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Submission to the Rabbinical Court for the Invalidation of a

Gett

Introduction



e Case Summary: | respectfully request the invalidation of the Gett between Carol
and myself on the grounds that it was signed and executed in bad faith by Carol.

Background & Context

e Representation: Yogev Haimi and his client (Carol) frequently shift positions in
the court. They present convenient arguments with no consistency or intention to
follow through.

Issues with Reliability and Good Faith

e Commitment Issues: Carol and her counsel have made multiple in-court
agreements, with no intention to honor them, thus eroding trust and the court's
effectiveness.

e Bad Faith: Carol's intent behind the Gett was not genuine; she used it as a
stepping stone to foster a relationship with Rabbi Lippman while ensuring the
Gett remained invalid.

Specific Instances of Breach and Bad Faith

Rabbi Lippman Affair: Carol sought the Gett merely to get together with Rabbi
Lippman. However, she ensured the Gett was non-binding as she suspected that
Rabbi Lippman would not leave his family for her— which turned out to be the
case.

WhatsApp Message: Before the Gett was signed, Carol messaged me stating
that any disagreements would not go back to the Beit Din. She broke this
condition, violating her own terms and demonstrating her lack of commitment to
the process.

Consultation with Rabbi Lehrfeld: Carol deliberately sought advice on how to
invalidate the Gett, demonstrating premeditation. He told her she must leave the
house and not spend the night with me; she intentionally made sure to spend the
night with me after signing the gett.



Joint Bank Account: Agreed upon as mine after the divorce, Carol intentionally
disrupted my access, without gaining anything for herself, solely to sabotage the
conditions of the Gett and ensure there was no separation.

Backup Plan: Carol's actions suggest that the Gett was never meant to be valid; it
was merely a 'backup plan' in her ongoing affair with Rabbi Lippman.

Rabbi Lippman'’s Unreliable Character and Carol’s Conflicting
Actions

e Consistent Inappropriateness: Rabbi Lippman has a history of being
uncomfortable and inappropriate around women, resulting in multiple lawsuits.

e Questionable Lifetime Commitment: Even if Rabbi Lippman were to
hypothetically leave his current family, his established behavior towards women
presents a shaky foundation for a future relationship with Carol.

e Carol's Conflicting Behavior: Intriguingly, Carol herself reported Rabbi Lippman as
being "dangerous to women" to his employers, leading to his termination. She
took similar actions at his subsequent job, getting him fired again. This paints a
picture of Carol being fully aware of Rabbi Lippman's unstable character, further
raising questions about her sincerity in pursuing a life with him.

e Implications for the Gett: Carol's actions towards Rabbi Lippman underscore the
likelihood that she viewed the Gett as a non-committal, flexible document—her
backup plan in navigating her unstable relationship with Rabbi Lippman.

Financial Discrepancies: A Puzzling Contradiction

Income Inconsistencies

In May 2022, Carol initiated legal proceedings, claiming that her income has decreased
significantly since the signing of the Gett. This assertion contradicts her ability to
frequently travel to America with our children and purchase high-value items during
these trips buit what is beyond dispute is that she was doing well when we got divorced

but lied about it at the time.



Lack of Transparency at the Time of Signing

When we were negotiating and ultimately signing the Gett, Carol professed to be in a
precarious financial position, insisting she had limited resources. The deliberate

withholding of assets, clearly meant to manipulate the terms of our agreement, runs
counter to the Jewish law principle of "Geneivat Da'at" (deception or misleading) and

the legal concept of "Full Disclosure" in American contract law.

The Financial Double Standard

Under Jewish law, any form of deception, known as "Gneivah," is strongly discouraged
and can be grounds for invalidating an agreement. Additionally, in American law, the
deliberate withholding of financial assets during divorce proceedings constitutes
fraudulent misrepresentation. Carol's contradictory claims about her financial status are
not merely inconsistencies; they are carefully curated distortions aimed at undermining

the Gett and, by extension, our mutual obligations.

Consequences for the Validity of the Gett

This strategic dishonesty regarding her financial status creates further grounds for
questioning the validity of the Gett. If Carol could lie about her financial stability to
manipulate the terms of the Gett, how can we trust the integrity of any other part of this

agreement?

Lack of Legal Enforceability



e Absence of Legal Filing: Notably, the Gett was never filed in New York's Family
Court or with the IRS which is a critical step to make a Gett legally enforceable.
She specifically agreed in the Gett to sign any relevant forms and provide
required reports but refused to do so despite repeated requests.

e Implications: This deliberate omission further questions the validity and sincerity
behind the Gett. If Carol was genuinely committed to the divorce, filing the Gett in
Family Court would have been an obvious next step to validate the dissolution of
our marriage in the eyes of the law.

e Intentionality: This omission provides evidence that Carol had every intention of
walking away from the Gett, making it another component in her overarching
scheme to ensure the Gett remained non-binding.

Fraudulent Intent: An Unbalanced Contract

Hafka'at Me'ila (Annulment of Fraud)

Under Jewish law, Hafka'at Me'ila exists to annul any agreement tainted by fraud or
deceit. According to the Talmud in Tractate Bava Metzia, transactions can be voided if
one party intentionally misrepresents facts to the detriment of the other. Carol's
deliberate refusal to fulfill her end of our agreement exemplifies this fraud, rendering the
Gett invalid.

Restitution and One-Sided Benefits

In U.S. contract law, an unconscionable, one-sided contract can be nullified. Similarly,
Jewish law insists that a valid agreement must involve mutual benefit. Carol has gained
tax benefits, custody, and other concessions, while | have received nothing, clearly
violating both American and Jewish legal principles of fair exchange.

Breach of Contract: A Multi-Faceted Approach

Violation of Torah Law



In Torah law, the concept of "Dina d'malchuta dina," or "The law of the land is the law,"
reinforces that civil contracts must be respected. Any act of deceit or dishonesty
undermines the integrity of a contract. Carol's actions breach this crucial aspect of
Jewish law, further invalidating the Gett.

Legal Obligations

According to American and Israeli law, specifically contract law, a party is legally bound
to fulfill an agreement's terms. Despite my earnest efforts, Carol's blatant refusal to
fulfill her obligations constitutes a severe breach of contract, warranting invalidation of
the Gett.

Tax Implications: Unjust Enrichment

Israel vs. U.S. Tax Benefits

Carol has not only unjustly gained Israeli tax benefits but has also deliberately deprived
me of IRS tax credits, effectively committing tax fraud. This imbalanced execution of
the agreement violates the American legal concept of 'unjust enrichment,’ as well as
Jewish principles against dishonest gain.

Torah's View on Unjust Enrichment

Jewish law frowns upon "ona'ah," or exploitation, when one party gains at the expense
of another. The Torah specifically warns against "ta’'us akum," the mistakes or deceit of
the other party, as grounds for annulment. Carol's enrichment at my expense clearly
constitutes a form of ona'ah, supporting my plea for nullification.

Conclusion & Final Plea: Nullification of the Gett

In light of the compelling evidence, it becomes inescapably clear that Carol never
intended for this Gett to be a valid, binding document. Her actions are not mere lapses
in judgment or failures to fulfill commitments; they are part of a calculated scheme to
exploit the sanctity of the Gett for her own gain. From the outset, her goal was singular:
to use the Gett as a facade, an empty vessel that serves her own interests while
consciously depriving me of any benefits | was led to believe would come my way.



Through her calculated maneuvers, Carol secured numerous advantages—ranging from
tax benefits to custody—while deliberately ensuring that | gained nothing. This
deliberate imbalance strikes at the very core of what a Gett should represent in both

Jewish law and American contract law: a sincere, mutual agreement entered in good
faith.

Given the overwhelming evidence of Carol's fraudulent intent and her explicit focus on
self-benefit at my expense, | implore the court to recognize the Gett for what it truly is: a
sham and a violation of both Jewish ethical standards and American legal principles. As
such, | respectfully urge the court to declare this Gett null and void, thereby rectifying a
profound miscarriage of justice.

Supporting Documents

e WhatsApp messages
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