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It is well known that the gemara, when discussing Sefiras HaOmer, both in
Menachos and Rosh Hashana says 12w 312905 mxmy »» »nmd msn. There is a
mitzvah to count the days as the posuk says (10,35 XIp") DY DWININ N9DN as well as
a mitzvah of (0,30 ©D27) 75-990n nyaw Nyaw. The Rambam in M¥NN 7190 says that
he holds this should be counted as only one mitzvah and in Xop nwy MmN he explains
why it should be different from yYan where we consider the 7> Yv and WX Y¥ two
separate mitzvos. His first reason is through making a diyuk in the )Yw5 of »115 Mxn
MWV MDY MM M- that it is simply stating the two parts of the mxnn avn. Had
it wanted to say two mitzvos, it would have said X >Maw 12915 MNP NPON.
Additionally, he says that were they two separate mitzvos then the mitzvah of
counting weeks would only exist at the culmination of a full week whereas we count
the week every day (after Day 7) which shows it two be a single two-part mitzvah.
The third proof Rambam brings is the fact that we only make one beracha which also
shows it to be one singular mitzvah. This is clear 0772190 NV>w and how he counts it.

However, there is a question in the Rambam between nn¥nn 990 and N 190
in how he describes the mitzvah. In mx»nn 990 he first mentions the 05> and then the
myaw but in the 71 990 he does the opposite. In X7Op MWy NN he states NdOY
DY DXWAINY NYWN 1IN NPXPN but in 25: 1 PO D> PN MIYN he starts off with
NN NNV Yaw 1900 Nnwy Mmxn. Similarly, in the 9n5 before oo 0¥ 1NN MOON
the Rambam also only mentions the weeks as if that is the primary mitzvah- 79057
10V NIIPN DY MY NYAYW XY WX D5, Sometimes, there are seforim that want
to argue that the Rambam was chozer from some of what he said in m¥nn 990 when
he wrote differently in the 7°n 790. However, here (and many other places) we cannot
say this. The reason for this is because this NN appears within a few pages of the
Rambam’s nnTpn. He first brings the 98pn 1 of the MNn and then puts them in
order of the 71 990 and there too we find this discrepancy of counting days versus
counting weeks, respectively.

There is a 0N 127 1n PY2970 PON S>WIHN 2>NI) DTRN 2>M) that argues on the
Rambam. He holds that in fact it should be counted as two separate mitzvos and even
contends that n>an ya32 they made two separate berachos. He adds that the mitzvah
to count the weeks nowadays is not Xn»NT (only wTpn5 95%) so we do not make a
second beracha nn 13, rather we include it in the beracha on the day counting. Rav
Meir Simcha, in 90191 P11, describes the w1 of the oMY 13>39 base on a gemara



in Mwn WRY: In explaining how the ym>wn for the NN 129p and 7PXY can be
brought for seven days, the gemara says because by Rosh Chodesh it says 0> win
so you count days and then make Rosh Chodesh. However, by Shavuos you count
and then make the 20 oy. Because you count seven weeks, therefore theayo oy is
seven days and if one did not bring those korbanos the first day, he may bring them
during the seven-day span. Rav Meir Simcha explains that the two mitzvos according
to onNY a9 are two different concepts. The oy is to count to the day of Shavuos
and on that Shavuos is one day, but in regard to korbanos it has the m>n of seven days
which is why we count seven weeks. This is why the counting of weeks only applies
2N 92 because that part is connected to the korbanos, whereas the day counting is
NPMIINT even nowadays because it is connected to the 210 oy. I would like to point
out that, although the Rambam clearly argues with om9 129 and holds that both
parts are one mitzvah and counting the weeks is also N yava Xn»INT, he could
agree to the basic idea from Rav Meir Simcha that there are two concepts in the
mitzvah. (That the mitzvah of days is for the Vv and the weeks is for the korbanos.)

One more distinction we have between the Rambam in m8nn 990 and the 1
is that when counting the mitzvah, he uses the term 7myn NY8PHN NS by days
but by the weeks he says 7myn nxann/naipnn”. I would like to suggest that
although the Rambam holds it is one singular mitzvah, he does understand that there
are these two NN and 0o in the mitzvah. This will reflect which one of them is
the 9>y. In N¥1nN 790 he puts the mitzvah in the 970 of the o>y with wnn vITP,
mnn N, and the rest of the 020 oM. However, in the 7 he does not put it in
0¥, rather he records it inya0©1m) P70 as part of the korban. So, I understand that
*aYp the V7Y, the M¥N IPoyvis OV VN, unlike by the korban where the 9oy is the
myiav nyaw. I do not know why he decided which one goes in the 7 or the 190
NN, but once he made that decision he alters which part of the mitzvah is the 9p>y-
the 49 days or the 7 days.




