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Why is irui for an extended time better than
boiling water which is in a ladle?
July 6, 2000

 

            Rav Belsky has said many times[3] that if one pours boiling water from a kli rishon (irui kli rishon) into equipment until the walls of the equipment become saturated with heat, then we may consider that equipment to have been kashered in a kli rishon.  This is based on Tosfos[4] who explains that the advantage of a kli rishon over a kli sheini is that the walls of the former do not cool off the water while the walls of the latter do.  Thus, when the walls of a kli sheini become saturated with heat, they stop cooling the water and have the same status as a kli rishon.  Rav Schachter has accepted this line of reasoning[5] and it serves as the basis for the system of hag’alah in many plants which kasher with spray balls or with boiling water which flows from a CIP tank.  However, the following question has been raised:

 

            Taz and Shach[6] rule that if one uses a ladle to pour soup from a pot into a bowl, then the bowl is considered to have absorbed via irui kli rishon (as opposed to irui kli sheini) since the ladle may have stayed in the pot for long enough to become hot.  Taz and Magen Avraham, cited in Mishnah Berurah 452:20, say that if one leaves the ladle in the pot of water until the water boils, then they can be sure that the ladle became hot and the water which is poured from that ladle can effect a hag’alah of irui kli rishon.  It is noteworthy that Taz uses “Rav Belsky’s” line of reasoning to explain this last halacha.  

 

            Pri Megadim[7] says that even according to Taz and Magen Avraham, one may only use a ladle to kasher items which require hag’alah via irui kli rishon.  But one cannot kasher a utensil which requires hag’alah in a true kli rishon by placing it into the ladle (unless the ladle is still in the pot).  Pri Megadim explains that this is because a utensil heated by water is “not the same” as one heated by fire.[8]  [Taz and Magen Avraham are discussing items which require irui kli rishon but do not specifically say that a ladle cannot be used for items which require a true kli rishon].  

 

            I then saw that Darchei Teshuvah 92:200 cites Chavas Da’as[9] who makes a similar point.  Chavas Da’as understood that according to Taz one could use a ladle to kasher a utensil which requires hag’alah in a kli rishon.  Chavas Da’as strongly disagrees and holds that a ladle heated via water cannot be better than irui kli rishon.  Among other points, he notes that Tosfos ibid. says that a kli rishon has special capabilities because its walls were heated by fire.  Chavas Da’as also cites Minchas Yaakov[10] who makes the point that if the walls of a utensil don’t add and don’t take away heat from the food or water in the utensil then that is not considered a kli rishon.  In order to be considered a kli rishon, the walls must add to the heat of the water which is in the utensil and that, of course, will only be true of a utensil which was heated on the fire.[11]
 

            Thus, it seems that “Rav Belsky’s sevara” was in fact suggested by the Taz but the Pri Megadim and Chavas Da’as say that we are limited in how we can apply it.  If this interpretation is correct, we should not be allowed to kasher a jacketed kettle or a “heated” storage tank via a spray ball unless the jackets and/or heating element are “turned on”? 

 

            Pri Megadim[12] notes that another reason a ladle cannot be used to kasher a kli rishon is because the water in the ladle will stop boiling once the ladle is taken off of the fire.  Yad Avraham[13] cites this same concern from Terumas HaDeshen II:150 and the implication of Terumas HaDeshen is that if not for the fact that the water stops boiling it would be acceptable to kasher a kli rishon in a ladle.  Thus, one could argue that Terumas HaDeshen disagrees with the Pri Megadim (cited above) and Chavas Da’as and we could permit hag’alah with spray balls etc. based on Terumas HaDeshen.  

 

[image: image1]            Rav Belsky explained that since a kli rishon was heated by fire it retains its status even after it is removed from the fire.  On the other hand, a ladle is not heated by fire and therefore as long as it is in the “soup” it is considered a kli rishon but once it is removed from its source of heat it is only has the status of irui kli rishon.  The Pri Megadim and Chavas Da’as are discussing a ladle which is no longer absorbing heat from the hot water and therefore they rule that such a ladle is not a full kli rishon.  However, if one heats a kettle with hot water flowing through a spray ball then the walls of the kettle continue absorbing heat as long as the hot water flows and therefore such a kettle is similar to a ladle which is “still in the soup” and is considered to be a full kli rishon.  For this reason, all opinions agree that one may kasher jacketed kettles or heated storage tanks (i.e. a kli rishon) with boiling water flowing through a spray ball.  [The other side of this coin is that when a tank or kettle is heated by hot water or steam jackets then, where appropriate, we must also be machmir and consider that tank/kettle to be a kli rishon].  

 

            What if one filled a holding tank with boiling water from a spray ball (without turning on the tank’s jacket) and then turned off the flow of water—could they then use that water to kasher  another tank as a kli rishon? It would seem that this is not possible because once the flowing water is turned off, the first tank only has the status of irui kli rishon and any water which flows from it cannot possibly accomplish hag’alah as a kli rishon.  The only way this water could kasher the second tank as a kli rishon would be to 1) turn on the jacket in the second tank or 2) allow more boiling water to flow into the first (or second) tank while the water is moved into the second tank.

Rav Belsky read and approved this

 

 

 

[3] See [image: image2] K-120 & X-1:22-23, 40.

[4] Tosfos, Shabbos 40b s.v. v'shmah minah cited in Beis Yosef Y.D. 105 page 164b.

[5] See [image: image3] K-28 & 218.

[6] Taz Y.D. 92:30 and Shach 107:7.

[7] Pri Megadim (M.Z.) 451:9.

[8] Pri Megadim does not offer a source for this distinction, but it may be based on Shulchan Aruch 452:5 who rules that one may not kasher a utensil in a hot spring because that water was not heated with fire whereas the issur was absorbed via the (direct or indirect) heat of a fire.  If that is the basis for Pri Megadim we would have to explain why water from a hot spring cannot even be used to kasher a kli sheini (Shulchan Aruch 452:5) while the ladle is effective for utensils which require irui kli rishon.

[9] Chavas Da’as—biurim 92:27 & chidushim  92:32.

[10] Minchas Yaakov is cited as being in 61:45 but I haven’t seen it yet.

[11] Pri Megadim “answers” Chavas Da’as’ question by saying that Taz agrees that a ladle can only be used for the hag’alah of irui kli rishon and not as a true kli rishon.

[12] Pri Megadim (A.A.) 452:9; Pri Megadim (M.Z.) 451:9 also makes reference to this point.

[13] Yad Avraham to Taz Y.D. 92:30.

