as real
children, from Reish Lakish, for whom conversion is a new birth; the Mishnah and a baraita
are reconciled with R. Yochanan by shifting their focus to the mother. The Levite woman's son
shows how far "the womb" governs redemption: Rav Pappa limits the exemption to a gentile
father, while Mar son of Rav Yosef, followed in practice, applies it even with an Israelite father,
and Rabbah's test shows why a kohen's daughter loses that status when a gentile is involved.

Two cases then probe who pays and who collects. A chalal may owe his own redemption de-
pending on whether his kohen father lived thirty days. A child of uncertain paternity gets
nothing, his younger brother loses the firstborn's share, and powers of attorney cannot help,
since no right was ever established. The final Mishnah sorts miscarriages that do and do not
open the womb, and sets the Sages against R. Shimon on a caesarean birth, a dispute the Ge-
mara traces to two principles: whether a caesarean is a birth, and whether a firstborn in one
respect is a firstborn.

Glossary

Transliteration Meaning in this sugya
TOPD °INAWw N3 ger she-nitgayer ke- "A convert is like a newborn": Reish Lakish's reason why a
T katan she-nolad convert's earlier children do not count.

M°37) 7R peru u-revu The commandment to have children.

A% nawY la-shevet yetzarah "He formed it to be inhabited" (Yeshayahu 45:18): R.
Yochanan's source that a convert's prior children count.

1IN NPwNN reishit ono "The first of his strength": the father-based criterion for the
firstborn's inheritance.

ann vn  peter rechem "Opening the womb'": the mother-based criterion for

redemption.
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Bekhorot 47a - 47b

A Levite woman; her son is exempt from the five sela'im.

A kohen's daughter; or, in Rav Pappa's reading of the
Mishnah, a woman whose son is a kohen.

A woman without priestly status; a kohen's daughter
becomes one after relations with a gentile.

"Tainting the child": the view on a gentile father's lineage
over a child of an Israelite mother.

A kohen's son from a marriage forbidden to kohanim; not a
kohen, and subject to redemption.

"Acquired his redemption": a kohen father whose son
reached thirty days holds the redemption money's right.

"I come with the power of a man (you could not sue)": a
defense based on the father's position.

A power of attorney, allowing one heir to claim another's
share.

Babies who were identified and later mixed up; only they
can transfer rights by power of attorney.

A fetal sac. Filled only with water, blood or colored matter,
it does not open the womb.

Within forty days of conception, before the fetus is
considered formed.

A child born by caesarean section.

"And they bore him" (Devarim 21:15): the inheritance
passage's requirement of an actual birth.

A firstborn in one respect only; the Sages say he is not a
firstborn, R. Shimon says he is.
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Sources: Gemara with relevant Rashi and Tosafot.

Page 9 of 9



	Summary
	Detailed Summary
	1.A convert who had children before converting47a
	2.The son of a Levite woman47a
	3.The Mishnah's "kohenet": Rabbah tests Rav Pappa47a
	4.The chalal whose father died47b
	5.The child of uncertain paternity and powers of attorney47b
	6.Mishnah: firstborn for both, and for neither47b

	The full picture in plain language
	Glossary

