The Politics of Exclusion in Judaism
R. Moshe Feinstein vs. Conservative and Reform Weddings

1. Iggrot Moshe Even Ha-Ezer 1:76
Regarding a marriage by a Reform Rabbi
17 October 1956

Regarding a woman who was married to someone by
a Reform "rabbi", and all the men in attendance were
wicked and deserters to break Shabbat and to violate
every mitzvah in the Torah, and the wedding meal
consisted of non-kosher food (neveilot n'tereifor) and
everyone ate (this food), and now after time passes,
the husband leaves her and it is impossible to extract
from him a gez of divorce, if there is a way to permit
her to the world for there was no marriage ceremony
according to Jewish law.

It is correct in my view, that this wedding done by
this Reform rabbi is nothing at all if it is clear that
there were no valid witnesses who saw the giving of
the ring and his declaration, "you ate betrothed to
me."...[furthermore] it is clear that by the wicked
from the Reform who officiated the wedding, there is
not even the principle of "anan sahade" for the act of
kiddushin [that to valid witnesses in the back could
assume the ceremony was in accordance with Jewish
law] for all Reform rabbis do whatever they invent
and say that it is &iddushin and there is not even the
assumption of validity established by the &u#in [a sect
in Rabbinic times|, and in any case, the men who did
not see nor hear the act of &iddushin are not witnesses
to a wedding mandated by the Torah. But if it
happened that the giving and the declaration was
done appropriately, but there is no need for this since
there were no kosher witnesses, and therefore from
the perspective of a halakhic marriage they are not
martied at all.

However, there is what to decide regarding the
couple living together as husband and wife in a place
where there are kosher Jews because witnesses of
seclusion are like witnesses of relations, and a person
does not have illicit relations (when there is a
permitted alternative), and thus they could be
halakhically married through marital relations.
However, it is obvious that this is only when there
the person can say that the first ceremony was
nothing and thus the intercourse directly creates the
marriage...
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2. Iggrot Moshe 2:17

24 September 1962

And regarding the wedding in the Conservative
"Temple" and the "Rabbi" of theirs who is the
officiant, no kosher man would be there. Rather, if
there is a kosher rabbi who will officiate the wedding
in accordance with Jewish law, then since the
wedding is not taking place in a time where they are
praying, there is no prohibition from law, since it is
not a place that people would suspect others would
pray. However, an important person should not go
there unless it is of a great need, and only
coincidentally for the purpose that he was invited.
And regarding if the wedding is valid, if there were
two kosher witnesses — and the Rabbi himself is
obviously invalid for testimony and there is no
distinction whether he was always a Conservative
rabbi who studied in their Seminary or he is a an
ordained rabbi (Rav musmach) who accepted a
position in a Conservative Temple...and I am baffled
as to how a groom who considers himself to be a
"Shomer Torah" would hold his wedding with a
Conservative Rabbi in their temple and one must tell
him that this is forbidden.
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3. Iggrot Moshe Even Ha-Ezer 4:13
1 November 1979

3. In explaining the opinions of Rambam and Rashi
regarding invalidating heretics and rebels (apikorsin
and mumarim) for giving testimony.

And here there is a doubt as to the status of a
marriage done by a Conservative rabbi, for even if he
is among the better of them, who does not eat from
forbidden foods and does not break Shabbat in
public to go to his synagogue in his car, in any case
we are relying on an assumption of righteousness
(hezkat kashruf) and it is clear that he has none and is
considered invalid through doubt. Since he is
colleagues with Conservative Rabbis whose method
is to annul various commandments, including biblical
ones and most of the rabbinic ones, these are matters
of heresy (inyanei kefira) and are invalid for testimony
even if they do not learn from the heretics, for
Rambam writes (Hilkhot Eidut 11:6) that the heretics
and rebels do not need sages to count them in the
category of those invalid for testimony for they only
invalidated the wicked of Israel, but these who are
rebels and deniers are less than non-Jews for we do
not raise or lower non-Jews and these (the rebel
Jews) we actively lower. And we do not find that we
need witnesses (to invalidate them) for this not a
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matter of the court (e zeb din beit din) but rather it
depends on if it is well known...and there is no
public statement greater than his affiliation with the
Conservative ideology to deny many of the laws in
the Torah, and possibly to deny the fundamental
principle of accepting the Torah at Sinai when he is a
Rabbi in their Congregation. And even if he does it
purely for professional reasons, he is also in the
category of a denier who is invalid for testimony
because regarding heresy there is no sensible
distinction between an actual denier and one who
does so for a purpose or reward, and on the contrary,
if he is (a heretic) due to his occupation, this is a
detriment for testimony for a rebeller for one's
desites (mumar le'teiavon) is invalid as a witness
according to everyone...

In any event, regarding these Conservative Rabbis
which is denying much of the Torah, they are invalid
for testimony, even if they themselves have not
violated any prohibition for which the punishment
would be lashes, and since they take a great financial
reward, it is also (rebelling for) they're desire.

4. And behold the main doubts by the Conservative
weddings is if there were kosher witnesses because
they do not act in accordance with Jewish law, and if
so, we do not ask as we have heard regarding them
that he is always personally one witness from the set
of two witnesses, and we find that the wedding was
done with biblically invalid witnesses is nothing (i..
not a halakhically valid wedding). And even if there
were two kosher witnesses who join with the Rabbi,
then they are invalid with the joining in with the
Rabbi just as they would be (invalid had they joined)
with a relative or someone else who is invalid. And it
is possible that there were no kosher witnesses at the
wedding at all because a wedding such as this which
is made by a Conservative rabbi and in their
synagogues — one would not find there witnesses
who keep the Torah. And even if there were kosher
witnesses present, there is sufficient diversity such
that they would all be invalid because one of them
would be invalid in terms of joining in. Even if they
did not intend to testify on observing the ceremony
and they will not ever give such testimony in a court
(beit din) since the intent of the witnesses is to provide
testimony not unlike everyone else who will tell other
people in the way of storytelling and embellishing
that there was a wedding of so and so to so and so,
and this could be invalid according to the Rosh
(Rabbi Asher ben Jehiel 1250-1328) in Makkot
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6a:11...Even regarding this point there is a distant
reason to invalidate, but still there is enough of a
concern for the additional doubt. And even
regarding the act of the wedding ceremony itself, it is
possible it was not done propetly because they not
experts in the laws of marriage, and even if they are,
the Rabbi does not care that it is done in accordance
with the law, for they make many innovates which
they made up themselves, such that the woman also
gives a ring to the groom under the canopy at the
time of the wedding and she also says something
which many Rabbis bring in to the marriage
ceremony and it is uncertain who is marrying whom
—if it is the bride to the groom or the groom to the
bride. And perhaps it seems that this is only a
gesture of giving gifts as a general sign which a man
gives his wife, and not that the giving of the ring
affects the acquisition of the wife by the husband in
accordance with Torah and with this intent there was
no halakhic marriage at all and it is by me a great
doubt for which we have no proof yet. And when
the Rabbi was invited to such a wedding who is
compelled due to his job to officiate the wedding on
condition that the bride also gives the groom a ring,
he must tell the couple and the witnesses that only
the ring which the groom gives the bride is the
acquisition of marriage and what the bride gives to
the groom has no halakhic effect whatsoever but is
rather just a general gift and she should say language
of love and affection afterwards for she is already
halakhically his wife.
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