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Translation from the  H E B R E W  Language 
 
Vaad Hadin V’Horaah 
75 Montebello Rd. Suffern NY 10901 – Tel 845-579-2270 – 
www.vaadhadinvhoraah.org 
 
By the Grace of G-d. 
 
Regarding the matter between Mr. Dovid Wasserman and Mrs. Nechamah Esther 
Wasserman (nee Adamson), by which she is demanding that he divorce her according 
to the Law of Moses & Israel, and she is an Agunah1 for over eight years, inasmuch as 
over the course of those years she summoned him to rabbinical arbitration before 
numerous Rabbinical Courts, yet he refused to appear before arbitration, or 
alternatively, to divorce her according to the Law of Moses & Israel; on the 20th of 
Elul 5781 (8.29.21) this Bais Din {Rabbinical Court} declared him a Sarvan 
{recalcitrant} to appear before arbitration, after having summoned him three times 
and warning him, and he did not respond at all. 
 
On the 8th of Tishrei 5782 {calendar date: September 14, 2021} we received 
instruction from an eminent Bais Din in the Holy Land {Israel}, headed by the Great 
scholar Rabbi Menachem Mendel HaKohen Shafran, stipulating among other things 
as follows: 
 

1. In an extreme situation such as ours of Igun {stretching over a period} of 
many years, and he has already been summoned before arbitration and a Ksav 
Siruv {writ of recalcitrance} has been issued against him, and he's been 
summoned by other Batei Din {as well} and he has not appeared before them, 
it is possible to judge him {and rule} without him in attendance, as to whether 
or not he is to be coerced {to divorce}, but this may only be done by a Bais 
Din in the locale of the husband, after affording him an opportunity to come 
and present his claims and/or defenses before that Bais Din, since [it is] they 
[who] have jurisdiction to judge him w/out his consent, not so before a Bais 
Din overseas, before whom he has no obligation to appear. 
 
Should any weighty Halachic questions arise, the local Bais Din may direct 
their questions to the overseas Bais Din, and the local Bais Din may rule per se 
the instructions of the {overseas} Bais Din, as set forth in Shulchan Aruch 
{Code of Jewish Law} Choshen Mishpat 13:6. 
 

2. To facilitate as direct and accurate a relay of information as possible, the 
matter can be arranged that the {overseas} Bais Din participates in the hearing 
via Zoom or the like, or the hearings are recorded, or the both of them together 
– thereby ensuring that the Halachah of {the local Bais Din} "shall write and 
send {their questions}" {to the overseas Bais Din}, as in Choshen Mishpat 
ibid, is fulfilled in the best possible manner, along the lines of {the Halachic 
dictum of} "seeing is better than hearing". 

In keeping with the above, on the 26th of MarCheshvan 5782 (11.1.21) this Bais Din 
held a hearing about her {NE's} case, with the members of the Israeli Bais Din 
participating via Zoom, as set forth in the above-mentioned letter [of instruction]. 
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At the hearing, she {NE} put forth her claims to obligate {her} husband to divorce her 
according to the Law of Moses & Israel, and she also presented several witnesses who 
corroborated and bolstered her words regarding the husband’s {Dovid} personality 
and character traits. 
And after in depth analysis of the details of the claim and Halachic source material, 
and upon receipt of the opinion of the Israeli Bais Din, which ends with the following 
directive: 9. In keeping with our directive in the above referenced 8 Tishrei missive, 
to the effect that you who are on site have jurisdiction to judge this case, as opposed 
to us who are overseas, and what we write is {solely} in keeping with the ruling of 
Shulchan Aruch Choshen Mishpat 13: 6, {therefore} in order to bestow the 
imprimatur of Psak Din2 {upon our words}, it is incumbent upon you to convene a 
Bais Din session and issue a written and signed Psak Din based upon these words of 
ours – and if you feel it would be beneficial, you may forward to us your signed Psak 
Din, and we will join it {countersign it} - end quote of the Israeli Bais Din. In keeping 
with the above, we {find} as follows: 
Psak Din 

1. Mr. Dovid, the son of Rabbi Pinchas the son of the Gaon Rabbi Yitzchak 
Wasserman ob"m, is a Sarvan Din3 in a most serious manner, as he has been 
summoned {to Bais Din} over the course of more than eight years by multiple 
Batei Din, and he hasn't even replied to their {summons}, and what is more, 
the claim in court, which she received permission to submit, has not moved 
him to come to Din or to respond to the summons of the Batei Din. 

2. Therefore, Mr. Wasserman has all the Halachic elements of a Sarvan 
according to Torah law, and as such, anything that is not a criminal offense 
according to the law of the land, may be done in order to cause him to comply 
and come to Din, whether by {NE} herself, or by kind individuals willing to 
volunteer to do kindness to assist Mrs. Nechamah Esther Wasserman. 

3. The husband Dovid Wasserman is obligated to divorce his wife Mrs. 
Nechamah Esther Wasserman forthright and immediately, and according to 
Torah law one may be lenient and coerce him to divorce her. But inasmuch as 
according to federal and NY state law there are guidelines as to what may be 
done to a recalcitrant husband in order to compel him to divorce, therefore, 
this Psak Din does not constitute Halachic license to transgress federal and 
NY state law, and should anybody overstep the legal boundaries, he may not 
justify his deeds by asserting that he was relying upon this Psak Din; but 
nonetheless, the Get {Hebrew divorce instrument} itself will be Halachically 
valid. 

4. Notwithstanding the above article 3 and without detracting from its' Halachic 
validity, it appears that at this point in time and at the present stage, insofar as 
is possible to make do with alternative methods that do not constitute full-
fledged coercion that are permitted by law, this is to be preferred, whether due 
to the issue of coercion {itself}, from which the Sages throughout generations 
have distanced themselves to the furthermost degree, because of the stringency 
of adultery and the fear of a coerced Get contrary to the dictates of Halachah, 
and whether due to the fact that the arbitration was conducted without the 
husband in attendance – all as set forth in Nimukim4 of the Israeli Bais Din. 

 
2 = Binding Halachic ruling 
3 = recalcitrant to submit to Din 
4 = Halachic underpinnings of the Psak Din 



5. Therefore, insofar as the husband continues his recalcitrance, it is proper to 
publicize that in Bais Din's opinion, it is a Mitzvah to distance and separate 
from him, and also from those members of his family who aid and abet him, in 
every possible manner of distancing, along the lines set forth in Shulchan 
Aruch Even HaEzer 154:21 in the addendum {Rema}. 

6. If the above publicizing does not achieve the desired effect, it is proper to 
demonstrate against him, and against those members of his family who aid and 
abet him, and to further publicize his/their shameful behavior, be it via street 
placards, and/or newspapers, and/or social media and/or platforms of all form 
and sort, and/or any other manner permitted by law. 

7. It is a Mitzvah incumbent upon each and every person to assist with the above, 
and a kindness of the highest order, to release an upright and modest daughter 
of the Jewish community from the bonds of her Igun, and whoever prevents or 
dissuades others from acting in this matter, is giving hand to iniquity and 
wickedness, and all the more so to the extreme regarding one who helps Mr. 
Wasserman in a proactive manner, be it privately or publicly – and even if he 
is his relative, for it is obvious that the concept of "and from your flesh-and-
blood you shall not turn away" is inapplicable in a situation such as this. 

8. Should a reasonable period of time pass, and all of the articles 5-7 above prove 
ineffective in releasing her {NE} from the bonds of her Igun, the Bais Din will 
delineate further steps to take, with a detailed plan of action. 

9. Regarding her {NE's} claim against him {Dovid} for child support currently 
being heard in secular court, the Israeli Bais Din has already stated its position 
in their abovementioned letter of the 8th of Tishrei 5782 {to wit}: since the 
husband was already summoned to Din several times by various Batei Din, 
and the first Bais Din issued a Ksav Siruv5 and permission to sue in secular 
court, generally speaking she is permitted to sue {in secular court} for 
whatever is coming to her and to the children according to Halachah, and 
should the husband give a Get so as to exempt himself from these just claims 
and their consequences, such Get will be clearly and unequivocally valid, even 
l'chatchila6 – and this holds true even if the husband is not among those whom 
it is permitted to coerce to divorce. 

10. We should add to the above: not only is she "permitted to sue {in secular 
court} whatever is coming to her and to the children according to Halachah", 
but even more so, one is not to interfere with her suing him in before the legal 
authorities and in secular court for anything she believes she is entitled to, and 
no Bais Din, Rabbi or any other individual, and even a relative [of Dovid], 
may intervene on his behalf regarding her claims in secular court and before 
legal authorities, until he {Dovid} submits to the jurisdiction of Bais Din or 
divorces her according to the Law of Moses & Israel, at which time, if he has 
any monetary claims {against her}, or she and the children have against him, 
they will be obliged to adjudicate {the issues} before a Bais Din that judges 
and rules according to Torah {law}. 

11. As noted, this Psak Din is based upon the opinion of the Israeli Bais Din, 
appended to which are Nimukim that constitute an integral part of this Psak 
Din of ours. 

 
5 = writ of recalcitrance 
6 = before the fact 



12. By way of addition to the above; regarding the steps to be taken against "those 
family members who aid and abet him", as above articles 5-6, {on the one 
hand} she {NE} claims that the family members have the wherewithal to 
influence him {Dovid}-be it directly, or be it indirectly-to divorce her 
according to the Law of Moses & Israel, while on the other hand-so we are 
informed-the family members state that they have already done all they can, 
with no success. Therefore, as of now, one should not act against the family 
members in any way-until the truth of her {NE's} claim is verified, and to that 
end Bais Din will set a date for a hearing as soon as possible. 

13. Excluded from the above article 12 is his {Dovid's} mother Mrs. Rivkah 
Wasserman who has already been summoned by Bais Din and declared a 
Sarvanit. That being the case, the provisions of the above article 2 already 
apply to her, according to which "anything that is not a criminal offense 
according to the law of the land, may be done in order to cause him to comply 
and come to Din etc.", and the same applies to the directives of articles 5-6 
above. 

 
We have affixed our signatures on Thursday, this 5th day of Teves 5783 (Dec. 29, 
2022) 
 
Rabbi Gavriel Tzinner, Head of the Bais Din 
Rabbi Tzvi Gartner, Rabbinic Judge 
Rabbi Yitzchak Aizik Shapiro, Rabbinic Judge 
{Rabbi} Menachem Mendel HaKohen Shafran 
 {Rabbi} Shimon Russak 




