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The fourth hour is everyone’s mealtime — N7 909 mTIvE AT AN

OVERVIEW

Xo9 27 explained that even though we are concerned that oo 27y will be a cloudy
day and people will not be able to ascertain when n°¥°2w 7yw is, nevertheless we
permit them to eat N°¥>27 7YWw31. The reason is because N°y°217 7YY is when everyone
eats, and people do not mistake any other time with this time. Therefore when they
are permitted to eat n°¥°27 Ayw2 there is no danger that it will be confused with a
later time. Based on this assumption Mo0n anticipates a difficulty. If people are
aware when n°¥°217 7yw is, then why did °"9 rule that '72 91X 'R 22 X 'R their
testimony is upheld; seemingly each one would know for certain if the event took
place before n°y>27 nyw (at nwHw nyw) or after n°y>27 Avw (at nowonn nyw). How
can we reconcile these two contradicting testimonies? N1901N resolves this question.

*
mMdoIN responds to the anticipated question:'
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This reasoning (that people are aware of the fourth hour since X711 937 770 117) is
relevant only concerning matters of eating (such as eating y»n on 105 17);
however it is irrelevant concerning testimony.

SUMMARY
The concept of X°77 937 77W0 17 ¥2IXR is relevant only concerning eating but not in
other areas.

THINKING IT OVER
What if one 7V testified it happened 22 and then I ate ('7 7Yw31), and the other
testified it happened 'n2 after I ate ("7 7yw2); will their testimony be upheld?

' See ‘Overview’.
2 When people sit down to eat they are aware whether it is ¥27x 79w or not, for they sense whether now is the usual
mealtime (and they may also be aware if others are eating).
> When they saw the incident they were not paying attention whether it happened before they ate or after they ate.
See X'"aw77 nvon (and n"n 2"M).
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