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. position authentically.

\v(%ubjeif[:’tl:q?ss_eparate Seating at a Wedding

HINE ) ) .
While there is certainly no prohibition aga@nst separate seating at a
wedding, there is no absolute need for it either, ha@akh%call¥. When I
got married, I had a long discussion with Rav Soloveitchik zt’1 on the
subject and he told me straight that there is nqthlng wrong with mixed
seating at the tables at a wedding. Of course nixed dancing %s a
different issue. Given the general mayhem at weddings, I can’t see why
anyone would feel self-conscious dancing. But then I’m a man...

' Jeffrey Woolf :

“Date: Thu, 6 Jul 1995 10:18:35 -0400 (EDT)
>From: Moshe J. Bernstein <mjb¥nstn@yul.yu.edu>
Subject: Mixed seating at Weddings

f as the Rov zt'"l’s views on mixing of the sexes at weddings is
ignigined, when asked regarding thg seating of men and women ?tdth?L?E
huppah at my wedding (which was being held outdoors), he ;epllﬁ., g .
them sit any way they want." Since he was the mesqdder kldduslln'an w
would have followed his decision regardless, I belleyeathat this is an
case of "maaseh rav" which cannot be disregarded easily.

Date: Mon, 10 Jul 1995 14:53:14 -0400
>From: Chaimwass@aol.com (Chaim Wasserman)
Subject: Mixed Seating at Weddings

Fact is that‘Rabbi;Dr;Jeﬁfféy WB&ifE%éﬁféSEﬁEéa?Ré@fgéfg é&%ﬁiéﬁég-

i

soon-to-be-musmach son about to get married in the summer 1987. He
wanted, as is expected of this generation, Séparate sgeating and a
mechitah at the wedding. When the parent generation told him that they
Saw no necessity for even it "Ih'Lithuania‘in'Telshe they didn’t have

such an arrangement" he stridently rejected that assertion spouting all
sorts of (worthy) Torah information. .

It took strenuous urging to get him to.call Rav Gifter whose opinion I .

personally heard years before directly_ﬁ;qm_him{bfithefhalachic‘irony
that has developed 'ds"a result of the mechitzah'at a wedding: He told me °

arrangements .

1t was a motza’ay Shabbos, when he called R. Gifter at his home and

spoke from my study behind closed doors. After about 10-12 minutes he
emerged from my study sullen, even defeated. _
-I asked him "Nu?’ He replied in an barely audible undertone: "He said
that R. Moshe holds that a mechitzah is a din in baisg hamikdash only."
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>From: yitzchok.adlerstein@support.com’,
Subject: Wedding Mechitza e .

Recent postings concerning the propriety of a mechitza at weddings
ignore one crucial factor. A changing world requires Xlal Yisroel [the

Jewish people]l to find ways to cope with changing pressures on its sense
-of kedushah [holiness]. ‘ .

Those who decried the recent insistence upon mechitzos in many circles,
‘cited the Rov z"l, and yibadel 1’chaim, Rav Gifter, -shlit"a. .T would
add Rav Yaakov Kaminetzky, z"1l, who reportedly argued that just as we
possess a mesorah [tradition] concerning where we must be machmir [take
a stringent view], we also have a mesorah that dictates where NOT to be
machmir. It is inappropriate to call into question any part of our
mesorah. And back in the old country, argued Rav Yaakov, men and women
sat at the same table at weddings. Calling thisg halachically forbidden
would, therefore, not only cast aspersions on great people of the past,
but it compromises our view of the mesorah“itself.

We would be wise, though, to take heed of another story about Rav

Yaakov. He disagreed (as did Rav Moshe, z"1l) with the many who pasken
[halachically decide] that the mitzvah of chinuch [educat}ng c¢hildren]
requires that three year old girls dress in full accord with standards
of adult tznius. In other words, many people insist that their three

year old girls always wear skirts and sleeves of the appropriate 1engt@,
never wear pants, never go mixed swimming, etc. Rav Yaakov held that it
was not until several years beyond that age - at a time that the girl
could understand much more what tznius is about - that parents should
train their child in this area.

/ﬁg/had a particular age in mind, whose number now escapes me. To a
granddaughter who lived in my neck of the woods, the mother of small
children, Rav Yaakov hastened to add a beautiful insight. "In Los

Angeles, where there is so much pritzus [immorality], you must start the
chinuch of tznius a year or two earlier.m

Rav Yaakov was not arguing that there is a different Shulchan Aruch that
operates on the West Coast. Halacha is halacha. He did understand, as
we should endeavor to understand, that where the kedusha of Klal Yisrocel
is under siege, we develop ways in which.to strengthen the fortress.
Sometimes we dig a moat, and withdraw from the threat. Sometimes we -
find ways, by public demonstration, to reinforce values that need .
shoring up. - Sometimes we do: things that.we’'don’t really HAVE to
halachically, in order to show our contempt’ for "alternative" 1ife
styles. , - : R

e Tl

Separate séating at weddingé,.IMHO, should be seen in the same way.

We may not be required, halachically, to have it. But as the world .

swirls ever more vigorously aroung the opening of a moral sewer,

insisting on this public standard of tznius proclaims an important pt
message to ourselves and our children. Barriers, separation of the

sexes, mechitzos have always been part of our antidote to possibilities *
of compromised kedusha. (See Rashi, beginning of Kedoshim, and his Lo
stress on GEDER ervah as synonymous with kedusha. - '

This point will undoubtedly not sit well with certain contributors to
mail-jewish, but it is a matter that is quite basic to many others of
us. It is not a matter I wish to debate publically.) The institution
of separate seating is an appropriate way to remind ourselves of the
traditional armaments with which we have successiully girded ourselves
"in the past - emphasizing our sense of and understanding of kedusha,
even beyond the letter of the law.




... From: levensteinf@netmedia.netl.1l (JaLhu Lovouaiiy
@ Date: Thu, 8 May 1997 19:20:00 +0200 (IST) ‘ o
Subject: Rabbi Aharon Rakeffet; Separate vs. Mixed Seating

At least let me tell you something from Rav Yosaif Breuer, sometﬁ;ng i
his memory. When they started
the separate seating mishigas, Breuer was very upset. The Yekkes had a
tradition that they never sat mixed. They sat husband, wife, wife,

husband, husband, wife....., so eight people sat at one table. You sat

next to your wife or next to a man. There was never any mixed seating.

Then they started the binge. He made a tenai [condition]. Anyone know what
the tenai was? He said, okay you're going along with this craziness. I

can't stop it. It's American. We have to be frummer than we were in
Germany; but on one condition, that boys and girls have to sit together.
When they asked him why, he said anyone that is not married has to sit
together. The purpose of a wedding is to bring another shiduch. Mitzvah
goreret mitzvah.

@ Shc’{:_lp_t_ u-'l‘_e;:]mz_)f_)t ha-Bach Im-CImduslmt_,__ _‘_{urf:h De’al, no. 55

Because that particular dinner on the second
evening they make only for relatives and they all
sit in the “winterhouse” and they dine with the
groom and several men and women;” therefore, they
do 'not recite “she-ha-simchah bi-m’ono” in
accordance with the Sefer Chasidini. This is not the
case on the Sabbath at the Third Dinner which they
make a great meal with men apart and women apart.
Nor at the dinner on Sabbath eve and Sabbath
"morning, where the only diners in Cracow are the
[unmarried] young men and women, [in which case]
‘there are no sinful thoughts.  Rather, [the
benediction is omitted] only when they dine on the
second evening with women who have had relations
" with their husbands.”

v

@ From: Nahum Spirn <spirn@omnifest.owm.edu>
Date: Wed, 30 Jul 1997 14:18:47 -0500
Subject: Re: Mixed Seating at Weddings

Though I am sympathetic to R. Rakeffet's views on mixed seating

at weddings, the truth is there *is* a difference between the Shabbos. .- .
table and a wedding - namely, the dancing. Many frum women feel ... . .
uncomfortable dancing in the presence of men, and the argument goes that
if men are seated near the women's side of the dance floor (as will - i
happen in mixed seating), the men who don't get up to dance will watch :
the women dancing. Rav Schachter recommends separate seating in our day |
because of the "leibedig" nature of women's dancing which is perhaps

less tznjusdik than the more "tame" dancing of yesteryear. !

Nzhum Spirn




From: turkel @icase.edu (Eli Turkel)
Date: Wed, 6 Aug 1997 11:42:19 -0400
Subject: Mixed Seating

abbi Rakefet's arguments I checked with another rabbi who
isrlz;c;lljlf;rlxclz?c%Rof YU from earlier days. He told me that he was atfRav t
Moshe Tendler's wedding which had mixed seating. Both sets o pigen s,H
Rav Tendler and Rav Moshe Feinstein were well known 1:osht=,]13 lyes iva, He
also told me that he sat at several other weddings at the same tab eh
with Rav Moshe Feinstein and his rebbetzin. He also said that (thh '
weddings of Rav Soloveitchik's daughters had mixed seating adn l?t .
remembers Rav Soloveitchik walking down the aisle with his daughters.
find it hard to believe that these rabbis had mixed seating at tl_lci(r)an
children's weddings because yiddishkeit was just beginning in America.

sters have mentioned it has been frequent at many
wﬁtisdsii;zr?és%t:ggﬁ;sat hesder weddings in Israel including my sons) to
have a mechitza just for the women's dancing so that the'y are s_epzalralltflz1
from all the tables and certainly separated from the men'’s dancmg}.1 Che
Talmud mentions chazal dancing in front of the bride to increase the joy
of the bride. This obviously could not occur today. - o

. L have checked with some people from.
Frankfurt and was told that the custom there was to have ,
mixed seating at the wedding, with the extra proviso that
a man sat next to his wife while his other neighbor was
another man with the wife at the far end. Hence, no man -
sat adjacent to a woman except for his wife. While learning
years ago at Yeshiva University some of the students
inquired of Rav Mendel Zaks (son-in-law of Chafetz Chaim)
what was the procedure at his wedding. He replied that -
while there was mixed seating, each table was occupied by
a family. Thus, the mixed seating would only be between
close relatives. Thus, we see that in practice many different
customs were observed.






