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CERTIFICATE OF ACCURACY

On this day, personally appeared before me, a Notary Public in and for the State of
New York, County of Kings, Wolf Markowitz, who after having duly affirmed,
deposes and says that he is and has for more than 35 years been, a professional
translator of the HEBREW and ENGLISH languages; that he carefully prepared the
attached ENGLISH translation of a 4 Page Rabbinical Ruling Dated Dec. 29, 2022
written in HEBREW; and that the translation is a true, accurate and correct

rendering of such document and the whole thereof. Described and affirmed to

before me thisyxz& 2023.

Signﬁjcure of Translator

R I C.STATE OF
NOTARY P:\JjL £6293786
P,
Qualified 1" :;29 16-2

I¢l



7"0a
VNN AWKV ,NORTR N°27 AN 12701 INOR AN AR AR 1™ 110 T Taw 7"72
72 1NYaN DIWA DNIR TWRY IR RN A0 20 7000 31 A1 Aw Rl oy sl b b
R"DWN 298 '3 0vY ,"MATD AW POYRY R PR PR 37°01 00107 Na 91 1o °193
2N X112 1707 121 2°0YD WHW 1anaw IR 172 TRV 13902 1OV 1197 13107 10 (8.29.21)
7S
11271 2731 @NI7 227 D1TAT PIRAT MWK 2”582 W0 7" R 722pni 2"own wn 'n ara
:2"712 07 1A DYapa X" 1o
TN PT? 1AM 12 2IW NI PRV W 10T NI 1T PRI AvWw YW agna K
,1°D2 72 KT OK 17192 K7W 172 10°1,0°192 ¥95177 891 1T °N2 Ty 11 217°0 203
DR DPI9% MUW?) X122 MIWDR 17 JN1NW MK 2YaT 2w 2pnaw 7"aa X1
VD112 27MPRY 007 12vaw 7"22 2"RwH 010 Yy 11TS 197 0bw 10, MIvy
.07°102
DIPNT 72 NINW? awWT 72 0712 Y1372 HPwn N7 YR 1P N AR

A" A" D "n ¥"wa RNORTIY P07 awT 72 29120 AR 299 NN

YRW? XD PT N°IW IV DR 1707 IN°1 WOHRW 77W1 37 77182 1701 027w 07D .2
RITW 75 — T 23w W 10ORY DIOTAW R TNTN DWW NIVENRI 7Y 92
A3 PRI NPM22 N2 1A 1DINA 0P '3 2 0 A"RT PR pania”t
R balalizza
R ,A7IP2 1107 AT 02 0101 opna (11.1.21) 2"swn mwnan "o ara LB"inh oxnaa

"I 2512 yapaw 29271 ,p"7IK2 7" 2an 23 0 MYEARD 13 DN


Esther


DWRNT D7V 7001 AR 101 ,2MMTD AWIN? YT 20D PNIVD DX AWRT T0ET 10T
2 M5 SY27 NPWORY YA 77127 DX DOWWIRDY
oY M nomi P N2 T"1an 7N 23pnna) L7000 MMpa AYhana una Py nR)
ONX ,99M7 PR 0°29p 0oN12 00 ,Wwn ' avn 2" 2noma AR aRNT L0 T ORI
17 9"Y 022031 17K 11°727 %D R¥»I ,0°H 12Yn DOAWTH UMK KDY, P DR T2 2000000
"IN XX VOWNR MIXDI NAWY 03°%Y 7"05 PN O NNY 27331 ,1"0 A" o A™n YT
DR 179X 7Y2 031071 ,N30 792 7 2271702 AR — 19K 110127 SV 001207 23Mm 2100 70D
11272721237 197 ,p"7IR2 7702 210V, 1R U 1IMIRY ,0IN0 00107 PO
17 PoD
TANAY "NR N2 A 1T 1270 KIT 2" IA001 PRXC 2T PRAT 200D AT R NT M X
,MRIIYI Y207 N ,ANY°2N7 2747 R? ORI 17 °N2 7720 "'V 223w INRwn 1oVn% Jwna
JPT N2 MIATIR 2377 IR 172 X12R IMYIT KD L0002 oYK naow
*D% N2790 1177y APKRW 772 93 1991,2"MN 77 "9 1270 2107 93 1701 1Y W1 NRTY R .2
MY I LANEYA 17,1777 X122 KT DMX RTOW 2752 172 2V09) Pweh amn a1t opn

7701 ANOK 1AM NAND NIV 70N MWYL 271005 020 TN VYA

L

9P W N P, 7MY A9°N BTN INOK AN NOR INWR DR WA 271 11701 1T YA
AN % 02290 DIW PR 11 DT 2R ORI DY 110 DaR RO NN 71w TN
11 2"TIR P PV MY 0T AT 7092 PR DRT? R ,03 DAY 1270 HYa v mwyh
WD I VAT PAR LT 7092 MR 9917 KD P MDY M M RITT IRA ORY PN
922,717 29w ANY NYDW 811 ,°N3977 19100 YITA7 292 ' PY0 DY R AR DY 7
,’DU 7TV P17 °"DY 2N MMM D DWn ORA PRY 091277 2°3772 PONOAY 1NN
XM DWR ,NOMRT A¥P TV 7300 PRINT MMNTT T 700377 0107 axy nann i
VMDA 271 — 11D ROW DPNAW 1T NAND 1M L1 ROW WIS U3 WWM WK NWRT
PUTR2 7 pneaa
PIANT? MED 7" DYTOW M2¥2 0079Y W1 121702 DYAn Pwnw 935,10 Y WR
7"V ,D007WR MPAINT 77 952,02 2200 NRDWR 121 1oRA 191,010 DTN

1"372 X0 7"1p 0 VAR ¥y™MWwa uoni



D207 NMOWN 1127 19K A3 191,172 1ADI7 W ,00m0 DR W XY Y37 0107977 OX3
W/ MNWI IR DNNY XA 2 MY MYXAR NRM ,0°272 2/117%p DR 0019 191,13
2T °"DY AIMINT NANR 777 92 IR MINPH NPNNAN NINIBYD

N2 2°X7% ,7012 7237 AA772 700 X1 ,PMI2 YR 2R K7 WK DR 9 DY T
,17°12 21997 DY NN IR QIR T°2 YNAW 1 9, 29200 TN WD YR
RVIX] OR ,7W¥ 0P 19701 W72 12 Myw 02 1"p Hw 112 121", yw ywe? T i
X? 772" PIv 23"R02 TOW K97 XOWHT ,NRDWA 1P RIT OR 19DR) — 707152 DX
R ablijely

,AMIIY 2200 AWRA DR N 291 X2 -7 20000 917 931 020 AT MW HId
MBI NP2VIDIX MR IR TN ,TWAT TV DY Ny DR 300 702

,11TR NINDIY DT TM2N00 0°72°7 NDIIDY MR N2V 2¥2aT 733 WK NY°an 1373
V277 117 720w 11°0 :2"5Wn Wwn "1 avn 2" 2anna TNk PR 7 N 120
WIN? NN 217°0 2N YHY IRCXIT NWRIT 7221 PT N2 1 192 DOAYD nd PO
WA 2¥ATW 9521 ,1°7 9"V 2272771 19 AT IR Y12nY MRwA X 70 Yoo ,w'niaa
129DR 02 711 ,72°7N2 UAT WIW M7, T MW 1R MPTIE MIYOAND 095D 2792 MR
ROXITY OMIX POIDW IR 7 K7 DY OX

ROKR "7 9" 0979991 177 v IR 31205 DORWD X0 7292 11 89w L2310 DY TV 00
X7 7INYT 207w M 92 DY 719717 NIRDIV NPIWIA IMR 1anDH 19 ¥5aR PR LT AR
1TY2 2INWRR ,Anown 217 170K IR WO 93 I 27 IR 7™ WD PRy 1 noRoT
2" IMTI AR WA IR PT? VR TV DR, MIWT DWW 73787 MRWR a0 P2
By 1777 722 PUINAR 020N 197,173 0790 AR R LN1IIN Myean 19 1 O IX)
N

N72 PPN QNN Q2PN PR NN WK ,P" IR 702 710 2V 00121 AT 710D, 110K
ST 007 PoDN 78]

0°9°y0 9"121 "2 0°0mMINT INNDWN 2121 9R" TA1 vIPIR WO 2TV 1272 ,0%Wa XYY an
2Y-10°pYa ORY PIWINA OR-YOOWI? ANDWAT 12 0772 N1 D NI AWRA 737 ,0-1

Q212 111 22 WY 120w 2NN MOWAT Y12 LIRWAT 0001 ,TTORMY " MTD TwIA? yan

ol

X

al



TV NIRN RN 9T 733 MW A T e’ TR AT D9 1A R O on rm
STWERA DTRD 11T TV VAP TR 9 DT ARG NIVY D ey
T MY T MIANG 125w 10 AP0 nn Hran Y jaxn 2% nwn Y Yon jEm e
93" g1 ,7"30 2 D DR DK PWSY a0 TR AR 1 By R maann Y T
RIPT M8 X7 ¥702 1738 Yo' e min mavtan e s nehe iy TPRw
251 =N 2D MR 1Y, T XD
(2022 1272 29) a"swn nap 'y wren o v At

te~Fer 75" pp3 D/ﬁc‘ 15 :ih;:g ﬁ;"’ L SQ

17 XD PIMR PRYS 2 V7,704 158 300 wN WA YR 3

[ st [ Gipe 2"

e/
/

[


David Bartfeld

David Bartfeld


Translation fromthe H E BR E W Language

Regarding the matter between Mr. Dovid Wasserman and Mrs. Nechamah Esther
Wasserman by which she is demanding that he divorce her according
to the Law of Moses & Israel, and she is an Agunah? 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 20" 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 8" of Tishrei 5782 {calendar date: September 14, 2021} we received
instruction from an eminent Bais Din in the Holy Land {lsrael}, 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 26" 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].

! ‘Chained’ into a marriage
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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 Din? {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 Din® 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 N 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 Halachabh,
and whether due to the fact that the arbitration was conducted without the
husband in attendance — all as set forth in Nimukim* 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. Itis 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 8" 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 Siruv® 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
I'chatchila® — 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 5" 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





