Levite/Kohenet mothers and their first born babies - Why no pidyon ha-ben? - Chullin
132a
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And in a case not previously discussed but related to the opinion of Ulla, the halakha is in
accordance with the opinion of Rav Adda bar Ahava with regard to a female Levite, i.e., the
daughter of a Levite, who gave birth to a firstborn boy, even if she is married to an Israelite, that
her son is exempt from the obligation to give five sela to the priest for his redemption, as the
child is considered the son of a Levite, and Levites are exempt from this obligation.
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GOD spoke further to Moses, saying,

“Consecrate to Me every male first-born; human and animal, the first [male] issue of every
womb among the Israelites is Mine.”
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GOD spoke to Moses, saying:
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| hereby take the Levites from among the Israelites in place of all the male first-born, the first
issue of the womb among the Israelites: the Levites shall be Mine.
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For every such first-born is Mine: at the time that | smote every [male] first-born in the land of
Egypt, | consecrated every first-born in Israel, human and animal, to Myself, to be Mine, GOD’s.
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MISHNA: Priests and Levites are exempt from the obligation to redeem a firstborn donkey; this
is derived from an a fortiori inference: In the wilderness the firstborn were redeemed in
exchange for the Levites, as it is stated: “Take the Levites in exchange for all the firstborn
among the children of Israel and the animal of the Levites in exchange for their animals”
(Numbers 3:45). If the priests and Levites rendered exempt the firstborn children and donkeys
of the Israelites in the wilderness from being counted firstborns, it is only logical that the priests



and the Levites should render the firstborn of their own donkeys exempt from being counted
firstborns.
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Rather, Rava said this is what the mishna is teaching: Priests and Levites rendered themselves
exempt, and that is derived from an a fortiori inference: If the sanctity of the Levites abrogated
the sanctity of the firstborn of the Israelites in the wilderness, should it not abrogate the sanctity
of the firstborn Levites themselves?
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Furthermore, the sanctity of a firstborn son born to a female Levite who was married to an
Israelite should not be abrogated, as the women were not included among the Levites who were
exchanged for the Israelite firstborn. Why, then, does Rav Adda bar Ahava say: With regard to a
female Levite who gave birth,her firstborn son is exempt from the obligation of giving five sela
coins to the priest to be redeemed?
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The Gemara answers the last question: That is not difficult, as it is in accordance with the
statement of Mar, son of Rav Yosef, in the name of Rava, who says: The fact that the Torah
states with regard to the sanctity of the firstborn: “Firstborn of the womb” (Exodus 13:12),
indicates that the Merciful One renders the obligations of firstborn status dependent on being
the firstborn of the womb, i.e., of the mother. Therefore, the mother’s status as a Levite is
sufficient to exempt the child from firstborn status.
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The Gemara asks: From where do we derive that priests, including Aaron, were also subject to
that halakha? The Gemara answers: It is in accordance with the statement of Rabbi Yehoshua
ben Levi, as Rabbi Yehoshua ben Levi says: In twenty-four places in the Bible the priests are
called Levites, and this is one of them: “But the priests the Levites, the sons of Zadok” (Ezekiel
44:15). It is derived from this verse that priests are included in the category of Levites even
where they are not mentioned explicitly.
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The Gemara asks: And from where do we derive that the priests and Levites are exempt from
their offspring being counted a firstborn for all generations? The Gemara answers that the verse
states: “And the Levites shall be Mine” (Numbers 3:12). The term “shall be” indicates that they
shall be, i.e., shall remain, in their current state of sanctity. Just as firstborn status did not apply



to the priests or the Levites in the wilderness, it does not apply to priests or Levites in
subsequent generations.
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The Redemption of the firstborn depends solely on being the first issue of the womb. If he’s not
first born to the mother, even though he’s first born to the father, he’s not obligated to be
redeemed. And if (the father) has many wives, and he has a firstborn with each one, he must
redeem all of them.

NN 2R 17N QT 'RY IFTOA 2NN AN 'R TRIYY AR D171 1aND ORI AN [1IFTON DMIUD 071 DD
MY IFT92 2N NINDN AL IFTON 0D D70 |2 DI TAIYA NNAYNI OXIE 7KW DN 109 TNNKIYW DX
NYINON 7RI NNQYNI 7KUY NNNIR XD DX NAN 10510 TN N7'W23 NINdN (1 my n77nn
(70N o N"N) |IFTON N 10D AN NNAYNI DI TAWNY JNINI
Priests and Levites are exempt from the redemption of the son, and even if a priestess and a
female Levite are married to an Israelite, the son is not obligated to be redeemed, since the
matter does not depend on the father, but on the mother, as it is said: “first issue of the womb in
Israel.” And if she conceives from a worshiper of idols, the son of the female Levite is exempt
from redemption, while the son of a priestess is obligated to be redeemed since his mother was
defiled from the priesthood because of sexual relations with a worshiper of idols. And if she says
that she conceived from an Israelite, and the Israelite denies it and says that she conceived
from an idolater, the son is exempt from redemption (55:4):
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Priests who are accustomed to returning the redemption money are doing the right thing: these
days, the law has changed, and it is a requirement to return the money, and we should redeem
on condition to return the money even ab initio. And we learn from this a stricture on the other
hand to try to go after other kohanim as well.

9"YN . TN |D 2IN17 WY1 2101 ."1'YA NI [IDIY |IFTON V'TNNYT DN N2IN DANIRY NN 22 1DTHY "M
A"UN .NIT'RN D RN7V2 NPTR 002 7aK LINTT 0'ONI'A D200 7' 1N .02 70 [ndN RN KW 7T Ianow
11"NT .X7 7707 XN MINRA WO K7T DIWN LINYT Y 0MI02 17191 .Y 797 10 PY7TR XninT
.NYNAN N{PTNA [INN Y'{79N7 NO' [ND ['KY DX 790N 2NN |INN R'¥INT

| have seen fit to mention that which many kohanim (priests) are accustomed to return the
redemption money - which is correct in my eyes. And it is always good and right to do so
always. Even though they, of blessed memory, that a kohen should not do so often. That
referred to their kohenaim who were clearly pedigreed. But kohanim who have such status
based on “only” a presumption like now - even though we follow the stricture in all ways



regarding them, and we redeem first born through them, because we cannot do so through
others - but we may not be lenient - for this is extracting money from the baby’s father in a case
of doubt. And it seems that they (=the presumed kohanim) do not have the power do so based
on their inferior presumption.
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And | am almost saying that by law they are required to return the money. And at least every
kohen should be wary to depart from possible theft in case he is not a true pedigreed kohen.
(For this is not similar to one who writes to a kohen that he owes him 5 selaim, for in that case
the person knows and waives his rights in case the debtor is not a kohen. And likewise
regarding one who betrothes his sister, even according to the one who says that the money is a
gift (rather than betrothal money) - that is when we can say that a person knows that the
betrothal does not work and thus has concluded in his heart and given the money as a gift. And
that is not the same as our case, because we know that the father of the baby is only giving the
money out of obligation. Au contraire, he is hoping that the kohen will return the money as a gift.
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And certainly this is the case regarding one who does not want to spend the money or cannot
afford it but is only doing it because he has to. And for this reason it seems that it is proper
these days to redeem the firstborn child with a condition ab initio that the kohen will return the
money. It also seems right to me to try to avoid any doubt - so the father should redeem his
firstborn from all priests he can find because maybe one of them is pedigreed with certainty
(similar to the practice of invalid halitzah having to be done with all of the brothers). And for this
same reason, the son of a kohenet or a levia should be redeemed just in case. Because how is
this any different from any Biblical doubt, for anything we can fix in order to exit the realm of
doubt, we do so through any scheme we can. But the son of a (male) kohen, it seems to me,
should still not be redeemed these days - so that people will not make light of his holiness and
allow him to marry a divorcee or come into contact with corpse impurity...
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From the beginning, the firstborn were to be the priests. And there is a great idea in this,
because in this way every family would have a person designated for matters of holiness, and
thus the whole nation, in all its families, would be connected to the service of God and to
spiritual matters, since every family would have a representative to serve in the Temple. But
after the firstborn also participated in the sin of the golden calf, they were demoted, and in their
place the tribe of Levi, who did not participate in the sin, was chosen and consecrated. We can
learn from this that the idea of the firstborn is probably still too high for us, and there is a fear
that instead of the firstborn-priests influencing the entire public, the public atmosphere and the
secular life of the general public will influence them and nullify their spiritual uniqueness. And in
order to educate priests who will truly be people of the spirit, we need to create a cohesive
group which is entirely concerned with matters of holiness. Therefore, after the firstborn sinned
in the sin of the calf, the tribe of Levi, who did not participate in the sin, was chosen for this
purpose.
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At that time, after the sin of the calf, when the Levites replaced the firstborn in Israel, the
number of firstborn in Israel was twenty-two thousand two hundred seventy-three, while the
Levites then numbered only twenty-two thousand. That left two hundred seventy-three firstborn
who had to redeem themselves for five shekels, because no Levites were found to exchange
them for them (Numbers, chapter 3).
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And since then, every firstborn born to a kohen or a Levite is exempt from redemption, because
if they themselves could be the exchange for the firstborn of Israel, there is certainly no need for
them to redeem themselves. However, the firstborn of Israel was redeemed only by a priest and
not by a Levite, because this is what the Torah commanded, that only a priest could receive the
redemption money.
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Even when the father of the firstborn is an Israelite, if his wife is the daughter of a priest or a
daughter of a Levite, he need not redeem him. Because the primary birthright depends on the
mother, as it is said (Exodus 13:2): “the first issue of every womb among the children of Israel”:
Scripture imposed the obligation on the opening of the womb of an Israelite woman, and a
daughter of a priest or a daughter of Levi is not an Israelite (Bechurot 44:1; Shulchan Ashkenazi
Yosef 66:18). However, the daughter of the daughter of a priest or the daughter of the daughter
of a Levite, whose father is Israelite, is already considered an Israelite, and the firstborn son
born to them will be obligated to pay the redemption. Thus, it follows that sometimes the
great-grandfather, the kohen, can be the priest who redeems his great-grandson, who is the
grandson of his daughter or the son of of his granddaughter who married Israelites.

8. Rabbi J. David Bleich, “Children of Mixed Marriages,” in Contemporary Halakhic
Problems Vol. 1, Section 1, Chapter 7

...The Bet Din of Amsterdam had been consulted with regard to the halakhic status of a child
born of a union between a Levite mother and a gentile father. As the first-born son of a Levite
woman, the child is exempt from the obligation of redemption of the first-born (Yoreh De'ah
305:18). Halakhah clearly provides that maternal Levite parentage carries with it such statutory
exemption even in instances when the child himself is not a Levite, as is indeed the case with
regard to the issue of all marriages between a Levite mother and an Israelite father. In the case
under consideration, the question to be resolved is whether such exemption extends also to a
future first-born son of the issue of a Levite mother and a gentile father. The question is raised
only with regard to the first-born son of a Levite mother. The son of the daughter of a kohen who
cohabits with a gentile is not exempted from redemption (Yoreh De'ah 305:18)...
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