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He came upon a betrothed maiden — FTOMINRT 7Y DY N2

OVERVIEW

1A " said that Wy transgressed five sins on the day which he sold his 77132 to
2Py, One of them is that he had relations with a 77yl who was betrothed to
someone. Mo0N clarifies this ‘sin’.

ndOIN asks:
— MOINND NIV HY NI 233 NLYI XY XYM 99NN ON)

And if you will say; but is it not so that the 13 were not commanded

regarding a prohibition of violating a 7o7WR®27 7w1?
— (NAY NNnN M7 oY 3,1 97 PH11e) TN YAIN 9991 13999NTD

As X117 "1 states in DN Y2IR OB -
— )Y PR N5¥2I XYY 19INY NP 1Y W1 oy nva

They are prohibited from having relations with a %¥2 n?1wa, however there is no
prohibition for 1"2 from having relation with a woman who (even) had a 11917 but

was not ;79¥21 by her prospective husband. Why therefore is it considered a sin when Wy was
TOMNMT 7Y1 By ®2?!

N1B0IN answers:
— 9211 9979 DYPN Y91 NI XYY 59 5Y RT PN 13529 9IN)

And the 59 says that even though the 1"2 were not commanded regarding a

707XN7 7Y, nevertheless it is a disgusting act -
$79 Y NNEM IPNRY 29 HY 9N 191931 NN VY 1

Just like the last sin 73m° "7 enumerated which was, ‘and he despised the 79152,

even though he was not commanded not to sell the 7133, nevertheless we count it as a
sin since it was a despicable act showing no sensitivity to the 7712y (which was to be done by the
o°7122), similarly here this act (even though not explicitly forbidden) was of a despicable nature.

SUMMARY
The five ‘sins’ were not all prohibited; some were (merely!) despicable.

THINKING IT OVER

" The 770 writes (in 2,5 [X7M] n°wX12) regarding 771 T71°2K that Hashem said to him XM nAph WX AWK Y nn a0
Sv¥a n9W3; indicating that the 7> 21°mM MoK is only for a 5v2 n%v3, but not for 7721 X7 792 70101 (and certainly
not for a 70NN 7WI).
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How can there be a 70x8» 771 before 710 1nn.2 The whole concept of 101X was
first established after 7710 1nn?!

2 See X" X"5 MWK 97 0",
2
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