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פ ס ק     ד י ן
a) The requester ms. Yael daughter of yirmeyahu and Karen ben-david came before us ina request to approve her Judaism. 

The requester was born in Israel on the 5/3/86, studied at religious schools. According to her, keeps a lifestyle of keeping mitzvot.

The Beit Din was presented with a letter which said the requester and her family are members of the community of "moreshet avot – yad naomi" in ra'anana and are part of the congregation of the מתפללים at this community.

In addition we were presented with a letter from who was the principal of amit renanim school in ra'anana, the high school where the requester studied. In this letter it was written that as far as he knew, the requester kept a lifestyle of keeping mitzvot.

b) In a דיון that was held before us, it turned out (התברר) that the mother and father of the requester, yirmeyahu and Karen ben-david, were born of Christian families. The father was a Baptist priest (כומר), married her mother in 75. The requester's claim was that her mother and father converted in 84 in a beit din in tampa florida, were married according to דת משה וישראל and then made aliyah to Israel. This is where their only daughter was born, who is the requester.

Before the beit din was presented a document which pretends (נחזה) to be a conversion certificate. The title of this document is "certificate of acceptance into the jewish faith" (translation from english).

The heading of this document does not have any title of an organization of a beit din. This document has no stamp. The names of the three "rabbis" who are signed on the margins of the document is in a hard to decipher hand writing. Their names are not printed as is accepted/standard in an official document of any community. There is no doubt that a production of such a document can be made by any person, and there is no evidence for credibility of what is said in it.

There is no doubt that this certificate is not similar to a conversion certificate issued by batei din in different places (and is not even similar to a certificate issued by "batei din" that "convert" not according to halakha), where there it is rigorously stated that the certificate is a conversion certificate, the details are written also in Hebrew and there is a possibility to identify who is signed on the document. Also the wording of this document is not similar the the accepted/standard wording of a conversion certificate, and thus this document has no validity whatsoever, and we cannot rely on what is said in it.

Additionally we were presented with a letter signed by the rabbi shmuel Kaplan, a rabbi who is not recognized by us. Also this document is not an official document. In this letter it is written that the mother of the requester was converted duly. Moreso the requester presented before us a letter that according to the requester was written by a balanit, where it is written that her mother טבלה in the mikveh regularly.

c) Before the beit din the letter from rabbi eliyahu ben-dahan was presented, who is the מנהל of the rabbinical courts (his title at the time) from the date of ז אייר תש"ע in this letter it was written:

"I hereby inform you that the beit din in tampa, florida US, which converted the couple, yirmeyahu and Karen ben-david on the day of י"א שבט תשמ"ד (15/01/84) is not a beit din recognized by the chief rabbinate of Israel"

Likewise, the beit din was presented with letters from the מנהל לשכה of rabbi (הראשל"צ הרה"ג) shlomo moshe amar where it was written:

"the conversion certificate that was made by the beit din in the city of tampa – florida in the US to mr yirmeyahu ben-david, is not approved by  the chief rabbi of Israel and this conversion cannot be recognized as proof of judaism".

"the conversion certificate of mrs. Karen ben-david  which is signed by the beit din in tampa – florida, is not recognized by the chief rabbi of Israel and her Judaism cannot be approved at all based on this document".

It should be mentioned that the wording is different from the regular wording for batei din that are not recognized, where it is written that the beit din is not recognized, without mentioning the consequences from that statement. This sometimes requires a detailed examination of the case whether to approve the conversion or not. In the case before us the ruling (קביעה) is decisive that according to this document there is no option to approve her Judaism and it has no value in proving judaism.

d) the father of the requester founded a group which he is the head of which is called "נצרים".

This group has a website that describes the ideology in which they believe. From the material presented on this site it arises that their belief is that the נצרים are a group of orthodox jews continuing the path of ישו  (or יהושע) in Christianity, in whom they see an orthodox rabbi that was revealed as משיח. The father of the requester writes that he has found many contradictions in the Christian religion, which is a forgery of the path of that man. Yirmeyahu ben-david  wrote a book that presents the priniciples of his religious belief, a book which the requester translated into Hebrew, which proves that also the requester is associated with his path.

Either way, there is no doubt that the mother of the requester was born as a non-jew, holds the belief common to her and her husband. The requester claims that the mother converted. The certificate presented before us cannot prove that the mother indeed underwent any conversion process and as is required according to דין תורה and as is ruled in the שולחן ערוך.

As we wrote above, from a letter that was received from the מנהל of the rabbinical courts and from the chamber of the ראשון לציון (chief rabbi of Israel), it is concluded that the conversion of this beit din cannot be relied upon at all.

It is not clear to us what conversion process was done, if it was done. Even if we had known that a conversion process required by דין תורה was done, it is very doubtful if under the circumstances of the matter, that the mother took upon her the faith of Judaism and acceptance of mitzvoth that is required as the basic condition to begin the process of conversion, and that is required to determine that she had converted. And thus she must be held under the definition of a נוכרית.

e) Even if we would have known that the mother of the requester follows the ways of Judaism and keeps mitzvoth, the שולחן ערוך has already ruled that (סימן רס"ח ס"י):

"A גוי or גויה that came and said I was converted in the beit din of such and such… is not trustworthy to come within the קהל until he brings witnesses, and if we've seen them doing the customs of ישראל and doing all the מצוות, these are under the definition of גרי צדק and even though there are no witnesses that testify in front of whom they were converted, and despite this if he came to marry in ישראל he must not be married until they bring witnesses or dip in the mikveh".

And it's source is from the sayings of the רמב"ם (איסורי ביאה פי"ג ח"ט). And here the sayings of the רמב"ם and the שולחן ערוך are about one who claims to have been converted before a recognized בית דין whose conversion should be reliable. And even the most [?] is not reliable until he brings witnesses that he converted before them, and [this is the case] even if he keeps mitzvot.

On the case before us, the "beit din" that the requester claims her mother converted before, is not recognized and it turns out that there is no name on it. We do not know what process she underwent, it she underwent. And thus even if the mother keeps mitzvoth, there is no option to approve her Judaism and her דין is as a נוכרית who keeps mitzvoth, which is not enough to make her a jew. Since the mother is considered נוכריה, also her daughter who is requesting is considered נוכריה, and thus even if she keeps mitzvoth, the keeping of the mitzvoth is not enough to make her a jew.

f) And here is from what is said in the internet website of the netzrim, it arises that the members of this sect deny the principles of the faith. Even if we accept their claim that they accept upon themselves the keeping of mitzvoth, except for some of the ordinances [?]of חז"ל that do not appeal to them, then their דין is as we have studied in בכורות (ל, ב):


"A גוי that comes in order to accept the sayings of torah except for one thing, he is not accepted, rabbi yosei ben rabi yehuda says even one דקדוק from the sayings of סופרים"

And here there is no doubt that the father of the requester and her mother, which there is a doubt whether they believe in the principle of faith of יחוד ה', surely are not wiling to accept upon themselves, in any case, all the דקדוקים of the סופרים, and thus it is not appropriate to accept them as גרים. And the אחרונים have debated on this דין, whether it is the intent of the גמרא that they are not to be accepted to begin with, but if they passed and something was wrong with the conversion, or [??] then the conversion won't be recognized even after the fact. And see the שו"ת of בית יצחק (חיו"ד סימן ק') and in שו"ת of אחיעזר (ח"ג סימן כ"ו) and in שו"ת דעת כהן (סימן קנ"ב), and see the שו"ת אגרות משה a few answers on this matter. See ח' יו"ד ח"ב (סי' קכ"ד) וח"ג (סי' ק"ו וק"ח) ואכמ"ל. But we do not need to discuss this, for as we have written it was not proven at all that a beit din accepted andb brought the mother of the requester under the wings of the שכינה, and are thus considered נוכרים.

Even if we accept the claim of the requester that her mother used to dip in the mikveh regularly, we cannot rely on the sayings of the גמרא in יבמות (מח,ב): "Who hasen't dipped for her נידה" meaning that this dipping is not sufficient for converting. The רמב"ם, the רי"ף (as the מ"מ and the אחרונים clarified his opinion), and the opinion of the ריטב"א and the נימוק"י that a dipping for נידה is not useful for the dipping of conversion. And even in the opinion of רש"י, תוספות, and other אחרונים, that the dipping due to נידה is useful for conversion, we would have [had to check?] if there was an acceptance of the מצוות before a beit din before hand, which is not known to us to have happened in this case.

And thus even if her mother dipped for נידה, she is as a נוכרית  that dips, and is not a dipping for conversion. And thus because the mother of the requester and her father are not jews, the requester is also not a jew.

In light of all which has been said above, we reject the request of the requester for approval of Judaism.

The beit din has turned to משרד הפנים and ordered the files of the parents of the requester in order to find out on what basis their Judaism and right to make aliyah was made. In the file of משרד הפנים there are no documents which point to the conversion of the parents and their eligibility to make aliyah. (As is not the case with the files of olim from the ussr, where there are files that point to their eligibility). Also, the "document" which was presented before us is not found in the file in משרד הפנים, a document which in and of itself cannot be used as a public document.

The beit din turned again to משרד הפנים and to different sources to inquire upon what the Judaism of the parents was based and their right for aliyah set, but despite numerous attempts to find out, the בית דין did not receive an answer to this fact. This is the reason the decision was delyed. Notwithstanding, this does not diminish or increase in regards to the decision given, which as we have written, the requester is not jewish.

In light of what is said above, the beit din קובע:

a) The requester – yael ben david is not a jew

b) The הנהלה of the rabbinical courts needs to put the requester on the list of מעוכבי חיתון
c) The secretariat needs to transfer this פסק דין to the מנהל of the field of בירור יהדות, for him to initiate the beginning of procedures to determine the Judaism of the parents of the requester:

a. Yirmeyahu ben david tz 015642791

b. Karen ben david tz 015642791

d) The מנהל of the field of בירור יהדות is asked to transmit this פסק דין to the population registry (לשכת מרשם האוכלוסין) for taking appropriate procedures for the correct registering of the details of the religion and nationality of the requester and her parents in the population registry.

e) Because in the written material presented before us it turned out that the requester and her parents are members of the community of "moreshet avot yad namoi", the secretariat must transmit this פסק דין to the rabbiniate in raanana, so that they will act to inform the community mentioned about the religion of the requester and her parents.

ניתן ביום ה' בניסן התשע"ב
(28/03/2012)
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