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On November 19, 1972, [Rabbi Goren] issued a ruling in his own name and in the name of eight other 

rabbis, whose names he declined to reveal, permitting the Langers to marry. The reasons for this decision 

and the documents supporting it were published by Rabbi Goren in a two-hundred-page book bearing the 

imprimatur of the Chief Rabbinate of Israel. 

 

Rabbi Goren, claiming to have had additional evidence not available to the rabbinical courts which had 

previously held hearings on the matter, bases his decision on the following considerations: 

1. There exists no admissible evidence attesting to Avraham Borovsky’s conversion to Judaism, 

2. In the event that a valid conversion ceremony did take place, the conversion was nullified by 

virture of the fact that Borovsky continued to live as a practicing Christian. Rabbi Goren cites 

Zofnat Pa’aneach, a commentary on the Mishneh Torah authored by the late Rabbi Yosef 

Rosen, in which Rabbi Rosen interprets Rambam as maintaining that subsequent idolatry on 

the part of a convert is tantanmount to proof that the original conversion was insincere and 

hence invalid.  

3. The original wedding ceremony between Chava Ginsberg and Avraham Borokovsky took 

place in a church. There is no evidence, argues Rabbi Goren, that they were subsequently 

married in accordance with the law of Israel.  

4. The conversion of Avraham Borokovsky, if it indeed did take place, was the result of 

coercion on the part of Chava Ginsberg’s father and hence is null and void. 

5. Even if the conversion were to be accepted as valid, Borokovsky, since he subsequently 

reverted to the practice of Christianity, would have the status of an apostate. Ba’al HaMaor 

maintains that an apostate is not biblically qualified to issue a bill of divorce; according to 

Ba’al HaMaor, a divorce executed by an apostate is valid only by virtue of rabbinic decree. It 

is, however, axiomatic that rabbinic legislation cannot validate a divorce which is biblically 

invalid. The formula invoked in such situations is an annulment of the original marriage. 

Such annulment is within the provice of rabbinic jurisdiction, since all marriages are 

conducted according to “the law of Moses and Israel.” The term “law of Moses” refers to 

biblical law, while “law of Israel” encompasses rabbinic legislation. Rabbi Goren argues that 

since Borokovsky is to be deemed an apostate, the bill of divorce which he ultimately 

delivered to Chava Langer had the effect of retroactively annulling their marriage. As a 

result, she was yet an “unwed woman” in the eyes of Jewish law at the time of her 

involvement with Otto Langer and hence the issue of that union are not to be considered 

bastards.  

 

  


