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Touring the Vatican and 
Viewing its Artwork

Is it permissible for Jewish tourists to visit the Vatican, a building that houses the Roman Catholic Church? 
Generally, Jews are not permitted to enter a house of foreign worship. But what if a Jew wants to visit the 
Vatican for a purpose other than worship?

Many tourists visit the Vatican in order to view the remarkable artwork that has been painted, gathered, and 
collected there over the centuries. The Vatican archives also contain numerous Torah manuscripts, such 
as works of the Rishonim, and many Jewish scholars have been tempted over the ages to get a glimpse of 
these rare and precious works. Some visitors to the Vatican have even reported seeing artifacts from the 
Beis HaMikdash stored there, including items as precious as the Menorah and the Paroches (curtain).

May a Jewish tourist visit the Vatican in order to view these materials, since the Jew has no intention to pay 
homage to the Christian faith?

*Note: It is not entirely clear that Christianity is tantamount to the halachic definition of idol worship. However, a discussion of this issue 
is beyond the scope of this pamphlet. This pamphlet will operate under the assumption that Christianity is indeed considered avodah 
zarah.)

BACKGROUND

ISSUE #1:
ENTERING A 
CHURCH

Headlines
Halachic Debates of Current Events

BY DOVID LICHTENSTEIN

QUESTIONS TO 
CONSIDER

In regard to vising the Vatican, three separate questions must be addressed:

 ■ Is it permissible to enter a house of idol worship*?

 ■ Is it permitted to enter the areas immediately surrounding a house of worship?

 ■ Assuming that halachah would permit entering the site of the Vatican, is there anything wrong with 
viewing the artwork displayed inside?

Rabbi Chanina and Rabbi Yonason were once walking 
together when they came across a fork in the road. One of 
the paths led past a house of idolatry, and the other past a 
brothel [a house where people go to visit prostitutes]. 

“Let’s go past the house of idolatry, since it’s less enticing,” 
suggested one. 

The other responded, “Let’s go past the brothel, conquer 
our [stronger] yetzer hara, and thereby receive extra 
reward.”

[They then followed the latter one’s advice, and passed by 
the brothel]…

ר׳ חנינא ור׳ יונתן הוו קאזלי באורחא, מטו להנהו תרי 
שבילי, חד פצי אפיתחא דעבודת כוכבים, וחד פצי 

אפיתחא דבי זונות.

אמר ליה חד לחבריה: ניזיל אפיתחא דעבודת כוכבים 
דנכיס יצריה,

א״ל אידך: ניזיל אפיתחא דבי זונות ונכפייה ליצרין, 
ונקבל אגרא. כי מטו התם חזינהו ]לזונות[, איתכנעו 

מקמייהו. א״ל: מנא לך הא? א״ל: מזימה תשמור עלך 
תבונה תנצרכה.

The following Gemara lays out the prohibition against entering a foreign temple:

Talmud Bavli Avodah Zarah 17a-17b

SEE THIS ORIGINAL PAGE OF TALMUD ON THE NEXT PAGE
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TALMUD BAVLI AVODAH ZARAH 17A
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TALMUD BAVLI AVODAH ZARAH 17B (CONTINUED)
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One can infer from here [i.e. the fact that the rabbis chose to 
walk in front of a brothel rather than past a house of idolatry] 
that it is proper to distance oneself from the entrance to a 
house of idol worship as much as possible. This is based on 
the verse, “Do not approach the entrance to its house” (Mishlei 
5:8), which is homiletically interpreted earlier in the Gemara as a 
prohibition against coming close to a place of idolatry…

ניזיל אפיתחא דבי זונות – מכאן יש ללמוד שדרך 
להרחיק מפתח עבודת כוכבים כל מה שיכול 

משום דכתיב ״אל תקרב אל פתח ביתה״ ומוקמי 
לעיל בעבודת כוכבים שהרי היה רוצה ללכת יותר 

אפיתחא דבי זונו דנכיס יצריה...

Tosfos, ibid.
The Baalei Tosfos (Approx. 1200)

It is a mitzvah to distance oneself four cubits from a path leading 
to idolatry.

מצוה להתרחק מדרך עבודת כוכבים ד׳ אמות.

If a city is holding a fair as part of a pagan 
holiday celebration, and people are gathering 
there from all around to give honor to the 
idol, it is permitted to pass by that city, but 
forbidden to enter it… However, if you are a 
citizen of that city, or traveling as part of a 
caravan, it is permitted.

עיר שעושים בה יריד ביום חגם, והעובדי כוכבים מתקבצים מכמה 
מקומות והולכים שם לכבוד עבודת כוכבים, מותר לילך חוצה לה 
ואסור ליכנס בתוכה. היתה חוצה לה, מותר ליכנס בתוכה. ההולך 

ממקום למקום, אסור לעבור בה אם הדרך מיוחד לה, )דהיינו שאין 
עוברין מאותה עיר לעיר אחרת(... בד״א, באכסנאי. אבל בן עיר, 

מותר. ואם הולך בשיירא, מותר.

In light of these sources and others, the Shulchan Aruch rules:

Shulchan Aruch: Yoreh Dei’ah: Hilchos Avodas Kochavim 150:1
Rabbi Yosef Karo (1488–1575)

To understand this issue, let’s see how the Shulchan Aruch addresses a similar question:

Shulchan Aruch: Yoreh Dei’ah: Hilchos Avodas Kochavim 149
Rabbi Yosef Karo (1488–1575)

As the source for the Shulchan Aruch’s ruling, the Vilna Gaon (1720-1797) in Bei’ur HaGra cites the 
aforementioned Gemara’s assumption (spelled out explicitly on 17b) that the verse, “Keep your path distant 
from it, and do not approach the entrance to its house” (Mishlei 5:8) is referring to the requirement to stay 
away from places of idolatry. 

Since the Gemara establishes this prohibition based on a verse from Mishlei, it would appear that this 
prohibition should be accorded the status of divrei kabbalah (a law appearing in the Nevi’im or Kesuvim, 
but not in the Chumash itself), which are generally equated with Torah law (d’oraisa) with respect to their 
halachic application.

Indeed, the Shevilei David writes that the prohibition against entering a house of pagan worship 
constitutes a Torah prohibition, and, consequently, several halachic authorities maintain that with respect 
to this halachah, one must act stringently in situations of uncertainty, as is the case for all Biblically-based 
(d’oraisa) laws. 

IS THE 
PROHIBITION 
D’ORAISA OR 
D’RABANAN?

ISSUE #2: 
TOURING THE 
AREA AROUND A 
CHURCH

QUESTIONS TO 
CONSIDER

 ■ The Gemara based this prohibition against entering a house of idolatry on a passuk in Mishlei. Does 
that make approaching a house of idolatry a d’oraisa (Biblically-based) prohibition or a d’rabanan 
(rabbinically-based) prohibition?

QUESTIONS TO 
CONSIDER

 ■ What about touring the area surrounding a church? Can you think of any reasons why the halachah 
should be the same or different from touring a church?
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Some people say that the courtyard of a house of idol worship has 
the same status as such a city [described in the Shulchan Aruch 
above], and hence it is permitted to enter such courtyards, so long 
as the courtyard is not actively being used for idol worship at the 
time. 

However, there are those who say that it is always forbidden to 
enter such a courtyard, since the path through the courtyard leads 
exclusively to the church... 

The minhag is [in accordance with the first opinion] to permit 
walking in such a courtyard, but it is praiseworthy to avoid such 
paths if there is an equally convenient alternative…

הגה: חצר של עבודת כוכבים, י״א דדינו כעיר 
של עבודת כוכבים, ובזמן שאין העובדי כוכבים 
מתקבצים שם לתרפותן מותר ליכנס שם. וי״א 
דבכל ענין אסור, אם אין דרך עובר בו למקום 

אחר. אבל כשדרך עובר למקום אחר, לכולי 
עלמא מותר. וכן המנהג פשוט לילך דרך אותו 

חצר למקום אחר, ומ״מ מדת חסידות הוא 
להתרחק מלילך בו אם יש לו דרך אחרת קצר 

כמוהו.

Rema’s glosses on the Shulchan Aruch (ibid.)
Rabbi Moshe Isserlis (1520–1572)

The Shulchan Aruch discusses the case of a city that hosts a special fair to celebrate pagan holidays, and 
worshipers would flock to the city in honor of the idolatrous celebration. The Shulchan Aruch writes that 
in general, it is forbidden to enter the city on such occasions. However, the Shulchan Aruch does note a 
number of exceptions to this rule – such as permitting residents of the city to enter, and allowing people 
traveling in caravans to pass through the city along their travel route – presumably because it is manifestly 
clear that such people are entering the city for personal, innocuous reasons and not to give honor to any 
pagan deity. 

However, not everyone agrees that it is permissible to enter the courtyard of a church for personal reasons. 
The Rama, commenting on this ruling, cites a dispute as to whether entering the courtyard of a church 
is always forbidden, or only forbidden during periods of pagan celebration. (It is clear, however, that 
according to both opinions in the Rama, entering the house of worship itself is forbidden.)

With regard to visiting the Vatican, then, it appears that entering areas used for services would certainly 
be forbidden, whereas the permissibility of touring the area surrounding the church would be subject to 
depend on the two views cited by the Rama. One opinion would say that the area surrounding a church is 
always forbidden, and the other would say it is only forbidden during times of worship.

Rabbi Eliezer Waldenberg (1915–2006, the Tzitz Eliezer) argued that the Rama here seems to favor the 
stringent view, and hence Rabbi Waldenberg forbids touring the Vatican grounds, even if one were to avoid 
entering the actual Vatican itself.

On the other hand, there are other authorities who adopt the lenient position cited in the Rama, and 
permit entering even the Vatican itself as part of a tour group. Such authorities feel that the prohibition 
against entering a house of worship stems from the appearance of participating; thus, when it is abundantly 
clear that one is entering for leisure or educational purposes, it is permissible.

However, it appears that the vast majority of poskim (halachic authorities) disagree with these latter 
authorities, and forbid one to enter any church or Vatican areas that are actually used for worship under 
almost all circumstances. 

APPLICATION TO 
THE VATICAN

QUESTIONS TO 
CONSIDER

 ■ So far, we have focused on the issue of entering the Vatican and its surrounding areas. The next question 
that needs to be addressed is whether or not viewing the Vatican’s artwork is permissible. What potential 
halachic problems might arise with a Jew viewing artwork in the Vatican?

QUESTIONS TO 
CONSIDER

 ■ How would you apply the above Shulchan Aruch and Rama to the questions of (a) entering the Vatican 
itself, and (b) touring the areas surrounding the Vatican?
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The braissa stated: Viewing a statue is forbidden... since the verse says, 
“Do not turn towards foreign gods” (Vayikra 19:4). [The Gemara asks:] 
How does this verse imply that looking at a statue is forbidden? Rav 
Chanin explained that the verse can be homiletically read as, “Do not 
turn your focus towards that which you create with your own minds 
[i.e. a statue, which is created through human creativity].” [Note: The 
explanation of this last line is based on Rashi. Other commentators, such 
as the Ritva, translate this last line in a radically different manner.] 

תנו רבנן: כתב המהלך תחת הצורה 
ותחת הדיוקנאות – אסור לקרותו בשבת. 
ודיוקנא עצמה – אף בחול אסור להסתכל 
בה, משום שנאמר אל תפנו אל האלילים. 
מאי תלמודא? – אמר רבי חנין: אל תפנו 

אל מדעתכם.

The following Gemara may point to a prohibition against viewing certain types of artwork:

Talmud Bavli: Shabbos 149a

This Gemara, however, seems to contradict a passage in a different Gemara:

Talmud Bavli: Avoda Zara 50a

Tosfos in Avodah Zarah takes one approach to resolve this seeming contradiction:

Tosfos, ibid.
The Baalei Tosfos (Approx. 1200)

Here, Rabbi Menachem the son of Rabbi Simai was praised with the nickname “the son of holy ones” (B’nan 
Shel Kedoshim) because he never looked at any images. This indicates that his behavior went above and 
beyond the normal level that is required by halachah. This implies that it would normally be permitted to 
look at images on coins (and Rabbi Menachem was extra careful by not looking at these images at all). 
However, this seems to contradict the earlier Gemara in Shabbos 149a, which explicitly stated that viewing a 
statue (or any creative artwork) is forbidden.

SEE THIS ORIGINAL PAGE OF TALMUD ON THE NEXT PAGE

Who was B’nan Shel Kedoshim (the son of holy ones)? It was Rabbi 
Menachem the son of Rabbi Simai. 

Why was he called the son of holy ones? Because he refused to even 
look at the images on coins.

מאן ניהו בנן של קדושים? רבי מנחם ברבי 
סימאי. ואמאי קרו ליה בנן של קדושים? 

דאפי׳ בצורתא דזוזא לא מיסתכל.

SEE THIS ORIGINAL PAGE OF TALMUD ON THE FOLLOWING PAGE

It appears that this prohibition against viewing statues only applies to statues 
created to function as idols. However, statues and figures created simply for 
their beauty and visual appeal, are permitted. One can see this from the fact that 
the Gemara elsewhere (Avodah Zarah 50a) describes a certain pious man (Rabbi 
Menachem the son of Rabbi Simai) who was known as B’nan Shel Kedoshim (the 
son of holy ones) because he never looked at any images. From the fact that 
Rabbi Menachem is described as demonstrating an exceptional level of piety 
through this behavior, it emerges that the normal standard was that other people 
would have no problem viewing such images.

ודיוקני עצמה אף בחול אסור 
– נראה דבשויה לשם עבודת 
גלולים אמר אבל לנוי מותר 
כדמשמע מבנן של קדושים 

דלא הוו מסתכלי בצורתא דזוזא 
)ע״ז דף נ.( מכלל דאחריני הוו 

מסתכלי.

The Gemara in Shabbos 149a above forbids viewing statues, based on the verse, “Do not turn toward idols” 
(Vayikra 19:4). Tosfos clarifies that this Gemara only forbids viewing pictures that were meant to serve as 
objects of worship. Pictures that were drawn for decorative purposes, however, may be viewed, and are 
not subject to the prohibition.

VIEWING AN 
OBJECT OF 
AVODA ZARA

THE FIRST 
(LENIENT) VIEW 
OF TOSFOS

QUESTIONS TO 
CONSIDER

 ■ How can we resolve this contradiction between the two Gemaras?
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TALMUD BAVLI SHABBOS 149A
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TALMUD BAVLI AVODAH ZARAH 50A
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[Tosfos asks:] Why is it such a big deal that B’nan Shel Kedoshim 
would not view any images? The Gemara in Shabbos 149a 
already clearly states that viewing statues is forbidden, [so isn’t it 
obvious that Rabbi Menachem would avoid looking at them]? 

[Tosfos answer that] perhaps viewing the image on a coin, which 
one is accustomed to seeing regularly, is not going to cause 
a person to turn his heart away from G-d. Nevertheless, Rabbi 
Menachem was stringent upon himself and would not view any 
such images, even on coins…

וא״ת מה חסידות איכא בזה הא אמרינן פרק שואל 
)שבת דף קמט.( דיוקנא עצמה אסורה להסתכל 

אפי׳ בחול כדכתיב אל תפנו אל האלילים?

ושמא בצורתא דזוזא שרגיל לראות בה תדיר לא 
שייכא בה הפנאה ואפ״ה לא מסתכל

Tosfos here draws a distinction between images to which one is regularly exposed and other images. In 
contrast to the previous Tosfos (Shabbos 149a) which said that decorative images are permitted since they 
are not designed to be worshiped, the Tosfos here (Avodah Zarah 50a) indicates that even decorative 
images are forbidden (since the Tosfos here does not limit the prohibition to only images that are 
worshiped). If so, why was Rabbi Menachem’s behavior considered exceptional?

Rabbi Menachem was lauded for following the additional stringency of avoiding the sight of images on coins 
and other pictures to which people are regularly exposed. Tosfos explains that viewing such images is not 
strictly forbidden because there is no risk of “straying” after them, due to one’s frequent exposure to 
them, and they thus do not fall under the Torah’s prohibition of “Do not turn toward idols” (Vayikra 19:4). 

There are thus two views concerning which types of artwork a Jew is prohibited from viewing:

 ■ Tosfos in Shabbos 149a rules that it is only forbidden to view images that are themselves objects of 
worship; images made for decorative purposes are permitted.

 ■ Tosfos in Avoda Zara 50a maintains that it is forbidden to view any image, except for those to which 
people are regularly exposed, such as the pictures printed on currency.

The Shulchan Aruch rules:

Shulchan Aruch: Yoreh Dei’ah 142:15
Rabbi Yosef Karo (1488–1575)

What exactly are Noy Avodas Kochavim? The Shach explains the term Noy Avodas Kochavim to mean “the 
beauty of idols that have been worshiped.”

The Shach seems to follow Tosfos’ more lenient ruling in Shabbos 149a, which permits the viewing statues 
and artwork so long as the statues or artwork themselves are not worshiped.

By contrast, the Magen Avraham (O.C. 307:23) cites both views of Tosfos, implying that it is laudable to be 
stringent, although he notes that the minhag (custom) is to follows the lenient view. The Magen Avraham 
also clarifies that even those who forbid viewing statues and artwork meant to be worshiped would permit 
seeing them in passing; one need not close his eyes to prevent them from coming into his line of sight. Only 
staring and gazing at such images would be considered problematic according to this more stringent 
view.

It is forbidden to listen to the instruments of idol worship or to 
view Noy Avodas Kochavim since one derives enjoyment from 
the sight.

אסור לשמוע כלי שיר של עבודת כוכבים או 
להסתכל בנוי עבודת כוכבים כיון שנהנה בראייה.

QUESTIONS TO 
CONSIDER

 ■ Given that Tosfos offers two opposing views on the matter, how do the poskim (halachic authorities) rule 
l’halachah?

QUESTIONS TO 
CONSIDER

 ■ Which view of Tosfos does the Shach seem to follow?

WHICH VIEW 
OF TOSFOS TO 
FOLLOW

Interestingly, Tosfos in Maseches Avoda Zara (where the story of Rabbi Menachem originally appears) 
presents a different approach to explain why Rabbi Menachem’s behavior was exceptional beyond the norm:

Tosfos, ibid.
The Baalei Tosfos (Approx. 1200)

THE SECOND 
(STRINGENT) 
VIEW OF TOSFOS
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…That which Tosfos writes, permitting 
viewing images made for decoration – 
this refers only to general decoration, 
such as monuments that honor kings, 
images printed on currency, and 
pictures in homes. But if the artwork 
was made to adorn an idol or house of 
worship, then it is forbidden to derive 
benefit from it, just as it is forbidden 
to benefit from an idol itself… All the 
images that are situated there [near 
a church] – even those that are not 
worshiped – are made for the purpose 
of beautifying their deity and their house 
of worship, which renders the images 
forbidden [to benefit from].

Furthermore, aside from the prohibition 
to view the artwork, it is destructive 
to one’s faith and mind to want to 
go there. And my son, Rav David, 
noted that the entire purpose [of these 
decorations] is to lure and attract people 
to approach [the house of worship], 
and it is certainly forbidden to fulfill 
their wish and approach them, and thus 
Heaven forbid that somebody should 
go there.

איסור ליכנס לכנסית הנוצרים פשוט שליכנס לכנסית הנוצרים שהוא מקום 
שעובדים ועושין תפלותיהם שאסור אף ליכנס רק להביט בצורות שהיו ידועין 

שרק לנוי נעשו שליכא לתוס׳ שבת איסור הסתכלות בהו כלמקום הע״ז 
גופא כדאיתא בע״ז דף י״ז הרחק מעליה דרכך זו מינות ולבית אבידן שהיו 

הולכין כמה אמוראי כתבו התוס׳ שם שלא היה בית מינות ממש אלא מקום 
ויכוח, וגם הוא איסור הנאה, ונידון התוס׳ הוא כשהן נמצאים במקומות 

אחרים. ובית אלילים שבסימן קמ״ב סעי׳ י׳ אינו בית ששם עושין תפלותיהם 
ועבודותיהן דהא לא היה שייך לומר שאיכא שם דרך לעבור בו אלא בית 

מיוחד להע״ז לפי מחשבות העובדים את הע״ז שהאליל בא לשם ואין עושין 
שם כלום, אבל בבית שעושין עבודותיהם אסור בכל אופן, ודין החצר הוא 

חצר שאין שם כלום והנידון הוא רק מפני החשד שלכן כשדרך עובר בו 
למקום אחר מותר,

 וגם הא שכתבו התוס׳ דצורות לנוי מותר הוא דוקא לנוי בעלמא כאנדרטא 
של מלכים וצורות שבמטבעות ותמונות )פיקצ׳ס( שבבתים, אבל אם נעשו 

לנוי הע״ז ובית הע״ז אסור בהנאה כמו הע״ז, כמפורש בע״ז דף נ״א וכל 
הצורות הנמצאים שם כולם אף אלו שלא נעבדו נעשו לנוי להע״ז ולבית הע״ז 

שזה אסור,

 וגם לבד האיסור דבר השחתה הוא באמונה ובדעות שיהיה רצון לילך לשם, 
וגם בני הרר״ד שליט״א אומר שכל הענין נעשה להסית ולהדיח בהתקרבות 

שזה ודאי הוא דבר אסור לעשות רצונם ולהתקרב להם ולכן ח״ו מלילך לשם.

However, we must also take into account an important distinction drawn by Rav Moshe Feinstein concerning 
the lenient ruling of Tosfos in Maseches Shabbos. In discussing whether or not one may view a church’s 
artwork, Rav Moshe writes the following:

Igros Moshe: Yoreh Dei’ah 3:129
Rabbi Moshe Feinstein (1895–1986)

Thus, in light of the comments of the Shach and the Magen Avraham, it would seem that it is certainly 
permissible to view decorative artwork, so long as the artwork is not an object of worship. As such, if 
entering the areas of the Vatican outside the church would be permissible, it would also be permissible to 
view the artwork present there.

QUALIFYING 
THE LENIENCY: 
A PROHIBITION 
AGAINST 
VIEWING 
IMAGES MEANT 
TO ADORN 
IDOLATRY

According to Rav Moshe, it is forbidden to view any artwork produced to adorn a church, In light of this 
ruling, we would have to determine the nature and purpose of the artwork in the Vatican – whether it was 
indeed produced to adorn the church and attract followers. If this was indeed the purpose of its creation, 
then according to Rav Moshe, it would be forbidden to view it.

A question arises concerning voting stations that are set up in churches, as is common in many locales 
throughout the United States. Is it permissible for a Jew to enter a church for the purpose of voting?

Based on our discussion earlier, it would seem that according to the vast majority of poskim, one should not 
enter the church sanctuary itself, even just to cast a ballot. The question remains, however, whether one 
may vote in a church if the voting booths are stationed outside the sanctuary, in another room inside the 
building.

Rav Moshe Feinstein addressed a similar question of whether or not children may be allowed to play in a 
room of a church. Rav Moshe writes that playing there is unequivocally forbidden:

VOTING 
STATIONS IN A 
CHURCH

QUESTIONS TO 
CONSIDER

 ■ Going back to our original discussion, what other situations can you think of where a Jew might need to 
enter a church for a reason not related to worship?



TOURING THE VATIC AN AND V IE WING ITS ART WORK – 1 1

Igros Moshe: Orach Chaim 4:40
Rabbi Moshe Feinstein (1895–1986)

Rav Moshe thus equates rooms in a church with the church sanctuary itself, with respect to this requirement 
of distancing oneself from heresy. Thus, it would seem that there is no room to allow voting in a church, 
according to Rav Moshe Feinstein.

However, there are other more recent authorities, such as Rabbi Moshe Shternbuch (Tshuvos v’Hanhagos 
2:410) who rule that voting in the side room of a church can be permitted at times. Rabbi Shternbuch 
requires that one enter the churchthrough a side entrance in such cases, and not through the regularly 
entrence used by those who are coming for prayer services.

Other authorities are even more lenient, since one entering a church to vote on election day has a 
manifestly different intent than one entering for prayer. 

Whether entering a church to vote is permissible or not, halachic authorities agree that such an 
arrangement is far from ideal, and any efforts one puts forth to either vote by absentee ballot or petition 
the local authorities to switch the voting venue are certainly praiseworthy.

It is certainly forbidden, even if there are no images, 
because of the Gemara which says, “‘Distance yourself 
from it’ – this refers to [distancing yourself from] heresy” 
(Avoda Zara 17a). There are many people trying to lure 
and incite [Jews away from their faith], especially there 
[in churches]. To the contrary, children should be taught 
to keep a distance from there, and that the church is 
a repugnant and despicable place. Even if this [room] 
is needed for a Torah school, this cannot be allowed, 
and [even] for a higher price they should find a different 
location [for the school].

כ״ו משחקי ילדים באולם השייך לתיפלה דעכו״ם ובדבר 
לשחוק ילדים בשחוק כדור באולם השייך לתיפלה דעכו״ם 

ודאי אסור אף שאין שם צורות דהרחק מעליה דרכך 
כתיב זו מינות בע״ז דף י״ז והמסיתים והמדיחים הא הם 
הרבה ונמצאים שם ביותר, ואדרבה יש ללמד להילדים 

שיתרחקו משם ושהוא מקום משוקץ ומתועב, ואף שצריך 
זה לאיזו ת״ת אין להתיר וביותר כסף ישיגו איזה מקום. 

DISC L A I M ER:
The views and opinions presented in this sourcesheet should not be taken as halachah l’maaseh.  

Before applying these halachos to real-life situations, one must consult with a competent halachic authority.

 ■ While some authorities permit entering a church or the Vatican if it is clear that one is not entering 
in order to worship, the vast majority of authorities say it is forbidden.

 ■ Entering the areas surrounding a church or the Vatican would seem to be permitted if one’s intent is 
manifestly innocuous.

 ■ Viewing decorative artwork (i.e. images or statues that were not created to be worshiped) is 
generally permitted. If artwork or statues were made explicitly for the purpose of beautifying a 
church, Rav Moshe Feinstein maintains that viewing these would be forbidden. 

 ■ Voting in a church sanctuary is forbidden, although voting in a side room or basement is permitted 
if there is no alternative. 

CONCLUSION


