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The posuk in Megilas Rus states that 19991 nonn married »axy women. This is a big v1n
because they are called 7171977 in X¥ XIN2 X822 n50N. Obviously, they knew that these were great
women and they knew who m1 would be, as we know she became the mother of Moshiach.
However, we will not be discussing the Hashkafic aspect of this rather we will focus on the halachic
considerations. How is it that 1995 "on» married non-Jewish women? The truth is that we are
operating under the premise that 11551 nonn were not 91 them, which is a n27 M) v 1O vNon
(0,2 in the name of NN M.

In answering this question, we will be ©>*1p»n that there are indeed four mnay in marrying a
non-Jewish woman. Only one of them is w1191 in the Torah and that is the posuk of ©2 ynNNN XS
(5,} ©127), one may not marry with the non-Jew. There is a nP¥>nn over this posuk in 7Ty NOON
12 171, The o©»>5n are of the opinion that this halacha only applies to the seven nations of Canaan,
not to any other nation. However, ywnv 1 holds that all nations are included in the 5 and the
gemara explains this is from the posuk that follows: 19M DINN DXAYN YTV MINNND THANN PO
07 TPHRYM 051 N GN. PNV M has a NVYY in OV to explain the reasons of pesukim on his own-
NPT NOYL v 1. Here, he wonders why the Torah added this follow-up posuk to the #w>. He reasons
that it must be extending the W5 of marrying out to apply to all other nations. There is a big nponNn»
how we pasken. The 0 »© 70 says that we should definitely follow the 29, only the mmX 't are
included. However, 07ann goes with pynw 1 noow. So, getting back to our original question we
can answer that according to the 910, 19951 "onn didn’t violate any XN»7IXT MON because aNM 1S
not one of the mmy 1.

My rosh yeshiva, R> Avraham Yehoshua Soloveitchik, quoted from his father or
grandfather (the Brisker Rov), and later when I came to this yeshiva I heard that R” Dovid Kronglass
said the exact same Vw9 and it is in fact printed in his sefer, that this is really the meaning of ™
PNN’s words in the wATH: AN 1PNNY NI MY YTNNND NION NP NI DNINIPIVN NI DY) NI
nanm 8O They had not yet discovered the derasha that only Amoni and Moavi men are excluded
from converting (but not the women) and therefore 11951 "onn were not 91 them because that
would cause them to violate 'n 5Npa »anmy My N2> NY. Instead, they married them as Non-Jewish
women because the XY of ynNNN XY wasn’t applicable.

While this works 29 nv>wa, we must still answer for P)wnw 1 and ©7a1n. To add another
layer, )Wnw 1 in X9N2 X232 says the reason that 1199y )Yonn were punished was from leaving YN
SN during an N1¥ Ny (there was a hunger). The ©7an7 brings this in 0951 M35n and explains
that 71 9poyn it is 9N to leave, but it is a MTON NN to stay. He goes on to explain that because
WO Wonn were NN YT, Hashem expected and demanded from them to abide by this nn
mon, which is why they were punished. So, an even more amazing question is the following: If
99 )oNN were 121y the Xn»7INT of marrying non-Jewish women, which ©7211 says garners N3,
how could they be punished only from not keeping the mTon n:?

My first approach is to suggest that ywnw 1 disagrees with 7>n8n 1 and instead subscribes
to the opinion that N9y M1 were indeed . It is well known that the wTn 9mt also is of this
opinion, as it says 019v) on to think 1152y WOnN married them without converting them. The ax



NI on MM also says it is VIVS they converted them because otherwise how could they marry a
non-Jew. The only problem with this is that at this point in time the derasha of nmaxn X9 wasn’t
established yet, so even converting them would just run into this issue. Rabbi Shimon Krasner, in
M N9 DY Ny NN, answers that perhaps just as w12 knew the derasha at that time (as shown
by his implementation of it), maybe a few others knew it as well, such as 19951 Nonn (who are
described by 30 as M7 "r7)). It was 0, not known by the general public.

The second N2y in marrying a non-Jew is in : 12 19% N2y N5ON, and that is the 7 of NXan
12 DY DNIP NIN HY. A kanoy is allowed to come and kill anyone who ‘marries’ any non-Jew
(even one NN>2 Nwyn). This is a »on NV NN and an XN»NINRT NN even though not written
17N2 nw . So, according to N1 9 who says they were unconverted, how could 11921 Nonn
violate this XN N7 79>N? The answer to this, written clearly in the gemara and 07219, is that the
17 only applies when the 7179 is done X°©n192- in front of ten other Jews. Of course, 11921 "oNn
married them in a8 NTY where there weren’t ten other Jews. [A sidebar to this is that the 77w is of
the opinion that it would still apply even without ten Jews being present, were it to become known
to ten Jews. We could still answer that 11991 "onn didn’t think anyone else would ever find out,
and certainly not that all of Y9 555, nor did they think it would be published in 77 n>»n.]

The third N2y comes from a 0”721n9 who states (based on the gemara 29 47 97M©) that a
person who marries a non-Jew is N7 2»n. In 1,2> NN2 PNON he writes NINY NP 11272 WD
Y MVYY> TUR YWIND ' NI 99) IR NI DY) ANNR IUN D WIP DTN DON 1D (N2,2 7INRDN) 1NNV NIOa
7. The »no writes in 2P NwWynN KO that this is the most severe N9 in the entire Torah because
this posuk says it will destroy his descendants as well whereas the regular n15 only affects the
perpetrator. Assuming that every N55n mentioned in X>2) is a >N NWNY NIYN, as 1’2 writes in
" vV (that a X2 cannot be vTnn a 1), we have located a n75 2N for being Y¥12 a non-Jew.
How does 7 nn 1 get around this n95 70N To answer this, the P npbn and others as well
(Y91 >vyN) maintain that this n95 799X is also only when done X*©n192 because the word Y90 in
the posuk denotes 'n 919N which requires ten people. 07219 however, both in 3770 NMIVNHN 9
v 779 and in 23 MMM 799, holds this N15 MION to exist even in private. To answer for this, we
must introduce a new level of citizen and that is the avn 7. We’ll call them three levels of
citizenship: a full 7 (totally Jewish), the opposite which is a full-fledged non-Jew, and the middle
ground of 2vHn 7). A 2vin 7) is a non-Jew who comes to Y7 12 and accepts upon himself to abide
by the n3»2 mxn '3, which includes abstention from 19t NT2y. Some Acharonim are 11 the )W
0”210 to be saying that the N7 1s only if the non-Jew serves 17y and is a 195. If they are not in that
category, there is no n15. So, we can answer for 7Pn) 1 that even though N9y M1 did not convert,
they did become awn » so 1192 NoNn were not 7121y a NI 21N in marrying them.

The 17279 in 25 ©¥95N 2 PN does raise the following question: Even though we can say
that awn 9) doesn’t constitute 79 YN N2 Hya (from the aforementioned posuk in »an51), it would
still fit into the other part of the posuk 'n w1p NN 55N »5. Any non-Jew, even a avn M isa 2ON
'n to marry, and therefore the n95 should still apply? The sefer w1 n77n answers that the 55n >
'n w1 N> would still need to be X>0nN192 (with ten witnesses) in order to qualify as an MON.
Therefore, there is no n15 present because they were not 953 YN na nor were the marriages done in
a'n 99N fashion. A strong source for this proposition is the ©7219 who writes in 2,2 N2 Y NN
that the issue of having a zenus relationship with a non-Jewish woman is only a 297 N3 (with
which comes m7n MpYn) lest one come to really marry her and be ynnnn x5 921y. From the fact
that the 0721 only gave the reason for the mT9n MpPSn as maybe leading to yNNN N> and not
because of an n15 779N shows us that there does exist a case of living with a non-Jew which is not
inherently 790N, rather only 1»2197n 9oN. The minimal situation of N2y which would only
transgress 297-level DN 1s our case of 2vIiN 7 Y¥1a not XYONIA1.



The fourth N2y in marrying a non-Jew is merely 12771, and since it was enacted by the
DXNNNIVYN 172 (see : 1D MY NTY), it cannot be held against 1999y )Yonn who lived much before that
time.

While we have answered how 11951 nonn successfully avoided any m a2y with marring a
non-Jew, I do want to add one point that R’ Dovid Kronglass the Brisker Rov both said. It is possible
to learn W 1 as holding 1995y NoNn married them as non-Jews. Even though the issue we had
with this originally was the ynnnn 85 MoK, we did say that they were awn ») to side-step the n1>.
Now the question becomes whether b2 ynNNN XY applies to AWIN ) or not. THN NNIN In DN MNN
says that it does still apply, but the 7279, (PHNNY NWI9) M ©29, and Brisker Rov all hold that
there is no such W5 by avn . The strong 710 to the latter opinion is the fact that there are three
other ©®MX mentioned in the previous posuk: DINN XYY N2 DNY NIONNRY ONN OXINN DIND
(2,3 ©M27). 07217 In ) P9 ©IDN MY writes that these mM7>ay do not apply if the non-Jew isa 2
avn. It is quite compelling to suggest that ynnnn X5, which immediately follows, does not apply
toaawvin .

In closing, we can conclude that according to 7> 1 they were either ©) or 2vin » ) but
according )Wnw 1 they were either 2vn » ) or outright M.




