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This article examines two regulations enacted by the Chief Rabbinate in 1944 in
the context of the economic reality in which Jewish society lived during the British
Mandate: one that increased the amount of the ketubah to fifty Israeli pounds, and
another that imposed a legal obligation on the father to pay child support for the
benefit of his young children. Our article analyzes the content of the new legislations
of the Chief Rabbinate and the substantive change of law inherent in it, by examining
the close connection between the regulations and the socioeconomic reality at the
time, especially that of women whose marriages had broken down. We examine
the tools at the disposal of the legal institutions to face the challenges of the time,
the legal and social goals of these regulations, and their long-term consequences,
which are felt to this day.

Based on the detailed analysis of the regulations in question, we seek to shed
light on aspects concerning the encounter between law and society and between
different normative systems. As we demonstrate, in this case, Halakha responded
to a socioeconomic-legal challenge: the economic disparity created by a social
situation (the employment difficulties of divorced women and financial distress of
single-mother families) and exacerbated by the nature of the legal arrangement,
which merges two normative systems, namely the religious law and the Mandatory
legal system. The regulations discussed in the article sought to resolve the difficulty,
either by expanding the economic framework protecting women (the addition to
the ketubah) or by strengthening the father’s legal obligation toward his children
(child support).

But this could not resolve the problem completely, and in the years that followed,
after the establishment of the State of Israel, the need for an additional solution
arose. At this point, Israeli law followed two different paths, in alignment with the
difference in its attitude toward the two different areas that the regulations addressed:
monetary relations (the ketubah payment) and child support. While one regulation
(concerning the ketubah) became almost irrelevant in the contemporary reality, the
other (concerning child support) remained in effect, although not quite intact, and
the recent revolutionary interpretation of this regulation by the Israeli Supreme
Court has renewed and adapted it to the changing reality.

In this context, we point out the similarities and differences between the reality
faced by the Chief Rabbinate during the Mandate period and the present-day discussion
of this regulation, in a different and to a large extent opposite sociolegal reality,
yet one that is characterized by similar processes of exploitation of socioeconomic
legal power on one hand, and the involvement of an external player, the civil court,
which affects the shaping of the halakhic system, on the other.



