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Parshat Emor 5776

MNR NWIA serves as one of the roots of the important halakhic discussion over the
nature of the concept of nnys ymw, literally, “hearing is like answering.” What
allows us to be “R¥¥n” others of their 21N to perform a specific mxn? Clearly, we
rely on this concept in many aspects of our lives, including hearing wy1p and
listening to the nYn. Are there limitations to this innovation? Specifically, can it
work with regard to 9mYn N7°90 or does each of us have to count for ourselves?
In our NWI9 we are commanded in the MxN of IMIYN NPAD in (10:3))

7:N1NR NIYRR NIN2Y YIY N9NRD 0P NR DIR?AT DN NIYD NINHNR DI DN
“And you shall count for yourselves, from the morrow of the rest day from the day
you bring the omer as a wave offering seven weeks; they shall be complete.”

5" (2 7MY N 97 MMIN Noon) note a difference between this n1¥n to count n7’90
amyn and next week’s n1x¥n to count for the nVMWY and Yay years:

YUR DY NNAY Y2V 02 77 101 DHRY YIY DY YIY DY NHAY »IY 77 1190

(M:12) :MY DYIIRY

“And you shall count for yourself seven sabbatical years, seven years seven times.
And the days of these seven sabbatical years shall amount to forty nine years for
you.”
A key difference lies in who the mxn is addressed to. Whilst the mxn of nvav
9myn is in the plural, the mxn to count for the NVYMY and Yay years is in the
singular. In turn, the former is incumbent upon each of us, whilst the latter is the
responsibility of the 17 n»a to count.  This difference led to an interesting npYnn
among the o1NR: Is one allowed to fulfil the mxn of IMYn nav through the
mechanism of N> ymw? According to Rabbi Mordecai Yoffe (1530-1612), known
as the w119, the p1oa’s stipulation that the counting must be “D35” means that:

1V ,1AR IR I1DIAR 1972N NTADA RXY TNR PRI INXYH 1907 HRIVIN TNR 93 HY mxn”
(VAN 1770 DN NIR WIY) ZTNRY TNR 939 17790 RNINW 039 DNI90) MYHwn

“It is a mitzvah for each Jew to count for himself; and one does not fulfil their
obligation through hearing someone else count, even if one answers Amen. For the
meaning of “count for yourselves” is that each person needs to count.” In
contrast, Rabbi Chizkiyah Di Silva (1656-1695), author of the wn 9, counters that
the stipulation to “count for yourselves” is simply to show that the mxn is
incumbent upon the members of the community, for without this guidance one

might have thought that the obligation to count would fall on the 17 n03, like hVNY

and Yay. Therefore, concludes the wn Ma:
YINVNN 1172 DR AR 17172NN MYNWY? R 1NXYY INR Y MODW ...71xn nHnnab...”
17°0 0PN NNR WIN 19) “NNPI PRIWT RY? 19720 N717901 NRXY ymwn 11721 1RINY
(van

“Ideally, it is a mitzvah for each person to count for himself and not to rely on
hearing the count from one’s friend. However, if a person intended to count on
behalf of others and the person listening intended to fulfil his mitzvah through
hearing his friend count then he has fulfilled the mitzvah through shomeiah
k’oneh.”

To fully understand this np19nn, we need to appreciate the different approaches to
how the concept of N> YMW operates. According to Rabbi Yosef Dov Soloveitchik
(1820-1892) in his (22312 M15722 NMNIYI YMW 1) 19N N3, the mechanism works by
the listener literally “acquiring” the words for himself. It is thus as if the listener
actually said the words himself. However, Rabbi Avraham Yeshaya Karelitz (1878-
1953), wrote in his (R 40 vV”3 120 ,07N NNR) YR N that the concept of ymw
nMYys is the bringing together of the listener and speaker. Rather than “acquiring”
the words, listening allows one to “connect” to the words and so fulfill one’s mxn.
This conceptual difference frames the two contrasting approaches to our specific
issue of MY N7290 and other areas of Na%n involving the concept of N1 yMw. It
would seem that where a mxn requires a specific stipulation on the part of the
speaker, such as “count for yourselves” in 9y nav then, according to the noa
"Yn, the concept of N1y Yymw cannot work as the listener hasn’t physically
satisfied this condition. However, for the W& 13N, such a condition would be no
limitation upon NNY2 yMW as the listener “connects” to the speech and so “unifies”
with the speaker in order to fulfil the mxn.  The outcome of this debate has
tremendous ramifications in many areas of n3%n that would seem to rely on ymw
nNYd. For example, with regard to the recent mxn of oMxn NRXY N"NOD, the nmn
700 allows one to fulfil this nixn through listening to others reading from the nTan.
However, the stipulation of "732% n73m” would mean that for those following the
approach of the »%n n»1 each person should read along for himself as the speech
must be audible for others to hear, which would not physically occur by simply
listening. Theman nnan’s approach follows the understanding of the WX N as
the listener connects to the reader through his speech and so fulfils the mitzvah
through N1y ymw.
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