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®CBS

New York

Panel Assembles To Discuss Sex Abuse Cases In
Brooklyn

June 10, 2012 10:02 pm
by WINS reporter Sonia Rincon

NEW YORK(CBSNewYork) — Brooklyn District Attorney Charles Hynes and a panel of
community leaders met to discuss sex abuse cases within the Ultra-Orthodox Jewish
community.

DA Hynes and civil rights attorney Norman Siegel appeared at a public town-hall
meeting in Brooklyn on Sunday, along with child advocates, rabbis, and molestation
victims.

1010 WINS reporter Sonia Rincon was in Crown Heights...

Hynes has come under fire in the past for his handling of sexual assault allegations
in the community.

The District Attorney defended his policy and said that it was unacceptable for
anybody with knowledge of sex abuse to fail to report it to the authorities.

Siegel told the assembly that the community could not stop at reporting abuse
to rabbis.

“For too long the community’s response to sexual abuse was to tell the victim to
go talk to a rabbi,” he said.

Siegel praised the District Attorney for his work on the issue and pledged his
continued assistance. He also advised parents that they should never hesitate to
report suspected abuse cases to the authorities.

Leaders emphasized the need to involve secular authorities...

Hynes emphasized the need to prevent victims of sexual abuse from becoming
victims of retribution within the community.

“We have to protect the victims and not the perverts,” he said.

Rabbi Yousef Blau made it clear that the policy of the community was to involve
the authorities if abuse was suspected.

“If one is aware of someone abusing children, one must go to secular authorities,”
he said.

59



Siegel told the assembly that he looks forward to participating in similar meetings
in the future.

Does Brooklyn need to change the way it handles sex abuse cases? Let us
know in our comments section below...

Copyright © CBS New York
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Reporting Child Molesters: non or
Obligation?

In recent years, the Orthodox Jewish community has been shaken by numer-
ous tragic revelations of otherwise respected educators who have taken
criminal advantage of their role to molest children under their charge. Amid
the collective efforts to formulate a proper response to this most unfortunate
phenomenon, the question has arisen as to the propriety of reporting abusers to
the relevant authorities, such as the police or municipal child welfare services.
Jewish tradition has always regarded nvon — relaying to gentile authorities
information about a fellow Jew or his assets — as among the harshest crimes a
Jew can commit. When exploring whether or how this prohibition applies in
the case of a child molester, we must consider the parameters of nvon, on the
one hand, and on the other, the precise halachic classification of molestation
and the long-term danger posed to the victim.
Specifically, we will examine the following questions:

1) Does a molester have the halachic status of a qmn (“pursuer”), whom
others are allowed to stop through any necessary means?

2) Irrespective of the law of 91, is it permissible to summon the authorities
to apprehend a Jew who threatens the wellbeing of other Jews?

3) Does the prohibition of nvon apply to modern-day democratic
governments?

4) In a case in which someone is suspected of molesting a young boy or girl,
how much credence can we halachically give to the child’s testimony?

5) Assuming that, in principle, a suspected molester can or must be reported
to the authorities, may this decision be reached by anyone, or must one
receive a formal pesak from a rabbi or beis din?

I. Is a Molester a q4119?

We will begin by examining the possibility of assigning to a molester the status
of 911 — literally, “pursuer” Under certain circumstances, one who threatens
another person may be stopped through any necessary means, including even
by killing him. If a molester, who threatens children, is considered a 91, then
certainly he may and must be stopped through any available means, which, in
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62 HEADLINES: HALACHIC DEBATES OF CURRENT EVENTS

contemporary society, would translate into summoning the authorities who
have the legal and physical power to arrest and imprison criminals.

The Mishna in Sanhedrin (73a) lists three cases in which people are licensed
to kill someone who pursues another person: if he is attempting to kill, to engage
in forced homosexual relations with another man, or to engage in forced sexual
relations with a nomxnn ns (betrothed girl). The Gemara clarifies that this
license is given in all cases in which the person endeavors to commit a capital
sexual offense; it is not limited to cases of homosexuality or relations with a nya
noxnn. This includes an adulterous relationship with a married woman, as
well as situations of incest. The Acharonim address the question of whether this
halacha would also apply to one seeking to have forced relations with a nidda.!

Accordingly, some have claimed that a molester should be regarded as a 91,
insofar as he seeks to commit capital sexual offenses. However, this would be
true only if the molester commits the sexual act of intercourse with a boy, but
not if he engages in other kinds of inappropriate behavior.? Furthermore, in the
case of a young girl who has yet to reach adolescence and is thus not considered
a nidda, even the act of intercourse would not constitute a capital sexual offense,
and thus the status of 9111 would not apply. (The situation of an adolescent girl
would depend on the aforementioned debate concerning one who seeks rela-
tions with a nidda.) Moreover, when dealing with youngsters who have reached
the age of halachic adulthood, the possibility of considering the molester a 4111
is limited to forced relations. The law of 4711 does not apply to one who seeks
to seduce an adult (Sanhedrin 73b), and thus in the case of teens, the molester
cannot obtain the status of qm if he entices his victims to engage in relations
without coercion.

Others claim that molesters should be treated as a 4117 not due to the intent

1. The Avnei Neizer (Y.D. 461) infers from Rashi’s comments in Sanhedrin (73b, nmar n”1
n11) that the status of 911 applies to one pursuing a woman only if the relationship
would render the resultant child a mamzer, and thus it would certainly not apply to
the case of a nidda. Rabbi Akiva Eiger, in his notes to the Rambam (Hilchos Rotzeiach
1:11), also makes this inference from Rashi’s comments, noting that the Rambam there
appears to disagree. See also Minchas Chinuch, mitzva 6oo.

2. One could argue that a molester should be regarded as a 9T pav (a person who might
be seeking to commit a capital offense), as it is possible that he seeks full intercourse,
even if most molesters engage in other forms of inappropriate contact. However, the
halacha regarding a 9T pav is itself subject to debate. The Minchas Chinuch (296:33)
writes that such a person is regarded as a 911 and may be killed, whereas Rav Chaim
Ozer Grodzinsky rules that the status of g1 is reserved for those who are clearly bent
on committing the forbidden act (Achiezer, vol. 3, 72:3). The Tosefta in Sanhedrin (11:5)
appears to support Rav Chaim Ozer’s position. See also the comments of Rashi, Tosfos,
and Kovetz Shiurim regarding nannna xan, Pesachim 2b.



REPORTING CHILD MOLESTERS: 1701 OR OBLIGATION? 63

to commit a sexual offense, but rather because of the potentially fatal effects of
molestation. Victims of sexual abuse often suffer from psychological disorders
such as depression and the like, which can often last for many years and can
sometimes lead to suicide, God forbid. Given the possible deadly result, it has
been argued that a molester is no different from someone attempting to kill
another person, as he seeks to inflict upon the victim emotional trauma that
can result in suicide.

It should be noted, however, that the aforementioned Mishna listing the
sexual offenses included under the law of 4717 makes no mention of one who
seeks to engage in forced relations with an unmarried girl. Despite the traumatic
psychological effects of rape, the Mishna does not include it in its list of crimes
that may be prevented by killing the prospective offender. It thus seems difficult
to extend to the status of qmn to those seeking to commit crimes that inflict
emotional pain on the victim, an extension that is never made by the Mishna.

I1. Molesters as a Threat to the Public

Even if a molester does not have the status of qmn, might it still be permissible
or obligatory to report him to the authorities for the sake of protecting potential
victims? More generally, what halachic means are available to a community
when one of their own threatens the public welfare?

The poskim address this question in the context of the Shulchan Aruch’s
ruling (C.M. 388:12) allowing communities to report to the gentile authorities
one who causes harm to the public:

,JDIPYY 1TI0RYY IMDNY WDIR D221I1D YTNY T2 170N IMN 1IPRN NDRA 3900070 9
2701Y MOR TN PR Nan Har

Whoever causes harm or distress to the public — it is permissible to
hand him over to the gentile authorities to beat him, imprison him or
fine him; on account of distress caused to a single individual, however,
it is forbidden to hand him over [to the authorities].

According to the Shulchan Aruch, a distinction is drawn between one who
threatens the public welfare, who may be reported to the authorities, and one
who causes harm to an individual, whom the community is not authorized to
report.

The Sema, however, commenting on this ruling, establishes an important

3. Inthe prevalent editions of the Shulchan Aruch, this word is written 701mn, but the Shach
and Vilna Gaon note that the text should read axnn.
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qualification, claiming that the Shulchan Aruch refers here only to xn%va1yx —a
general disturbance or annoyance. In such a case, a community may not report
an offender who disturbs only one individual. If, however, the offender causes
actual monetary or physical harm, even to one person, then he may certainly be
reported to the authorities. The Sema refers us to the Shulchan Aruch’s earlier
ruling (388:7): “Some authorities maintain that one who is beaten by his fellow
may go and submit a complaint to the gentiles, even though this will cause the
beater great harm...” The Shach adds that if one beats other people, it is per-
missible to petition the authorities to intervene and prevent him from causing
further harm, even if the authorities will confiscate the offender’s property as
a result.

It is clear from the rulings of the Sema and Shach that one is entitled to report
to the authorities a felon who threatens the public welfare, even if he poses a
physical or monetary risk only to individuals, and not to the general public.®

This ruling also appears in a responsum of the Maharach Or Zarua (Teshuvos
Chadashos 4):

If the beater is someone who frequently beats, and has repeated [the
crime] several times and continues to act freely, and it is clear from
his conduct that he plans to beat whomever does not comply with his
wishes, it is a mitzva for every Jew to notify the judges and authorities
and petition them to stop him. And if as a result they would conspire
against him and confiscate all his property, the informer has not com-
mitted any sin.

It seems clear that a child molester is no different in this regard from one who

4. 'The Darchei Moshe, as cited by the Shach, records this ruling in the name of the Maharam
Mei-Rizbork and disagrees, noting that a community is not permitted to confiscate the
property of even a 7om — someone who reports his fellow Jews to the authorities. If
a community does not have license to confiscate a vowm’s property, the Darchei Moshe
argues, then certainly this may not be done to one who causes other, lesser forms of
harm. The Shach notes, however, that the Maharam was speaking of petitioning the
authorities to prevent further criminal activity, and not of taking punitive measures
against an offender. Regardless of the accepted punitive measures for a 7om, a com-
munity is certainly entitled to summon the government authorities to prevent someone
from causing people harm.

5. On the basis of this ruling, Rav Yosef Efrati rules that if someone is trying to steal, the
prospective victim may immediately notify the authorities and does not have to first
summon the thief to beis din. Rav Efrati applied this ruling to the case of a person who
uploaded the entire Artscroll Talmud onto the internet and made it available for free
viewing. According to Rav Efrati, Artscroll was entitled to go straight to the police to
avoid financial loss.
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beats other people. It would thus be permissible — and, in fact, a mitzva — to
notify the authorities in order to stop the molester from his criminal activity,
and this would not constitute nvon. Indeed, Rav Yosef Shalom Elyashiv, in a
responsum printed in the Yeshurun journal (vol. 15, p. 641), rules that where
there is a legitimate reason to suspect a person of molesting children (72715 ),
he may be reported to the authorities.®

III. Applying nvon to Democratic Governments

Thus far, we have worked under the assumption that the prohibition of nvon
would, in principle, forbid reporting fellow Jews to the gentile government
authorities, and the only question is whether in practice this would be permis-
sible for the purpose of public safety. However, this assumption itself — that the
law of nvon is theoretically applicable in contemporary Western society — is
far from clear.

One basis for questioning this assumption is a passage in the Aruch
Ha-Shulchan (C.M. 388:7):

As anyone familiar with history knows, in ancient times people in dis-
tant lands had no protection over their bodies or property from bandits
and thieves, even those in official positions of power. Even today, as we
know, there are several countries in Africa where government officials
wantonly rob and steal. But the European monarchs, and especially
our lord, the Russian Czar, and his predecessors, as well as the kings of
Britain, should be commended for extending their governance over the
distant lands so that every person would enjoy protection over his body

6. Rav Elyashiv bases his ruling upon a responsum of the Rashba (3:393) in which the
Rashba authorizes community leaders to impose penalties and even administer corporal
punishment to felons when they deem such measures necessary for the public welfare
(nywn 7121 nyn pponY). Thus, Rav Elyashiv rules, the sages of every generation are
licensed to take the measures they deem necessary to protect the public from criminals
such as abusers.

I asked Rav Elyashiv’s disciple, Rav Yosef Efrati, why Rav Elyashiv resorted to this
responsum of the Rashba, when it is clear from the Sema and Shach, as cited above, that
one who poses a threat may be reported to the gentile authorities. Rav Efrati replied that
Rav Elyashiv was reluctant to issue a blanket ruling allowing all individuals to notify the
authorities about a suspected abuser, which could lead to widespread false accusations.
He therefore cited the responsum of the Rashba, which authorizes specifically the batei
din to take the necessary measures to rein in on dangerous criminals. As we will see later,
however, there is halachic basis for allowing even ordinary citizens to report molesters,
without obtaining a pesak from a rabbi or beis din.
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and property, such that the wealthy do not have to hide to avoid being
robbed and murdered. This is the basis of all the laws of non found in
the Talmud and halachic literature, as we will, with God’s help, explain,
for one who informs or reports his fellow to these thieves is indeed
pursuing him both physically and financially, and he may therefore be
saved [from this sin] by having his life taken.”

According to the Aruch Ha-Shulchan, the prohibition of nvon applies only to
reporting fellow Jews to rogue governments who have no regard for the basic
rights of its citizens. Even Czarist Russia, the Aruch Ha-Shulchan writes, granted
its citizens enough rights to render nvon inapplicable. It goes without saying that
this would be true of modern democracies, which guarantee their citizens due
process of the law before punitive measures are undertaken, as well as protection
of life, limb, and property.

Moreover, several sources indicate that the license to kill a 7o, even if he
only informs authorities about a fellow Jew’s money,® stems from the clear and
present danger that he poses to human life. The Sema (388:29), for example,
writes that a 701 may be killed because once a Jew’s property is exposed to the
gentile authorities, he becomes subject to false charges to the point at which, in
many cases, he is killed, and thus the 9o has the status of a qm. This is also the
implication of Rashi in his commentary to Bava Kama (117a), and this point is
made explicitly by the Rosh in one of his responsa (17:1):

One who seeks to expose his fellow’s property to a thief is compared by
the Sages to one who pursues his fellow physically to kill him... Once
one falls into the trap, he is shown no mercy; and a Jew’s money, too —
once it falls into the hands of the thieves, he is shown no mercy. Today
they take some, tomorrow they take it all, and in the end he is handed
over and killed, as they hope he will confess that he has additional
money. He [the 101] is therefore considered a q711, and may be saved
[from his crime] by taking his life.

Accordingly, even if we do not accept the Aruch Ha-Shulchan’s sweeping claim
that non does not apply to governments of civilized societies, we would still
restrict the prohibition to situations in which conveying information would pose
a direct threat to life. In contemporary societies, even if a court makes a wrong

7. This passage is omitted from the most recent edition of the Aruch Ha-Shulchan, likely
because the printers assumed it was added only to satisfy the censors and does not reflect
the author’s actual views. Significantly, however, Rav Eliezer Waldenberg (Tzitz Eliezer
(vol. 19, 52:5), cites this passage, evidently assuming that it was written wholeheartedly.

8. 'This license is codified in the Shulchan Aruch (C.M. 388:10).
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conviction, the defendants life is not put at risk, and it thus stands to reason that
the grave prohibition of nvon does not apply in today’s circumstances.’

In an oral conversation, Rav Yosef Efrati noted that even if the prohibition
of nvon does not apply to modern democratic governments, reporting Jews
to the authorities would nevertheless be prohibited for a different reason. The
Gemara in Gittin (88b) establishes the prohibition of o”2y 199 851 nnn195, which
forbids resorting to non-Jewish courts to resolve legal conflicts. Aside from the
issue of nvon, reporting an alleged criminal to the gentile authorities essentially
amounts to putting him on trial before a non-Jewish court, in violation of nina%
0”10y 197 R,

One may, however, dispute this contention on several grounds. First, the rule
of 0"y 1%’ nnnab applies to bringing financial disputes to non-Jewish courts.
In the case of a criminal such as a molester, the court system is being used to
protect people from harm, not to settle property disputes. Second, in our times,
when batei din do not have the authority to punish criminals, it is legitimate to
resort to the general court system for the vital purpose of reining in criminals.
This cannot be compared to situations of financial disputes, which batei din
are authorized to adjudicate, such that bringing the matter to a gentile court
would dishonor Torah law. If a criminal threatens the public, a community’s
only recourse is the general court system, which has the authority to convict and
imprison offenders, and this should thus certainly be permissible.

Moreover, reporting an offender to the police is not the same as summoning
another party to court. Even though the accused criminal will likely be pros-
ecuted and put on trial, the Jew who reports him is not bringing him to court.
He merely summons the authorities to intervene for the sake of public safety,
and they then decide to prosecute. Calling the police thus does not violate the
law of 0”2y 7Y X9 oab.

IV. Accepting the Testimony of a Minor

Based on what we have seen, it is permissible, and even obligatory, to report
a suspected molester to the authorities once there is sufficient reason to sus-
pect that he indeed poses a danger to other people. The question then must be
addressed as to how a credible suspicion is established. If a child claims he or she

9. The Mordechai (Bava Kama 9:117) offers a different reason for the prohibition of nvon,
writing that it is “repugnant” (79n) to hand over one’s money to a gentile ruler. As cited,
however, the Sema gives the reason that non threatens a person’s life, and for this reason
the Shulchan Aruch allows even killing a qom.
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was molested, does this complaint suffice as “testimony” to warrant summoning
the authorities?

This precise question was addressed by Rav Yosef Shaul Nathanson in his
work of responsa, Shoel U-Meishiv (Mahadura Kama, 1:185):

In 5613, rumors were spread in a certain town about a certain teacher
who had been living there for eight years, and the children who studied
with him as youngsters are now thirteen years old and older. They now
testify that as children, when they learned with him, he defiled them
through homosexuality, Rachamana litzlan... Two young men — one
who is now fifteen years old and the other thirteen — testified that as
children, when they studied under him, when they were around nine
years old or younger, he would defile them through homosexuality, for
they would lie with him in bed in the room where he lived. There is a
lot more to the incident that is not suitable for printing.

This was my response. The truth is, I have already elaborated in a
responsum that two valid witnesses are required to disqualify a person,
and I cited the comments of the Peri Chadash and the Ritva requiring
two valid witnesses to disqualify someone, as it is treated as mwai »»7
[a trial for the purpose of corporal or capital punishment]. In this case,
then, since they were minors at the time of the incident, they are not
accepted as witnesses to testify as adults about what they saw as minors,
as stated explicitly in Choshen Mishpat (35)... However, according to
what the Maharik and Terumat Ha-Deshen wrote and was codified by the
Rama in the Shulchan Aruch, that in situations where valid witnesses are
not needed, even women and minors are accepted as witnesses, in this
matter, where certainly there is no possibility of having adults [testify],
and there is no possibility of having testimony — because undoubtedly,
this person, although he is evil and malevolent, conceals his conduct
and plays only with small boys... — it is clear that they are accepted as
witnesses. Moreover, it is not as though we are trying to disqualify him
from serving as a witness or from taking an oath...

In my view, then, it is proper [for the people] to remove from his
head the crown of demagoguery and to protect themselves until he
tully repents with appropriate means of self-affliction. He should then
return and accept the words of the rabbis, and this should serve as atone-
ment for his sins. But we cannot speak of repentance unless there is a
confession.

The Shoel U-Meishiv explicitly allows accepting testimony given by adolescents
about events they experienced as children. It seems clear, however, that this
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ruling would apply even to the testimony given by children before they reached
adolescence. The Shoel U-Meishiv based his ruling upon the Rama’s comments
regarding a situation in which there is no possibility of finding valid witnesses
(C.M. 35:14):

All those who are disqualified — they are disqualified even in a situa-
tion in which it is not common to find valid witnesses to testify. All this
applies only according to the strict law. Some maintain, however, that
there was an ancient provision enacted to accept women’s testimony in
places where men are not normally found, such as in a women’s rest-
room, or regarding other matters in which women are involved and men
are not, and to which men do not normally pay close attention, such as
to testify that certain clothes were worn by such-and-such woman and
they belong to her.

Therefore, there are those who say that even one woman or a rela-
tive or minor is accepted to testify about the beating and degradation
of a Torah scholar or about other fights...because it is not customary
to summon valid witnesses for this, and there is no time to summon...

Clearly, then, complaints made by a child who claims to have been molested, as
long as they sound credible, can be accepted as sufficient grounds for suspicion
that warrant appropriate action. Since molesters make sure to commit their
crimes in seclusion, and there is thus no chance of their being seen by valid
witnesses, a child’s testimony may be accepted as grounds for suspicion.

V. Must a Rabbi or Beis Din be Consulted Before Reporting
a Molester?

In a case in which a person has verified knowledge of a molester, may he notify
the relevant law enforcement agency himself, or must he first consult with a
rabbi or beis din to receive an official psak halacha?

The Yam Shel Shlomo (Bava Kama 3:9) discusses at length the topic of rw17oxY
xNno'Rn, the license to use corporal punishment in order to enforce compli-
ance with Torah law. After citing several sources that affirm the right to utilize
physical force against Torah violators, the Yam Shel Shlomo emphasizes that this
applies only to an 1»9wm mwn nTr — a distinguished person who is renowned
for his piety, who can be assured to act genuinely le-sheim shamayim. The Yam
Shel Shlomo then proceeds to draw a distinction in this regard between personal
religious matters and interpersonal offenses:

But this applies specifically to distancing [people] from other
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prohibitions, between a person and God. However, regarding interper-
sonal matters, such as if one beat his fellow, it is permissible for any
person, even a simple man, to rescue his fellow, and he may beat the
assailant in order to save the victim.

According to the Yam Shel Shlomo, all people are authorized to intervene in
order to rescue a victim of crime.! This is also the ruling of the Maharam Mei-
Rizbork, cited by the Shach (C.M. 388:45): “There is a mitzva for every person to
inform the judge that so-and-so beat so-and-so.”" This license would certainly
apply to molestation, which often involves physical assault that is no different
from beating and also inflicts psychological damage that requires professional
treatment, and whose effects are often more severe than physical harm.

Accordingly, it would seem that any person who is aware of a molester is
authorized, and indeed obligated, to intervene by notifying the relevant govern-
ment authorities, and he does not have to first consult with a rabbi or beis din.
To the contrary, consulting with a rabbinic authority could delay the process
and expose additional children to risk, Heaven forbid. It seems clear that once
a credible suspicion has been established,'? anyone aware of the situation is
required to immediately report the matter to the appropriate law enforcement
agency, without any delay and without any consultation, so that offenders can
be apprehended and our precious children can be spared the physical and emo-
tional trauma of molestation.

10. Unfortunately, there are those who cite the first section of this passage in the Yam Shel
Shlomo as a source for requiring consultation with a rabbi or beis din before reporting
a criminal to the authorities, ignoring the latter segment, where the Yam Shel Shlomo
rules explicitly that anyone is allowed to intervene to rescue a victim of assault.

11. See above, n. 4.

12. In the absence of 7279 Y11 — credible grounds for suspicion — it would seem that
one may not report a suspected offender, as this would undermine his reputation and
cause him humiliation without sufficient cause. It is possible, however, that if one can
ascertain that the investigation would be done in complete privacy and confidentiality,
then even without 7279 @937, one may report a suspected abuser, although this issue
requires further study.



