Keeping Kosher in a Non-Kosher World R. Ethan Tucker

Session #6: Now
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Tosefta Terumot 8:9-10
Both pleasing and unpleasing flavor contributed by forbidden food are forbidden, according to R. Meir.
R. Shimon says: pleasing flavor is forbidden, but unpleasing flavor is permitted...

. Soap
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Shulhan Arukh YD 95:4

It seems to me that if they placed ashes in the hot water in [dairy] cauldron before they placed the [meat]
dishes into it, then everything remains permitted even if there is fat stuck on the dishes, because the ashes
render any flavor damaging.

A. Attacks and Defenses
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Taz YD 95:15, R. David b. Shmuel Halevi, Poland, 17" c.

...Based on this there is no prohibition if soap made of forbidden fat fell into cooked food, since the soap
has ash added when made from forbidden fat. But this ruling requires investigation...I found in the name
of Maharil that once a child came and reported that a piece of soap made from forbidden fat fell into a pot
and Maharil said not to believe the child. This implies that if we had known for sure that the soap had
fallen in, it would have forbidden the food. But the claim here is that soap made from forbidden fat and
ash contributes a damaging flavor? This ruling therefore requires further investigation before one can act
on it.
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Nekudot Hakesef YD 95:2, R. Shabbetai Hakohen, Poland, 17" c.
There is no difficulty here at all. The Shulhan Arukh was only ruling that the ash renders the film of fat
on the dishes to be damaging, but was not commenting on a case like Maharil’s where there is a block of
forbidden fat...
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Responsa Yabia Omer VI YD #10, citing Responsa Tzemah Tzedek #47, R. Menahem Mendel
Krochmal, Poland/Moravia, 17" c.

...it may well be that Maharil would agree with the Shulhan Arukh here...therefore one should not depart
from the ruling of the Beit Yosef, who permits based on the logic of damaging flavor, for he is the later
authority and he has illuminated our eyes with his rulings, which are spread out to the entire Diaspora.
And we follow him.
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Shakh YD 95:21, R. Shabbetai Hakohen, Poland, 17" c.

This rule cannot be found in any earlier authority, and none of the rishonim mentioned it. R. Yosef Karo
did not even mention it in the Beit Yosef. On the contrary, it seems implied in the words of earlier
decisors that there is no way to permit via boiling a recently used pot unless there is a 60:1 ratio of water
to the volume of the pot...
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Responsa Hakham Tzvi #101, Hakham Tzvi Ashkenazi, Poland/Salonika/Istanbul, 17™-18" c.

... That which the Shakh wrote that this rule is not found in any earlier authority is meaningless and he
should not have written it. It is clear from the gemara and all decisors that damaging flavor is permitted,
and even if it is only damaging in a minor way...all the more so in the case of ashes in water, which is
seriously damaging as is detectable by anyone. Must authorities pedantically enumerate all the possible
ways that food can have its flavor damaged? “The ear hears words and the palate tastes food.” One
should rule like the Shulhan Arukh that utensils rinsed in ashes and water are permitted on account of the
damaging flavor. And soap does not forbid at all...and even though Maharil indicates to the contrary, we
don’t follow him, since common sense contradicts him, and | suspect that there was another motive at
work in his case...
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Responsa She’eilat Ya’avetz 1:156, R. Ya’akov Emden, 18™ centu ry, Germany

You reported that the rabbinic authority in question instructed people not to eat wet beans purchased from
the Gentiles because he heard that the beans are rinsed in a cleaning agent called soap in order to shine
them. This is very surprising to me. What could possibly be wrong? This soap is not intended to impart
fragrance or flavor...Moreover, in the present case any flavor would not be pleasing, but rather damaging,
in accordance with our holding that soap contributes a negative flavor, given that it has ash mixed in and
it is only intended to imrove the appearance of the beans so that they will look white and
shiny...Therefore, this is an excessive, baseless stringency, even if we knew for sure that the soap was
used in this way, and all the more so that it is only a possibility. Perhaps this authority holds that ash does
not contribute an unpleasing flavor, against the Beit Yosef [R. Yosef Karo, author of the Shulhan Arukh
above], given that the Shakh attacks him. But if so, he is also wrong, because the Shakh himself was
roundly criticized, as wrote my father and others and they are correct.

Moreover, even one who is stringent has no basis for stringency here, where even if such an agent is used,
it is clearly used in small amounts and only used to remove dirt and not as an ingredient...

B. Soap can neutralize permitted items
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Pithei Teshuvah YD 95:6

In a responsum | wrote about this at length and resolved all the challenges to the Shakh...I wrote that the
Shulhan Arukh is not claiming here that ashes can render prohibitions unpleasing, but rather that in the
specific case of meat and milk, the ashes can weaken the flavor of the meat such that when it later
combines with milk it will no longer be considered a forbidden mixture...and this would also address the
challenge brought by the Taz from Maharil...
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C. Soap “sterilizes”—Rulings and Rejections
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Beit Yehudah, Customs of the community of Algiers, R. Yehudah Ayyash, Algeria/ltaly, 18th c.

It happened once that a meat spoon was rinsed in hot water with soap...and then the spoon was
submerged in a dairy dish within 24 hours of its prior contact with the meat. | was asked about this and |
had to measure to see if there was 60:1 [to nullify the meat flavor trapped in the spoon]. Afterwards, |
asked by teacher, of blessed memory, and he permitted on account of the Shulhan Arukh’s ruling in YD
95:4 that soap damages flavor. If so, then when this spoon was rinsed in hot water, it spat out whatever it
had absorbed and then reabsorbed meat flavor along with the damaging flavor of the soap, such that when
it was then submerged in the dairy food, it contributed a damaging flavor [and did not forbid it].
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Beit David YD 41, R. Yosef David of Salonica, 18" c.

...Rav Yosef Covo (18th century, chief rabbi of Salonica) said that the food absorbed in the pot also is
damaged by soap, because the sudsy water is absorbed into the pot and damages the previously absorbed
taste as well. Such pots become as if they had not been used for 24 hours: if someone cooked meat in a
"dairy" utensil [that had been soaked in this sudsy water] or vice versa, the resultant food would be
permissible to eat bediavad...

But [I think that] a damaging agent only damages what is outside (on the surface of the utensil), but what
is absorbed is not damaged...In practice, because the Shulhan Arukh's opinion that the soap contributes a
bad taste is novel, we should understand his words narrowly. We should apply this ruling specifically in
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the case he mentioned, meaning that the taste (of food) subsumed in the suds is damaged, but not that
which is inside the utensil...
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Responsa Ateret Paz I, vol. I, YD #4, R. Pinhas Zevihi, Israel, 20™-21% c.

Now that we have seen that the opinion of these poskim who think that soap also neutralizes the flavor
absorbed inside a utensil, there is no need to worry if the dishes [in a dishwasher] are later washed in hot
water without soap. Even if we would say that the utensils will now expel flavor, all the flavor absorbed
in them was already neutralized by the first rinse that included cleaning fluids. And this is especially true
here, where the fat that was absorbed was already damaged by these cleaning fluids before it was
absorbed in the first place, in which case all would agree that any subsequent expelled flavor is
neutralized...

I1. The Materials Revolution
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Avot Derabbi Natan Version A #41
Three things were said about glass vessels: They neither absorb nor spit out...
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Rashba Responsa 1:233, R. Shlomo b. Avraham Adret, Spain, 13"-14" c.
You asked if glass utensils that are used with hot food need any kashering procedure, in light of what it
says in the last chapter of Avot Derabbi Natan that glass vessels neither absorb nor spit out. Answer: It
seems obvious that they do not need to be kashered. First, they are very smooth, and anything that is very
smooth has no crevices, meaning it cannot absorb. Moreover, we can see that they don’t allow liquid to
pass through them.
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Terumat Hadeshen #132, R. Israel Isserlin, Austria, 15" c.

Semag [R. Moshe of Coucy, France, 13" c.] wrote that it is common practice not to use glass vessels
[previously used for hametz] on Pesah, because the Talmud compares glass vessels to earthenware
vessels, which can never lose their problematic status...Even though Ra’aviah permits them, reasoning
that they are non-porous...it seems we do not rely on him...
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Shulhan Arukh Orah Hayyim 451:26

Glass vessels, even if they store hametz for prolonged periods of time and even if they are used with hot
food, do not need any kashering, for they do not absorb; a simple rinse suffices for them. Note: Some are
strict and say that even immersion in boiling water cannot permit glass vessels, and so is the practice in
Ashkenaz and in these lands.
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Rashba, Torat Habayit Ha-Arokh 4:3, 36a

We have already explained above...that one may not intentionally nullify forbidden food...however, if a
little bit of forbidden food gets absorbed into a vessel, then it is permitted to use that vessel if it is
normally used with large quantities of food. The quantity of the prohibition is so small that it could never
possibly contribute flavor to the permitted food...and this is true even if the pot had been used in the past
24 hours, because there is absolutely no way that forbidden flavor could be transferred. If, however, the
small amount of permitted food were absorbed in a utensil that is sometimes used with small amounts of
food, like a shallow bowl and other similar items, then it is forbidden to use it even with large quantities,
lest one use it with small quantities and end up in a situation where forbidden flavor has been transferred
to the food.
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Tur Yoreh Deah 122

It seems unreasonable to permit this, based on logic: Even a pot not used in the last 24 hours—which
cannot forbid the food in it—is forbidden lest one used a more recently used pot. So certainly when the
concern presents with respect to that very pot: even if one does not normally use it for small amounts of
permitted food, we should make a safeguard lest one use it for small amounts of permitted food.
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