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HALACHIC AND HASHKAFIC ISSUES IN
CONTEMPORARY SOCIETY

136 - TEVILAT KELIM AND MODERN TECHNOLOGY

PART 1 - MODERN MATERIALS
OU ISRAEL CENTER - SUMMER 2019

Tevilat Kelim is an ancient mitzva with a source in Chumash. But material sciences and modern technology have changed dramatically
over the last 100 years. In this series we will focus specifically on three contemporary issues:

* Part 1 - Tevila for new materials which were not used in the ancient world.

* Part 2 - Tevila (and other halachot) for disposal items.

* Part 3 - Tevila for electrical items and those with electronic components.

A] TEVILAT KELIM - PRIMARY SOURCES
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When the Israelite troop came back from the war on Midian with spoils, including pots and pans, a mitzva was given to

pass them through fire or water, and to purify them.
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The Gemara sets out some basic principals for tevilat kelim, including: (i) It has a Torah source and is required over and
above kashering; (ii) It applies even to new items; (iii) It applies only to utensils used in connection with food'; (iv) It
applies only to bought and not to borrowed utensils; (v) It applies to metals and is extended to glassware’; (vi)
Coated/glazed utensils require tevila according to the external material;

It turns out that there are 3 different processes that must be done to food utensils previously owned by non-Jews:

* Kashering to remove non-kosher taste.

* Sprinkling on days 3 and 7 with water and ashes of the Para Aduma followed by tevila to remove tuma (no longer applicable).
* Independent immersion in a mikva.

What is the nature of this last required tevila? There are 3 options: (i) It could be an extension of the laws of kashering - some final
‘purging’ of the non-Jewish use before the kli can be used by a Jew. This is unlikely since it also applies to unused utensils; (ii) It could
be an extension of the laws of purity? - tuma and tahara - specifically for food utensils; (iii) it could be something new!

1. See Rashi on this Gemara, who explains that we may have thought that there was a gezeirat hakatuv to tovel any metal object bought from non-Jews. The connection in the verses
with kashering reveals that this only applied to food-related utensils.
2. We will see if glassware requires tevila on a Torah or Rabbinic level.
3. The pshat in the pasuk appears to be dealing with purification from tuma.
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Tosafot clarify that, on a Torah level, very small items (such as needles) can be purified from tuma even in a revi'it of
water and a full mikve of 40 sa’ah is a rabbinic requirement. The chiddush of this new tevila is that a full mikve is
required’, even for a very small utensil. As such tevila for kelim is not connected with tevila for tuma.’
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The Rosh also rules that this final tevila is NOT due to tuma (or kashrut) but is a separate requirement of the Torah - a
‘gezeirat hakatuv’, apparently without a given reason.
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Another approach is that the underlying reason of this tevila is to ‘convert’ the utensil from non-Jews to Jewish use!
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The son of the Or Zaruah (R. Chaim b. Yitzchak - 13C Germany) explains that this process is analogous to conversion for
the kelim! Even though the pot may be kosher in terms of permitted tastes, until its conversion it is not ready to fulfil the
role of a ‘Jewish kli’.’
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R. Ya’akov Kaminetsky understood that this tevila is not due to halachic tuma and tahara, but is a means of elevating the
kedusha of the food. As such, the Rambam rules these halachot in Sefer Kedusha and not Sefer Tahara.

B] IS TEVILAT KELIM A TORAH OR RABBINIC MITZVA?
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Rashi understands from the Gemara in Avoda Zara that the word W)\ in the Torah verse is extra, and is thus
‘darshaned’ to derive the Torah mitzva of tevilat kelim.

TN NIN NNV INDIV PIYD PR 7PNYI NDIND 1IN 2'NXY DDYN 10 DNPOIN NTIVON I PI1I0NY 1 NDI0 9.

NP YT NNV NON TN PRY VTN DNNIYN Y9 . H7D) UNI )PV UNI NP WX 137 5210 107 .DIND

NI NN NNV NNDIVN PO N9V DRNVN 91 YR T DY DWW INMIV T2 PRY ANV YT XD 0MDY

YN INPIY NN DIV D PO DMION INAN, 7707 INIY 11N .0MIY M) PIYD XON DD WX DY PNY NDMAVY
D"2YONYINYPIND

D591 1 PI9 NNOR MVOXRN MO 0219
The Rambam presents a complex picture on the issue of whether tevilat kelim is min haTorah or miderabbanan. On the
one hand he labels the halacha as connected to tuma and tahara’ ‘midivrei sofrim’ - a term which means ‘from the words
of the Rabbis’, but which in general engendered much discussion as to whether the Rambam understands it to be a Torah
or Rabbinic mitzva’.

4. Learned from the connection in the verse to ‘mei niddah’, which may connect this with regular tuma and tahara.

5. Tosafot also rules that utensils which are not susceptible to tuma may still require tevilat kelim. This will be relevant in our discussion of electrical and disposable utensils. Other
poskim rule that the two are connected. This is will be relevant in the case of very large kelim or those attached to the ground.

6. The kedusha of eating is a significant theme in Jewish thought, with many minhagim connecting meals with the service of the Cohanim in the Temple - eg washing for bread, dipping
in salt, throwing the bread, removing knives from the table and more.

7. Unlike the position of Tosafot above, it does sound here like tevilat kelim is an off-shoot of the laws of tuma and tahara. The Rambam also connects hechsher kelim with tahara.

8. On the face of it, it seems to indicate a Rabbinic mitzva. However, the Rambam uses this expression in many cases where he clearly understands the halacha to be on a Torah level.
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He then described the law’ as ‘mipi hashamua’ - usually indicating an Oral Law tradition which is on a Torah level, but
describes the connection with the pasuk as a ‘remez’, and writes '©n YN normally (but not always) indicating a
rabbinic asmachta"’!
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The Rashba rules that tevilat kelim is min HaTorah and understands that the Rambam holds this too'’.
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One" important halachic implication for this question is whether one can ask a child to perform the mitzva. For
Rabbinic mitzvot” we will allow this, but not for Torah mitzvot.
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This halacha is ruled by the Shulchan Aruch'. As such the accepted psak is that tevilat kelim is a Torah mitzva".

C] 'MODERN’ MATERIALS
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In the context of tevilat kelim, 6 types of metal are mentioned by the Torah as being mekabel tumah - gold, silver,
copperm, iron, tin and lead.

* Are these the only materials which are mekabel tumah? The Torah seems very specific and clearly seems to exclude utensil made
from other materials common at the time - eg earthenware, ivory, wood, leather and stone.

* Are these the only 6 metals which require tevila? Or are they just examples of common metals of the time, in which case other metals
which exist today, such as aluminium?7, titanium, chrome, nickel, zinc, platinum etc. may require tevila.

* What about other materials that were not known at the time - eg glasst8, glazed china, plastic, rubber?

In the Rambam’s typology of Torah Shebe’al Peh, halachot which form part of the Oral Law fall into three basis categories: (i) those revealed to Moshe and transmitted through the
generations; (i) those created by ‘drash’ through the analysis and interpretation of the Torah; and (iii) those created by the Rabbis as new legislation. Whilst the first and third
categories are clearly min haTorah and miderabbanan respectively, the second is a hybrid. The halachot derived through drash are sourced in the text of the Chumash but extracted
through a human interpretive process.

9. Although the context of this expression is actually talking about hechsher kelim, which leads many mefarshim to understand that the Rambam rules that tevilat kelim is rabbinic.

10. As opposed to drash, where the Rabbis are engaged in exegesis - pulling latent meaning out from the verses and discovering new meanings, the Rabbis often read connections back
INTO the verse after creating new Rabbinic legislation. This is often seen as a ‘remez’ or hint. Rather than the meaning being latent within the verse, the connection is often
symbolic or a linguistic play in order to create a fully integrated system of Written and Oral Law. This is known as ‘asmachta’. (Note that whilst the Rambam sees asmachta as a
linguistic device, other more mystical thinkers, such as the Ritva, see asmachta as more deeply buried inherent meaning which is available to the Rabbis if they chose to unpack it).

11. The Ran brings a strong proof that the Rambam rules that tevilat kelim is rabbinic in that he does not require tevila for kelim owned by a non-Jew and held by a Jew as collateral for a
loan. The Shulchan Aruch is machmir on this question and DOES require tevila.

12. Another implication would include a safek in din eg whether one can tovel in snow. (For a safek as to whether it was toveled one would be required to tovel again, even if
derabbanan, since it is a davar sheyesh bo matirin)

13. Such as mishloach manot or bedikat chametz.

14. This is the position of most Rishonim, including - Rashi, Ravad, Rashba, R. Yechiel of Paris, Smag, Rosh, Ritva. Rishonim who rule that tevilat kelim is a rabbinic mitzva include - Or
Zarua, Eshkol. Tosafot Rid, Ramban (on Torah), Sefer haManhig. The position of a number of Rishonim is disputes by later commentaries, including - Rambam, Orchot Chaim, Kol
Bo. For a full treatment of the various positions, see the introduction to R. Tzvi Cohen’s sefer Tevilat Kelim.

15. Nevertheless, it would be permitted to send a child to tovel a utensil which is obligated on a rabbinic level, eg glass - see below.

16. It is not clear whether ‘nechoshet’ is copper, bronze (an alloy of copper and tin or other metals) or brass (an alloy of copper and zinc). Whilst bronze was far more commonly used in
the ancient world than copper, the Torah describes nechoshet as being mined from the mountains (Devarim 8:9) which implies that it means copper, since bronze is not mined but
manufactured. On the other hand, pure copper is soft and only useful for jewelry. The vessels and building parts in the Mishkan made from nechoshet were probably bronze. R’
Aryeh Kaplan in his translation, the Living Torah, translates it (Shemot 25:3) it as copper, but writes in a footnote:

“Or, "bronze’ . The Septuagint thus translates the word as xalkos which can denote copper or bronze, and the MeAm Lo ‘ez, also, translates it as alambre which is Spanish for copper
or bronze. There is some indication that the Hebrew word nechosheth used here indicates pure unalloyed copper (Deuteronomy 8:9; Radak on 1 Kings 7:45). Others, however, state
that the Temple vessels were made of brass, which has the same color as gold (Ezra 8:27, Ibn Ezra ad loc.; Radak, s.v. Tzahav; Rambam on Middoth 2:3), and the Talmud clearly
states that the vessels made by Moses consisted of this material (Arkhin 10b). Josephus writes that the brass altar looked like gold (Antiquities 3:6:8, see Exodus 27:2). Perhaps it
was an alloy of copper and silver or gold.”

17. Spelt in the English manner, with apologies to US readers! See https://www.thoughtco.com/aluminum-or-aluminium-3980635

18. Glass was known in the ancient world, even before the Torah was given, but was a very rare luxury item. Glass was usually made into jewelry and very rarely into food (and certainly
not cooking) utensils. The rapid spread of glassware only took place much later in the Greek and Roman periods. As such, it is not mentioned in Tanach. (Reference to ‘zechuchit’
in lyov 28:17, although sometimes translated as glass or crystal, appears to be a precious white stone more valuable than gold - diamonds?)
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Itis clear in halacha that certain materials do NOT require tevila. This include:- clay, paper, wood, ivory, bone, leather, stone.

14, But the limitation to metal utensils could be meant to give this n>>2v yet a special meaning. A metal utensil is the most
speaking sign of Man’s intelligent mastery over the earth and its materials. Not only the shape but the use of the material
itself proclaims that. But eating food is just that activity which primarily belongs completely to the animal, physical sphere of
man’s nature, and a metal utensil used for eating purposes represents in itself the spiritual, the mental side of Man, employed
in the sphere of the service of his senses. But under the regime of the Divine Torah the whole life of the senses also is to be
elevated out of the unfree physical realm and directed to the sphere of the moral inner, free-willed God-serving activities.
According to this, it seems to us one can well understands why the Torah orders the consecrating expiation act of n>»av

essentially for the admission of metal food-utensils ...

Rav Shimshon Refael Hirsch - Bamidbar 31:23

C1] GLASS

We saw in the Gemara in Avoda Zara that glass requires tevila since glass utensils can be smelted and fixed like metal.
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However, for the purposes of tuma'’, Chazal equated glassware with earthenware, since it is made from sand!
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Although there are some commentators who suggest that tevila of glassware could be a Torah requirement”, the

overwhelming halachic consensus is that it is a rabbinic requirement due to shared properties between glass and metals.
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The Aruch HaShulchan defines this in more details. Metals and earthenware both come from the ground. The difference
between them is that metal must be refined and smelted and effectively changes its identity, whereas earthenware does
not. Glass, although made from sand, is clear much more similar to metal in that it can only be manufactured by a total
transformation of its material make-up.

 However, by this logic2?, plastics could fall under a similar type of rabbinic gezeira - see below.

C2] PORCELAIN AND CERAMIC

 Ceramic is a broad category that includes pottery, earthenware, terracotta, stoneware, porcelain, fine china and bone china etc. as
subcategories.

* Earthenware is made from clay baked at low temperature (around 1000°C).

* Stoneware is made from clay mixed with silica baked at a higher temperature (around 1200°C)

* Porcelain is made from clay mixed with silica and quartz baked at an even higher temperature (above 1260°C).

* China and bone china are imitations of porcelain baked at lower temperatures.

19. Although, as seen above, the laws of tuma and the laws of tevilat kelim may not be connected.
20. On the basis that it is included in the pasuk since it can be fused like metal. The Gemara is not explicit that tevila on glass is a gezeira.
21. And indeed in the hashkafic logic of Rav Hirsch mentioned above, although this would not translate into a halachic argument.
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The Aruch Hashulchan writes that people often confuse porcelain with glazed chain. Porcelain should not require tevila
at all since it is simply a form a ceramic. However, he notes that many people have a minhag to tovel porcelain, but
should never make a beracha. On the other hand, he rules that glazed china SHOULD be toveled (but see below) since it
has a glass coating and the halacha is ruled according to coating and not the material below.

* The Yavetz rules that porcelain need not be toveled, even though it is very similar to glass, since it cannot be fused when broken,
which is the underlying reason for the takana. This raises the metahalachic question as to whether we would follow the reasoning of
the takana or the technical application since this is also glass.

 Rav Ovadia Yosef (Yabia Omer 4:8) rules that porcelain does not require tevila.

* Some poskim rule that modern porcelain is also glazed and thus requires tevila - see below on glazed china.

C3] GLAZED CHINA

* Aswe saw above, glazed china should require tevila since the halacha is defined by the outer and not inner layer of the utensil. This
will be true if the glazing is on the inside of the utensil
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The Shulchan Aruch rules that earthenware utensils coated with lead must be toveled. The Rema rules that the minhag is
to tovel them without a beracha’.
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The Shach rules™ that utensils coated with glass must also be toveled and expresses great surprise that many people use
glazed china without toveling at all!

* However, some poskim rule that the glazing on modern day china is so thin that it would not require tevila2®. As such many people
tovel modern glazed plates (without a beracha) and some do not2s.

C4] HYBRID METALS

* Hybrid metals, such as steel (which is a mixture of iron and carbon) or stainless steel (which also has added chromium) will require
tevila on a Torah level since the majority component is iron.

C5] ALUMINIUM

There are three positions in halacha: (i) only the 6 metals in the verse require tevila; (i) all metals require tevila on a Torah level; (iii)
only the 6 metals require tevila on a Torah level but all others on a rabbinic level.

22. Wherever tevila without a beracha is required it is best, where possible, to first tovel an item which requires a beracha so that the beracha will cover the subsequent items too.
23. The Shach also raised the issue of whether utensils coated only on the outside may still need to be toveled if the coating is a ma’amid (support) for the utensil.
24. For the purposes of kashrut and absorption of taste, Rav Moshe rules that modern glazed plates are NOT treated as glass - Igrot Moshe YD 2:46. It is also brought by the Ohalei
Yeshurun in his name that modern china does not require tevila. Others quote Rav Moshe as ruling that china should be toveled without a beracha.
25. Many of the YU Rabbanim rule that modern china need not be toveled.
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(a) Only the 6 metals require tevila
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Rashi rules that ONLY the 6 metals mentioned explicitly in the Torah are mekabel tumah. Aluminium is not!’
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Rav Moshe Feinstein (dealing with Cohanim on airplanes) raises this as a possibility (but see below). In matters of tuma
and tahara we depend largely on the explicit designation of the pesukim and are not given to logical extrapolations.

* RavYitzchak Abadi rules this as practical halacha and does not require tevila on ‘modern’ metals. This is however a minority opinion.

(b) All metals require tevila
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The position of the Rambam appears to be that ALL metals are included in halacha. Thus, it seems that other metals
would require tevila, possibly on a Torah level.
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This position is taken explicitly by the Tiferet Yisrael in his commentary on the Mishna, in his introduction to Seder
Taharot. He disagrees with the position of the Vilna Gaon that only the 6 metals referred to the verse are included.

* This is also the position of the Aruch HaShulchan and of Rav Wosner.

(c) Modern metals (other than the 6) require tevila on a rabbinic level
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Rav Moshe Feinstein rules that the 6 metals referred to in the Torah are the ONLY 6 for which the Torah requires tevila.
As such, aluminum utensils do not require tevila on a Torah level. However, since Chazal decreed that glassware
requires tevila on a rabbinic level since it can be smelted and fixed like metal, this is true even more so of other metals!

* This is the position of most poskim.

* Even if the obligation is rabbinic, most poskim rule that a beracha should be made (as with glass utensils). However, some?2? report
in the name of R. Moshe Feinstein that a beracha should NOT be made2s.

* In any event, most aluminium utensils are also disposable, which will normally mean that no beracha is made. We will iy’H deal with
thisin Part 2.

26. This position is also taken by the Vilna Gaon.
27. Including the Mesoras Moshe by R. Mordechai Tendler, Rav Moshe’s grandson.
28. Dayan Chanoch Padwa (Chesev Haefod Chelek 3) from London writes that he originally ruled that modern metals should be toveled without a beracha but was changed this psak to
require a beracha.
To download more source sheets and audio shiurim visit www.rabbimanning.com
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C6] PYREX & DURALEX

 Duralex is regular glass which is tempered. It is heated to 600°C and then quickly cooled, giving it much greater impact resistance.
* Pyrex s a special type of glass - borosilicate glass - made with silica and boron trioxide.2®
* Both Pyrex and Duralex are halachically considered glass and therefore require tevila (rabbinically) with a beracha.

C7] CORNINGWARE & CORELLE

 Corningware is a type of glass-ceramic material made from superheated glass.
* Corelle is made from two different types of tempered glass applied in three layers.
* Both share certain characteristics with both glass and ceramic.

* Some poskim consider Corelle to be glassware and thus require tevila3e.

* Most poskim require tevila without a beracha, although some require a beracha on Corelle. Some poskim so not require tevila at all
on Corningware and Corelle. Following the reasoning of the Yavetz above, since they cannot be fused when broken, maybe they would
not fall within the takana of glass.

 Star K3! require tevila on Corelle WITH a beracha but without a beracha on Corningware. OU requires tevila on Corelle WITH a
beracha32

C8] PLASTIC & RUBBER

* Plastic is made from natural materials taken from the ground, such as cellulose, coal, natural gas, salt and crude oil. These are then
manufactured into pliable materials which, when broken, can be remelted and re-formed.

* At first sight, this would seem to fall into the same category as glass, which required tevila on a rabbinic level due do its similarity
with metals in this regard.
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Some poskim rule that reusable® plasticware (eg chopping boards) should be toveled without a beracha.” However, Rav
Ovadia Yosef disagrees and the position of most poskim™ is that plastic does NOT require tevila.

 One of the key metahalachic issues here is whether we extend a rabbinic gezeira on the basis that the reason clearly applies to
modern situations. Alternatively, do we rule that Chazal never had such cases and it is not for us to extend rabbinic law to new
scenarios that Chazal did not envisionze.

29. Containing the following materials: 80.6% Si02, 12.6% B.0s, 4.2% Na.0, 2.2% Al.0s, 0.1% CaO0, 0.1% Cl, 0.05% MgO0, and 0.04% Fe,0s,

30. This is the pask of Rav Furst.

31. See https://www.star-k.org/articles/kosher-lists/ 1170/tevilas-keilim-guidelines/

32. See https://oukosher.org/blog/consumer-kosher/tevilas-keilim-a-primer/

33. Most of the plasticware that we use is disposable and would not require tevila for that reason - see Part 2.

34. This is the position of the Minchat Yitzchak. Rav Breuer in Washington Heights ruled that plastic should be toveled so that the mitzva of tevila should not be forgotten entirely once
all utensils are made from plastic!

35. This was the psak of R. Dovid Tzvi Hoffman and later the Chazon Ish, Rav Moshe Feinstein and Rav Henkin.

36. In the case of modern metals, most poskim DO extend the gezeira. However, this should be seen in light of the fact at the there are significant opinions which hold that such metals
require tevila on a Torah level.

To download more source sheets and audio shiurim visit www.rabbimanning.com
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C9] TEFLON

« Teflon is metal coated with a very thin layer of plastic. Do we say that the halacha follows the coating and the utensil should be
toveled without a beracha. This was the psak of Rav Shlomo Zalman Auerbach. Rav Moshe ruled that the teflon coating is not

substantial and the pan would require tevila with a beracha.3

In Part 2 we will iy’H look at the halachic issues arising with disposal utensils, focusing not only on tevila but also on other areas of
halachic life. In Part 3 we will iy’H look at the halachot of tevila for electrical utensils and those with electronic components.

37. For an excellent series of 4 shiurim on tevilat kelim by Rabbi Naftali Wiederblank, including a detailed presentation of the opinions of the contemporary poskim see

https://www.yutorah.org/sidebar/lecture.cfm/837625/rabbi-netanel-wiederblank/tevilas-keilim-part-1/
To download more source sheets and audio shiurim visit www.rabbimanning.com



