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The Laws of Bishtu/ shiur 2
Bishul After Bishul

Shiur #14

In the previous shiur we discussed the different stages of bishul and their halachic significance.
We distinguished between the stages of Ben Drusai and food that is fully cooked, and discussed
the halachic definition of the different stages. We will now learn whether there is a prohibition to
reheat food to a certain temperature after it is already considered fully cooked.

In the previous Shiur we saw several sources that hold that the prohibition of bishu/no longer applies
after the food has been cooked to a certain stage. For example:
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Upon further examination, however, this understanding of the Mishna is not that simple. Chazal
forbade hatmana, completely covering and insulating a food, even in materials that will not cause the
food to become hotter, if the Aatmana is performed on Shabbat. This type of Aatmana is forbidden
only after tzeit hakochavim (when stars are visible), but not during bein hashemashot (the time
between shekia, sundown, and tzeit hakochavim). We will discuss hatmana in more detail later on;
meanwhile, from the reason behind the prohibition of hatmana, we can learn something about bishut
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Rashi explains Rava's explanation behind the prohibition in the following way: One prepares food for
Shabbat on Friday afternoon. Now, as Shabbat is beginning, he wants to perform hatmana on the hot
pot of food in order to help it maintain its heat. If, when he is preparing the pot for hatmana, he
realizes that it isn't sufficiently hot, he may come to heat it up. Hatmana is therefore forbidden on
Shabbat as a precaution against heating up the food. However, one may ask: if the food has already
been cooked on Friday afternoon, why should it be forbidden to heat it up again on Shabbat, since we
see from the Gemara (39a) that reheating is permitted?

The Rosh explains:
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The Rosh explains that Rashi draws a distinction between a dry food, where there is no prohibition to
reheat it after it underwent bishul and food with liquid, where the prohibition of bishul becomes
relevant again once the food cools off. That is also the position of the Tur, the son of the Rosh:

NOY 320 NAY MITN BN NIN NV
21 NN DIV WO HODIN AN LND NN ITIVA DAN 92D POX) DX DIV DIVN 12 YW 12D HWAMVY DPWIAN 19N
.N2VA PHN2IMIYY IMN 12D SWIANIY W 927 DIN PIN 1 wv »vana

Other Rishonim, however, explain the Gemara about hatmana differently, and they reject the Rosh'’s
distinction (which the following Ritvah refers to as the position of Tosafot):
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The Ritvah explains that the reason behind the prohibition of Aatmana is that one may come to reheat
the food directly on the fire, which will give the appearance of bishul and is therefore an issur
d’Rabbanan.

The Rambam and Rashba do not distinguish between dry foods and foods with liquid:
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When Reheating Improves Food -5 n9% pnosn

N 90 VD 973 PIN 22 29N NINY BN MTHIN - BN 13229

DAN PRDITT )2 DINND DY TN YINY XPNT,L(OIN MNPHRn 10NY 99IN) PIINNY NIIRY DT DY — 1)1 N2 2N
927 957,207 N2 W DX NPINNY NON — DIWIAND PONI ... OX YN IDAN) .5V DX PINY XD — W)IN XD ON
DY 9100 SWAN NN PRVNMI NI 22D DY IPINNYI 1IN XIN 12 N PHVNNI AV 1 YWY

3 PN NV 119390 ©2N0 NN N2

NOT DD TN 1D YN PHRVNN Y NN D NN PHRVNN D NN NRVN 2PN NINRDN IR RINY HWIAN PIOT NN
P27 RDID YIAT MY XIA0 ¥ OV PIATTH NORT XON NN 12T DY RIODT NI NN §2 1aND

2 L/

V' A
Questions and comments may be sent to: info@eretzhemdah.org 13719




Shiur #14 — Bishul after bishul

The Bach understands that Rabbeinu Yona also believes that there is no issur d'Oraita of bishul after a
liquid already underwent bishul But he means that Chazal only forbade heating liquid up if it will be
beneficial (Le.-it is 12 Nan pnoxn, literally, the additional “shriveling”= reduction, will benefit it).
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The Taz raises the following fundamental question: Why would there be bishul after bishul for a
liquid?

How does cooking affect food? a) It becomes heated. b) The heating cooks it (effects a change in the
food's composition).

Once a solid food has become cooked, additional heating can, at most, cause the food to become
heated, but it cannot effect a significant change in its composition. Heating alone is not enough to
violate the melacha of bishul However, in the case of liquid, even if it was previously cooked, heating
it up again can cause a significant qualitative change to the liquid. Therefore, there is the possibility
for bishul after bishul for liquids. The Taz therefore suggests that any qualitative change in the liquid
is considered a violation of bishul However, if the heating will merely harm the quality of the liquid
(aside from the warmth itself, which one does want), the person has no intention of causing a
qualitative change in the liquid, and he will therefore not violate the melacha d‘Oraita of bishul

What we learn from the Taz is that "heating” is not bishul while “effecting a qualitative change” is.

Interestingly, the accepted understanding of why there is bishul after bishul for liquids is that, for
liquids, there is no qualitative change at all, and therefore the definition of bishul for liquids can only
be “heating”, which is the exact opposite of the Taz's explanation! The Mishna Berura writes:
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The Chazon Ish writes that these different perspectives - whether bishul of liquids is defined as
heating or causing a qualitative change - is a machloket Rishonim:
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One should note that the Bach accepts the Taz's reasoning, but only d’Rabbanan. The Bach seemingly
admits that additional heating of a liquid, which causes it to become tastier, is a qualitative change,
but not a sufficlent change to be considered bishul d’Oraita, and is therefore forbidden only
d’Rabbanan.
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In sif4 the Shulchan Aruch rules like Rashi and the Tur, and the Rema cites Rabbeinu Yona, but, in sif
8, the Shulchan Aruch himself cites Rabbeinu Yonal!
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Shiur #14 — Bishul after bishul
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The Magen Avraham suggests that the Shulchan Aruch also accepts Rabbeinu Yona’'s opinion, but he
only deems it necessary to say so once, in sif8. That is the ruling of Rav Ovadiah as well:
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The Mishna Berura writes that the Shulchan Aruch in sif8 is merely quoting from Rabbeinu Yerucham
who follows Rabbeinu Yona, but that does not necessarily mean that Halacha follows his opinion:
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As we saw earlier, the Mishna Berura believes that the reason why there is bishul after bishul for
liquids is because for liquids, bishulis defined as heating. He therefore does not distinguish between
whether the heating will be qualitatively beneficial or not and is always stringent:
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To summarize, the Rambam, Rashba, and Ritvah rule that there can be no bishul after bishul for both
solids and liquids. Other Rishonim, however, do draw a distinction, and explain that the rule that there
is no bishul after bishul applies only to solids, not liquids. Why?

One possibility is that, for liquids, additional cooking can cause a positive change to the food.

That is how Rabbeinu Yona and Rabbeinu Yerucham rule (see the aforementioned Taz and Chazon
Ish, as well as the Bach, who explains that this opinion is only an issur d’Rabbanan). They therefore
write that if the additional cooking will be detrimental to the quality of the food then it is not
considered bishul after bishul The Rema brings their opinion.

A second possibility is that once liquid that has been cooked cools down, the effect of the cooking
disappears (at least to a great extent), so we therefore define bishul for liquids as being the act of
heating it up.

This appears to be the opinion of Rashi, the Rosh (and other Baalei Tosafot who are brought in the
Ritvah), the Tur, Bach, Gra, and Mishna Berura. They therefore forbid reheating liquids even if the
additional cooking will be detrimental to its quality.

The Shulchan Aruch in sif 4 (which is the primary sif that deals with bishul after bishul) does not
mention Rabbeinu Yona's opinion there, but he does in sif8.

The Magen Avraham suggests that in sif4, the Shulchan Aruch was relying on what he writes in sif8,
and he does rule like Rabbeinu Yona, and this is Rav Ovadiah’s position as well. The Mishna Berura
suggests the opposite: that the Shulchan Aruch rules against Rabbeinu Yona, and therefore does not
quote his opinion of sif4, while, in sif8, he was merely quoting from Rabbeinu Yerucham, but he does
not mean to accept his opinion about detrimental cooking.

Food that has Cooled Down

We have already seen that the Shulchan Aruch rules that there is bishul after bishul for liquids that
have cooled down:
[ K,
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Shiur #14 — Bishul after bishul
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When is a liquid considered to have cooled off for the purposes of bishul? In the previous Shiur we
saw the Shulchan Aruch that allows placing hot food on top of a hot pot. At the end of that halacha,
he writes:
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The Shulchan Aruch implies that it is forbidden to place food on the hot pot if it might reach yad
soledet even if the food has not yet cooled down. That is how the Poskim explain his intention:
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But the Rema seems to disagree:
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Based on the Rema (here and elsewhere) the Poskim infer that he holds that bishul after bishul applies
only if it the liquid has completely cooled down. Let us consider the Rema’s position further:
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This is how the Shemirat Shabbat Kehilchata rules:
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The Chazon Ish explains:
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We saw earlier that the Rema accepts Rabbeinu Yona's position, and distinguishes between reheating
liquids that will improve with heating and those that will not. The Bach writes that heating liquids that
will not improve with heating would only be allowed if bishul after bishul for liquids is only a chumra
d’Rabbanan. The Chazon Ish explains that the Rema does believe that Rabbeinu Yona's logic is
relevant even if it is considered d'Oraita, because then one will only violate bishul d'Oraita when
reheating a liquid if the reheating improves the liquid. Still, here the Chazon Ish suggests that the
Rema'’s leniency must show that the Rema himself believes that the entire notion of being obligated
for bishul after bishulfor liquids is only a stringency. Therefore, the transgression of bishul after bishul
(as a stringency), would only apply if both — 1. The second heating must be beneficial to the food, and
2. The liquid was actually cool in between. ‘
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Shiur #14 — Bishul after bishul

This is in contrast to the Baal Hatanya in the Shulchan Aruch Harav:
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The Baal Hatanya is based on the Rema, and he writes that according to this opinion, one could be
obligated to bring a chatat (a sin offering in the Beit Hamikdash, meaning that it is an issur d'Oraita) if
he reheats liquids that have completely cooled off. This implies that if it has not cooled off
completely, then one does not violate bishul d’Oraita. Similarly, the Iglet Tal explains the Rema as
follows:
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Earlier we mentioned two possible reasons why bishul should apply to liquids even after they already
underwent bishut 1) For liquids, the primary benefit of cooking, and therefore the definition of bishul
is being heated. 2) Liquids can be qualitatively changed by reheating. The Iglei Tal explains that the
d’Oraita definition of bishulis the first one. Therefore, if the food still has enough warmth to be eaten,
it has not yet lost the effects of the bishulon a d'Oraita level. Although there should still theoretically
be an issur d’Rabbanan of bishul as long as the liquid is not yad soledet, one can be lenient about the
issur d’Rabbanan and rely on the opinions that there is no bishul after bishul for liquids.

From our examination of the Rema we have seen that he has two significant leniencies in regard to
bishul after bishulfor liquids: the prohibition applies only if the second cooking will benefit the liquid
and only if the liquid has completely cooled off.

These two leniencies have led the Bach and Chazon Ish to conclude that the Rema believes that the
prohibition of bishul after bishul for liquids is only d’Rabbanan. In contrast, the Taz and Iglet Tal
believe, and the Shulchan Aruch Harav implies, that the Rema believes that it is an issur d'Oraita. Let
us now examine the scope of these leniencies:

The liquid must be completely cooled off: The following Maharam Shik discusses bishul after bishul
regarding sugar. Raw sugar undergoes heating during processing. While that is true regarding dry
sugar; what about the sugar once it becomes dissolved and liquefied? The Maharam Shik writes:
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The Tehilla L'David, however, seems to reject this approach:
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The Tehilla L'David argues that the Rama’s leniency only applies if the food has not yet cooled off
from its initial bishul The Chazon Ish writes a similar idea:
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The Chazon Ish explains that once the liquid was cold at any point on Shabbat, it becomes forbidden
for it to be heated again.

The Shemirat Shabbat Kihilchita seems to rule against the Maharam Shik:
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It should be noted that the Tehila Le’'David and the Chazon Ish address the question, but they do not
explain their ruling. It seems that they saw this as a categorical distinction.

What does the Rema consider “completely cooled off"?
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Earlier, we saw earlier the Iglet Tal's explanation of the Rema: the food must still be warm enough to
be eaten. Given that the d'Oraita definition of bishulfor liquids is that the heat benefits the liquid and
makes it edible, there is no concern about violating the d'Oraita status of bishul as long as it is still
warm.

Rav Moshe Feinstein writes:
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We see that even according to the Poskim who understand that the Rema believes that bishul after
bishul for liquids is only forbidden d’Rabbanan, they too accept the same definition as the Iglei Tal.
The Pri Megadim (318:39) and Chazon Ish (37:13) hold similarly.

To summarize:

Many Rishonim write that there is bishul after bishul for liquids if the liquid has cooled down. What is
considered “cooled down”?

The Poskim explain that the Shulchan Aruch considers a liquid to be cooled down if it is no longer yad
soledet. The Rema is lenient as long as the liquid is still warm enough to be eaten (that is, warm
enough to be eaten by someone who wants to eat it warm). The Rema’s opinion is accepted by the
Shemirat Shabbat Kehilchita.

The Chazon Ish, among other Poskim, explains that the Rema fundamentally believes that there is no
bishul after bishul even for liquids, but we are stringent if the liquid has completely cooled off. The
Iglei Tal and Shulchan Aruch Harav explain that the d’Oraita definition of bishul for liquids is the
heating of the liquid. Therefore, if the food still has enough warmth to be eaten, it has not yet lost the
effects of the bishul on a d’Oraita level.

The Tehilla L’David explains that the Rema is lenient only if the food has not yet cooled off from its
initial bishul. The Chazon Ish writes something similar, and their perspective is accepted by the
Shemirat Shabbat Kehilchita.

When is a Food considered too Liquid to be Reheated?
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Shiur #14 — Bishul after bishul

The above Rosh is the source for the distinction between dry foods and liquids that we have been
discussing. When the Rosh writes that the stringency applies to foods that contain liquid, is that true
for any amount of liquid? The Tur similarly writes:

NOY 990 NAY MITN BN NN NV
7912 Y'Y HOPWAN HIYa NN Iwa v

And also Rabbeinu Yerucham:

) 9 VO 97 PIN 32 39N NINY DIN MTHIN - BNIT? 13229
21902 DIVN 12 WYY NN PHRLNMI 2VIT I Y IDIN DI HYIAN IDPAN POXIV 12T DD

In sif4 the Shulchan Aruch cites the Tur, and in sif8 he cites Rabbeinu Yerucham.

We explained earlier that one explanation for the reason there is bishul after bishul for liquids is the
fact that, for liquids, the definition of bishul is heating. If so, one could argue that there would be a
problem of bishul if there is any amount of liquid or sauce in the pot. This is the position of some
Poskim:

N? O30 NIV 11990 DN NN 290 TIW IV
211 9NN DIV 12 PR YYD 2017 12 PRY WD DOVAN

49 11390 (D290 NIN) N PUN 99)0 0NN HIY

NON 1727 PN KD IND TYT .NION )0 OXT,00IP D9 NPNIZNY DIV I PRI MDD ¥ XN (OR) 975y TN v
DIV PO 191 ,DOPONN DXPDIdN 2 DIPN YO ,PIN R 07aNIT 1) DY N ,NY 7272 YaN WD 1272
RPN N DWW PROXTIA Y

We see from the above two Poskim that they believe that there is an issue of bishul if the food
contains even the smallest amount of (cooled down) liquid.

The Minchat Kohen claims that such a position is unreasonable:
793WN ININND Y PID %YW IPY (NAWN NINIWYN) YITY 990 1ND NNIN

IMIYY IN NNTHN T INNDNY NN NT DI DXV 1IN DI HYIAMY 9272 PN IN YW VYN ¥ IDIRY D INRIN
U2 9275 PIT) NY DD OV, 000 XX DI DN PRY WA TO PR OINY,PHNA

The Mishna Berura’s approach is somewhere in between:

NP P79 NV DD N9 NIVN
927 121NV NI TVIAN 23 TW) PITYY NI, NNDDY D10 XPTOWIN DNND NN POYY 1DIWN NIND POV DN
Y1159 W) NIN OYIN

According to the Mishna Berura, if one has removed the excess fat, it is permitted to reheat the food,
even though the food contains fats or other liquids. Such a food is considered “dry” for the purposes
of bishul after bishul

The Beit Yosef cites the above Rabbeinu Yerucham differently from how it is cited in the Shulchan
Aruch:

(3 9°¥9) 239 1229 DN NIIN 99 N*a
JPINNWI NN NXIN 1D NN PRV AV IV DT, 12T DY (N’ID VD 27%) H’NA DN 12T AN D
00 HYIAN NN PRV NP 1) DY

The Minchat Kohen learns from here:

793N ININND 2IY P99 2V WY (NAWN NINPWN) YITY 990 109 NNn
3737 Y202 QDY NN ANOY XTI .21 DY THYW KD — 2017 N8P 12 YWV G, ¥ 92T NI 1INV DOV NN
DY 1PINNYI N NI D 19 PHRLINI 20T 1Y DT, 11T DYWL /) PHNA DN 1°27 2N D) INYD NN
NIN VWNN OXY YHWN 7201 1Y DI7Y ANDIY 7N YD IND TY ,710) DWIAN NN 1D NN PHRLNNI NI 1)
q0Y N2N 2N 19 7201 12 YWY I2T D7 RON 1D AN RY DM 1M2IW NI .Y 127D NI DY YD DY , 20N
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Shiur #14 — Bishul after bishul
95V ,92N0N 12) INYTY PN 1D NPNY NT AN GO NPANY IR DIPN 9N ,0MT7 11727 DY NYHOY 1DID2 1NNY
DMWY TAI2T NN 1D XY OXRT,NY 9279 )3T — 2017 1Y I WY )17 W 1Y

The Minchat Kohen rules that we go by the majority: even a dish with significant amounts of liquid is
considered a solid if most of the food is solid, but the Poskim question his position:

N P70 NOY 119D N9 NIIN

APY TN NY 9279 NPT 201 217 DY ,WD 2T NXIN 2INY 10D DN WO

Rav Moshe Feinstein explains:

1Y 1900 1 PIN 0N NN AYN MIIN NIV
1IN RINWD HYAN NN VIVNT INND ,ND VIYND NY 217 P2 PIDN 1210 KD N

The Har Tzvi (Rav Tzvi Pesach Frank) defends the Minchat Kohen's position:

N 1900 Yvan - 0990 Y7V ra8 90 Y
, 1IN DN 129 92T NNYNT LIV NVN NN NN NIXINT NNV 1N IPOYND DV HOVN MINDN INYI D)
207N 9X2WA NWYI 1PN 1IN ,NYIN 12) DY NTHYNIN NONT ,DIWIAN NONDN 1P 19 ON 2011 WY DT

Rav Tzvi Pesach Frank (former Chief Rabbi of Yerushalayim and one of the primary Poskim of the 20~
century) explains that if most of the food is liquid, then we view the act of heating as being done
primarily for the liquid. Similarly, if most of the food is solid, then we view the heating as being done
for the sake of the solid, and it is therefore permitted.

The Iglet Tal writes a similar idea, but he believes that one may be lenient only because we
fundamentally accept the opinion that there is no bishul after bishulfor liquids:

19 P70 NOINN NININ YV IIIN

PRI, PIDNN IIRY 2T 7D N VNN 12)DY,21770 DY KIN DPWANN DNND AN DY INIMND IPOYY DIWN D NN
D729 NYTI ,ND2 1PN DI INN DI PR PTN IPIYN X7NDIN NYION 29D M), 1PODIR INMD 1Py N2
201N VIYIND YIND PR YN 2177 DY NI INIMND IRV 11 19911797 X7V

The Pri Megadim offers a different explanation for why we can follow the majority, even if we believe
that bishul after bishul from liquids is an issur d'Oraita:

2 P79 29 11900 2Nt MNIYN 0N NIIN DT 99

,17N NION NIAYNN NONDN DIPNA DI ,NNNN I MIN N PO GXT 370N ANIY D DTN PRIN NN
IO WY PROVSND INYT PRIV Y PHROVNNY DN 2T D2 MDD N9 PRVINY INNIN NDA POV D)
PIDND PIDNNY XIN 1D NN PHROVNN 20T 12T I INA PIIN AV N 29DY ,PNRVNNY NIN 2WaN IPyT
LUD NIN D YN PRONN YD PIIND INYT PN VI 12 DN D mm

The Prit Megadim'’s explanation brings us back to an earlier discussion: According to Rabbeinu Yona,
there is bishul after bishul for liquids only if the additional cooking, which causes additional
evaporation, will improve the food's flavor. This is opposed to other Rishonim'’s understanding that
the heating itself is considered bishul The Pri Megadim accepts Rabbeinu Yona's approach, and
explains that a person is not interested in additional cooking of a fully cooked food that only has a
small amount of liquid, since the food will become more dried out and less tasty even if the additional
cooking will benefit the actual liquid. However, if most of the food is liquid, then additional cooking
will benefit the entire dish, and reheating will therefore be forbidden.

We saw earlier that Rav Ovadiah Yosef rules that the Shulchan Aruch believes there is bishul after
bishul for liquids only if the additional cooking is beneficial, and he therefore rules here:
T IN 29 1700 0N NN - T PIN 99N Y92 WY

1997, NYINM NTRNN NOMNNN TPMDNONY 1D YT PRVNN NN 2179 DY WD 1217 LYN AV Y DRY D7 119
207 VWA PNNY IO D7D

The Yalkut Yosef summarizes the halacha:
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Shiur #14 — Bishul after bishul

N Y0 () 12¥D) NY 1220 DN NIIN ¥’/YISP 101 VIPD?

VYN Y W NDNN D32 DNNKD IWIR ONX NV 2017 VYN 12 YW DN 1PN YD DOWIANI 2WN) W 1AV DD
1921 A2 YN PRLNNI 51V PR DNITY 1727 NYT D YT PHRLNND AVNI NTRNN V1IN VIV MINY TIY) .20
YPINNY IMN T MPHRLIND XMV Y PRI D Y PROVNN NYYN ,NNMNIN DY MNINN VYNNN AVIINY 9D
XY DY PPNNN DIPN D10 .59 20D PIDNND MK TYRI VI DINND W H2TD INTY ,NIWA NOVNIAN DY
55 NY YPYaAnNa D) HPND DN DIXOYNM .21V NI POY XIAN ,NAYI NHND NHY 201 LYN 12 YWY »Yana
20D POX) KD HOVIANNY AT

Summary

Bishul After Bishulfor Liquids

The Rambam, Rashba, and Ritvah rule that there is no bishul after bishul for both solids and liquids,
but other Rishonim do draw a distinction, and explain that the rule that there is no bishul after bishul
applies only to solids, but not to liquids. Why?

One possibility is that, for liquids, additional cooking may improve the food.

That is how Rabbeinu Yona and Rabbeinu Yerucham rule (see the aforementioned explanations of the
Taz and Chazon Ish, as well as the Bach, who explains that this opinion is only an issur d’Rabbanan).
They therefore write that if the additional cooking will be detrimental to the quality of the food then
there is no bishul after bishul for liquids either. The Rema brings their opinion.

A second possibility is that once cooked liquid cools down, the effect of the cooking disappears (at
least to a great extent); we therefore define bishul for liquids as being the act of heating it up.

This appears to be the opinion of Rashi, the Rosh (and other Baalei Tosafot who are cited in the
Ritvah), the Tur, Bach, Gra, and Mishna Berura. They therefore forbid reheating liquids even if
additional cooking will be detrimental to its quality.

The Shulchan Aruch does not mention Rabbeinu Yona’s opinion in sif 4 (which is the primary sif that
deals with Bishul after Bishul), but he does in sif 8.

The Magen Avraham suggests that in sif 4, the Shulchan Aruch is relying on what he writes in sif 8,
and he does rule like Rabbeinu Yona. Rav Ovadiah also writes similarly. The Mishna Berura,
however, suggests the opposite: that the Shulchan Aruch rules against Rabbeinu Yona, and therefore
does not quote his opinion of sif 4, and, in sif 8, he was merely quoting from Rabbeinu Yerucham, but
does not mean to accept his opinion about detrimental cooking.

What is Considered too “Cooled Down” to be Reheated on Shabbat?

The halacha follows the opinion that there is bishul after bishul for liquids if they have cooled down.
How should we define “cooled down”?

The Poskim explain that the Shulchan Aruch considers a liquid to be cooled down if it is no longer yad
soledet. The Rema is lenient as long as the liquid is still warm enough to be eaten (that is, warm
enough to be eaten by someone who wants to eat it warm). The Rema’s opinion is accepted by the
Shemirat Shabbat Kehilchita.

The Chazon Ish, among other Poskim, explains that the Rema fundamentally believes that there is no
bishull after bishul even for liquids, but we are stringent if the liquid has cooled down completely. The
Iglei Tal and Shulchan Aruch Harav explain that the d’Oraita definition of bishul for liquids is the
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Shiur #14 — Bishul after bishul

heating of the liquid. Therefore, if the food is still warm enough to be eaten, it has not yet lost the
effects of the bishul on a d’Oraita level.

The Tehilla Lidavid explains that the Rema is lenient only if the food has not yet cooled down from its
initial bishul. The Chazon Ish writes something similar, and their perspective is accepted by the
Shemirat Shabbat Kehilchita.

When is a Food considered too Liquid to be Reheated?

The Shulchan Aruch Harav and Chatam Sofer write that any amount of liquid is problematic.
According to the Mishna Berura, and this is the custom for most Ashkenazim, if one removed all
excess liquid, even if significant moisture remains in the food, there is no problem of bishul after
bishul.

The Minchat Kohen and Rav Ovadiah Yosef rule that one may be lenient as long as the majority of the
food is solid — what is the logic of this ruling?

The Har Tzvi explains that the action of bishul relates to the majority, and the Iglei Tal’s explanation is
similar, but only because he believes that bishul after bishul for liquids is only forbidden d’'Rabbanan.
The Pri Megadim explains that if the majority of the food is solid, then reheating will not be beneficial
to the food as a whole.

In this shiur we discussed the rule that there is bishul after bishul for liquids. There are two
explanations for this issue: 1) The primary benefit of cooking liquids is the heat, and one will
therefore violate bishulif he reheats a cooled off liquid. 2) Unlike a solid food, liquids may benefit
from further heating, as reheating and reduction may improve its flavor.

In the next shiur we will examine two issues: The halachic definition of what is considered solid
and what is considered liquid, and whether the prohibition of bishul exists after a (dry) food has
undergone grilling or baking, and vice versa.
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