SAMUEL AND MOSES IBN TIBBON ON MAIMONIDES’
THEORY OF PROVIDENCE

Z. DIESENDRUCK, Hebrew Union College, Cincinnati

F the two manuscripts which I am publishing here (Oxford,
Poc. 280B;* Neubauer 2218 t, u) the first is a letter by Samuel
ibn Tibbon, the translator of the Moreh Nebukim, to Maimonides
containing a question with regard to Maimonides’ theory concern-
ing providence as presented in the Morek; the second is a note by
Samuel’s son, Moses, treating the question raised by his father.
A part of Samuel’s letter, or rather the letter accompanying
the treatise in our MS, has been published in all editions of
Maimonides’ correspondence.? In the beginning of this published
part, Samuel, referring to a recent letter by Maimonides expresses
his joy over Maimonides’ recovery from a long illness. He also
mentions the several previous letters® which contained questions
on details of the Moreh Nebukim and expresses an eager desire for
a reply. Here he wishes to add the one question which is the
subject of our MS. Along with this he sends a copy of the Morek,
in which he had made several corrections based in part on a com-
parison with another copy, and begs Maimonides to have these
corrections examined and if necessary rectified on the margin of
the copy and to send the copy back. This accompanying letter
concludes with greetings and the writer’s signature; our MS has
no signature.
The date of the letter is given in our MS m=wwb y>pn '8 "1 78
which has been corrected by Steinschneider to 7"vpn '8 =1510 Sel.
=March 1199. Concerning the letter by Maimonides referred to

* A copy of this MS is found among Steinschneider’s papers in the Library
of the Jewish Theological Seminary in New York. I am indebted to my friend,
Prof. A. Marx for calling my attention to it.

2 Ed. Ven., p. 19b; Amsterd., p. 12a; Kobeg ed. Lichtenberg, II, p. 26.

3 There must have been at least two letters preceding our letter since
Samuel refers here to a plural—0'MW07pn *2and. Geiger, Moses ben Maimon,

p. 67 is not correct in speaking only of one “first” letter with the questions,
which we do not possess, and in calling our letter the ‘“‘second.”

4 Cat. Bodl., p. 1900; cf. Hebr. Uebers., p. 415.
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at the beginning of ibn Tibbon's letter we read in ed. Amst.s
'yi1 *xn3 o7 which Steinschneider® also corrects to 1o °xma.
These two corrections, however, prove to be incompatible with
one another if we examine the latter sentence in connection with
the rest of the ibn Tibbon correspondence, which, in turn, is
inseparable from the correspondence of Maimonides with the
scholars of Southern France,” the contents as well as sequence and
dating of which are of importance in many respects.

To which letter of Maimonides’ may Tibbon's statement: Y
"Y1 UXAa 2057 p° Yom 25y p11ans 11ay 1o refer? Steinschneider
does not suggest anything definite.® To assume?® some not extant
‘“preliminary answer’’ by Maimonides to ibn Tibbon, telling about
his recovery and promising a detailed reply to Tibbon’s questions
seems to me impossible. The lack of any word of thanks in
Tibbon's letter for the promise of a discussion of his questions,
the expression of Tibbon's solicitude about receiving clear answers
‘““to all I have asked of His Exalted Wisdom in my previous letters
relating to the three parts of the important book Moreh Nebu-
kim” would not be intelligible if ibn Tibbon had been in
possession of a letter from Maimonides acknowledging the receipt
of those questions and as much as promising an answer to them.
The receipt of all the letters™ is acknowledged by Maimonides in

5 In other editions—Constantinople, Venice, Kobez—corrupted to *n *xna.

6 Cat. Bodl., p. 2490; the correction is supported by the reading Cod.
Paris 272 (“in excerpto B. Goldb.”), not by our MS. Cf. also Hebr. Uebers.,
p. 416, n. (5) 340.

7 A comprehensive presentation of this correspondence is given by A. Marx
“The Correspondence between the Rabbis of Southern France and Maimon-
ides, etc.,”" HUCA, 111, p. 325ff. Cf. also his “Texts by and about Maimon-
ides,” JQR, NS XXV, p. 371ff. His suggestions based on this correspondence as
to the date of completion of the Morek Nebukim, (‘“‘Correspondence,” p. 331,
n. 33, and again ‘“Texts, etc.,” p. 385) I hope to discuss in a separate article.

8 Hebr. Uebers., loc. cit., he speaks of ‘“‘das Schreiben des Mamonides”
without saying which one he has in mind.

9 So Marx, ‘“The Correspondence, etc.,” p. 334; following him, apparently,
Zeitlin, Maimonides, p. 164. (Kobez 11, 26, which is quoted in n.18, contains
only Tibbon's letter.)

© Ed. Amst. 12a, Kob. II, 264 'nbxp o %5 5y ... vmawn npbob bmo
'3) @MIBTPA *AN33 1IN MadY.

u Ed. Amst. 12b (Kob. 11, 27%): 'o1 awnn o5an rans 5o ... 5xapnn.
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his extant letter of Tishri 1511 Sel.?—seven months after Tibbon's
letter. And the subsequent lengthy introduction by Maimonides
to the effect that he had heard much of his correspondent’s
famous father Judah, that he did not know of Judah’s having a
son, and that he is most pleasantly surprised to see from Samuel’s
letters with his problems on the Morek that Judah had left such
a wise son—all of this would be absolutely inexplicable if Mai-
monides had, about a year and a half before—because this must
have been the period—addressed a letter to the same Samuel
ibn Tibbon. There can be no doubt, I think, that Maimonides’
printed letter is a first letter to a young man and the first acknowl-
edgment of the receipt of his questions.

The letter of Maimonides to which Tibbon refers is un-
doubtedly the well known letter to Jonathan of Lunels—ac-
companying the responsa on the difficulties in the Mi¥nek Torah—
in which Maimonides, in apologizing for his long delayed reply,
actually describes his protracted illness and his partial recovery.
The date of this letter is 1510 Sel. =1198-1199* and it comports
very well with this that Tibbon refers in Adar II to a letter written
early the same year. Tibbon’s expression *2 masb b amon
'5) Tp*h 13nD 1Ay =5 yun (which would have been somewhat
awkward for the acknowledgment of a letter directly addressed
to him) means simply that the letter sent to Jonathan came to
his hand, or that he had happened to see it. This was natural
since Maimonides, although sending his letters to an individual,
was actually addressing himself to the entire group of Lunel*s
of which Tibbon was a prominent member.*

1z Ed, Amst. 14b, Kob. II, 29%

13 Kob. 1, 12; TeSubot ha-Rambam, ed. Freimann, p. LVIIL.

14 MS. Paris 416, 5; see Freimann, Te¥ubot, p. XLIV.

15 Regarding the expression f12'»* which Maimonides uses frequently in his
answer comp. Marx, ‘‘Correspondence,” p. 334, n, 50. It also occurs repeatedly
in the unpublished part of the Maimonides letter to ibn Tibbon contained in
our MS Oxford 2218, s; o, e. g., p. 75a Ry Mp'A Aa*w'm; p. 76a ma'w'n nonw.
This appears still more clearly in the letter to the group in Wertheimer’s
obevr m I, p. 35.

1 In his letter to the Lunel group, Wertheimer, op. ¢it., p. 36, Maimonides
speaks of Samuel ibn Tibbon as of a promising young man—3R nowd oM 13
'21 2pr Tebnn M by »wr. This, too, adds to the probability that Maimon-
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Now if this letter to Jonathan of 1510 Sel. is the one to which
Tibbon refers, the corrections of the date in Tibbon's letter to
1510 Sel. contradicts the correction 1D *¥ma for the letter to
Jonathan, because, if both letters were written in the same year
(1510 Sel. =1199), the one of Adar II (March) can naturally not
refer to the one written in Sivan (June). And since the date 1510
Sel. for Tibbon’s letter must stand, because it was a leap-year
and has to precede Maimonides’ letter to Tibbon of Tishri 1511,
110 *¥ma must be abandoned; such a quoting of the exact date to a
venerated man and concerning a long expected letter would in all
events be awkward.

But the original version gives very good sense, if seen in con-
nection with the letter to Jonathan. There Maimonides com-
plains about his old age, his weariness in body and mind,” etc.,
and uses also the expression "2 "nn¥) o' MR3 WM to this
o' nnNa the phrase orf1 *¥na 2non is a tomplimentary and
fitting rejoinder on the part of Tibbon.

In his letter Samuel quotes several passages from the Morek,
and a comparison between the phrasing here and in the printed
editions shows that at the time of our letter he was far from
having reached the final wording of his translation, if we are at
all to assume that he had actually started to write on it.** Some

ides had not written a preliminary note explaining his delay in answering the
young Samuel ibn Tibbon before writing to the group or their respected head,
Jonathan, to whom Maimonides owed an answer for years. Furthermore, such
a preliminary note about his sickness to one of the group, namely Samuel,
would make quite redundant the lengthy explanation about the same matter
in his letter to Jonathan, Kobez I, 12f. (without referring at all to a previous
note.)

17 Kobeg I, p. 125: 'mm pp *a% Sws na ’bx manan 03 wa ova e
9V Y M 130 uwh xp

18 Kobez 1, p. 123,

19 There are no grounds in either Tibbon’s or Maimonides’ letters for the
assumption of Zeitlin, Maimonides, p. 165, that Tibbon forwarded any part
of the actual translation to Maimonides, or (p. 167) that M. “told him that he
was very much pleased with the translations.” Comp. Reggio 7"¢* mmn I,
p. 119: nr 1an33 wnpnya 1y k85 bt oapan (referring to M.'s letter to
Tibbon). The copy which Tibbon sends for revision is of course in the original
Arabic. The expression *npnyn ond 7w in Tibbon’s letter means, in the context
here, “from which I copied.”
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of the differing expressions are of a terminological nature and
none of the changes is to be found among the suggestions made by
Maimonides in his letter to ibn Tibbon, either in the printed or in
the yet unpublished part. For providence (f'siy) the MS has
throughout i1*ow instead of mmwn, as in the final printed version.?®
Some examples from the quotations follow: MN III, 51 ny'wp in
the MS instead of fnow in the editions for {i%p3(Munk I11 1"3p byr);
poon M instead of poon Mo for Twbs bmk (Munk 1"3p by);
mmann instead of mipn for MY (Munk n"sp as); MN 111, 18
yw* 2an instead of w¥nan; MN 111, 23 nxbn instead of 1p» for an¥»
(Munk ITIN a5) ; 07 18 Tmw» instead of 211y W maw» for S w any
(Munk 83 by); MN 111, 17 yon instead of nx for 1w (Munk
'Y ag); 001 instead of pa for bxnn (Munk % aj); Yow bya e
instead of Yw by3 aww for Spy 81 wx (Munk 1'% a); MN 111, 12
Yy instead of mwyn '7:1p' for anNn’ (Munk 1" ais); W MyRn
instead of < *wwn for mmbs pmw> (Munk 4bid.) ; 9w instead
of mipR for MR (ibid.) ; 0357 "1 7an® instead of @25 v 13 Yaph
for 1*42‘73 73 yoidx (Munk B™ ay); vm instead of 2pw for apv»
(Munk 1" ay).

For a complete comparison of the two versions I shall give in
the notes to the text the full version of Tibbon in the editions and
also some of Al-Harizi’s translation, where either one or the other
of the Tibbon versions agrees with Harizi’s rendering. On the
whole the comparison between the earlier version in our MS and
the final version shows a definite tendency toward a closer
literalism in the translation.

The quotations in the fragment by Moses ibn Tibbon are of
course all in the final version that appears in our editions.

No answer by Maimonides to the question in our MS is known,
and it is most likely that there never was one.”* Yet the commen-

3 Comp. in Tibbon’s m=r mbsrp vy s, s.v. imwn, the reasons for the use of
the term mwn for yY8ab awn now.

2 Marx, “Correspondence,” p. 335, n. 54 calls attention to the fact that
neither Moses ibn Tibbon nor Narboni makes any reference to an answer by
Maimonides. Yet I cannot see sufficient reason for the definite statement by
Marx that when Maimonides wrote his reply, Sept. 30, 1190, this letter of ibn
Tibbon’s had not reached him. If, according to our assumption, ibn Tibbon in
Adar II 1510 Sel. refers to the letter written (to Jonathan) at the earliest in
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tators knew the problem raised here and discussed it. Falaquera
devotes the second chapter of the appendix to his Moreh ha-
Moreh® to a lengthy refutation of Samuel ibn Tibbon. Narboni
again® takes issue with the reply by Moses ibn Tibbon without,
however, deciding definitely in favor of Samuel ibn Tibbon.

I shall give a brief account of the essential points in this
controversy.

Samuel ibn Tibbon finds an irreconcilable discrepancy be-
tween the statements concerning providence as given in Moreh
111, 51, which Maimonides claims will dissolve the doubts even
of the philosophers, and Maimonides’ main doctrine of providence
as presented in the chapters III, 17ff. Here, in chapter 51, the
full attachment of the wise and pious to the cosmic intellect
emanating from God saves them from all earthly evils and acci-
dents, even such as floods, pestilence, etc. In these periods of
attachment they are in a perfect union with the Divine and no
evil can affect them; only in times of intermission, when the con-
tinuity of this intellectual union is broken, are they exposed to
human vicissitudes. This extreme view on the providential pro-
tection of the wise, Samuel finds contradictory to the previous
theory, in which he singles out for emphasis two characteristic
features. First—according to the chapters on Job, especially III,
23—the intellectual perfection of man is of chief importance for
his own attitude towards his fortune. The change which occurred
in Job was merely in this attitude; in the beginning he was pious
but not wise and therefore attributed too much value to earthly
possessions such as wealth, health, children, etc.; only after the
divine message did he learn to be independent of his misfortune.
Yet his earthly conditions as such were not altered by his acqui-
sition of wisdom. In this point the philosophers can fully sub-
scribe to the views under consideration.

Tishri 1510 Sel., i. e. after six months at the most, there is rather a likelihood
that in Tishri 1511 Sel., when Maimonides wrote his letter to ibn Tibbon, i. e.
after seven months from Adar I1, he was in possession of Tibbon’s letter.

22 Moreh ha-Moreh, Pressburg, 1837, p. 145f.

33 Commentary ed. Goldenthal, p. 70 a f. He introduces his refutation of
Moses: 't 3971 937 120 *3 popb M M3 poOY DM 1WI 13T YRIDY '7 13 DI
555 397 937 pan &S Avs ' . . . mobwa pan kY ox.
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Also in the second characteristic feature Samuel sees a possi-
bility of reconciling the view of Maimonides with the common
philosophical doctrine. Maimonides, III, 17, distinguishes, con-
trary to Aristotle, between the contingency of the sinking of the
ship and the providential act of God’s will concerning the men on
the ship. But, argues Samuel, in a broader sense also the sinking
of the ship may be attributed to God’s will, although only in the
sense of a universal law of nature and not as an individual provi-
dential act. Likewise Maimonides is quoted as accepting this
view. And as to the men in the ship, here too, the intellectual per-
fection only helps to caution the man and tends to keep him away
from danger—again a view which is fully acceptable to the philoso-
phers. So, then, here as well as above, in the Job interpretation,
Maimonides’ doctrine is in perfect agreement with that of the
philosophers.

But the view as stated in III, 51 is entirely different. How is
that saving from earthly mishaps through intellectual perfection
to be understood? The only possible way to stop floods, pesti-
lence, etc., from harming the wise, would be through a miracle.
But if the miracle is to be explained, according to Maimonides,
as a kind of stipulation made with the forces of nature at the
time of their creation, then there would have to be an endless
number of such stipulations, namely for each wise and pious
individual in the case of each individual natural accident, and the
result would be the destruction of all natural order.

Moreover such a theory would neither satisfy the philosopher,
which is obvious, nor even the religious man, because the latter
believes naively in the divine protection accorded to the pious,
without any specific requirements concerning their intellectual
perfection.

In addition, a theory such as that in III, 51, contradicts also
Maimonides’ ideas about the nature of evil as developed in III,
12. Of the three groups of evils enumerated there only the third,
caused by man’s own actions, may be eliminated by wisdom. But
how is this possible with the first two and especially with the first
group, namely those evils with which man is afflicted by reason
of his material existence? Here is to be mentioned also the idea
of Satan, who has power over all earthly conditions of man’s
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existence, including earthly life and death—should he, too, be
eliminated and, with him, death for the wise and righteous?

After pointing out a number of other alleged inconsistencies
Samuel concludes, regretting that neither can he find in this
chapter 51 further illumination of the problem of providence, nor
can he see any esoteric import in this doctrine, which, according to
the introduction, might justify apparent contradictions.

Falaquera attacks two points mainly in Samuel’s question.
First the view on miracles. Falaquera maintains that a miracle
does not necessarily mean a change in nature (or a stipulation
with it); there may be individual miraculous acts in saving the
pious from dangers. In addition those floods and wild animals may
stand symbolically for evil men, from whom God saves the pious.
Secondly he thinks that Maimonides did not pretend at all to
present his view about the salvation of the pious as a philosophical
doctrine or in agreement with the philosophical theories about
providence. This is rather a purely religious point of view, a
matter of faith and personal conviction (he quotes a number of
expressions by Maimonides to substantiate this) which is diame-
trically opposed to the Aristotelian view.* The function of the
intellect here is to lead to religious perfection which alone can
secure divine providence for individuals. He also points out a
mistake made by Samuel ibn Tibbon in the understanding and
translating of the Arabic text of Maimonides, by which the re-
ligious view was put in a causal connection with the removal of the
philosophical doubt (“‘since this is true’’), while it is really only a
conditional clause (‘‘if this is true’’).?s

At any rate Maimonides, according to Falaquera, did not
mean to say that the perfect man may be saved from death; nor
can we say that he always is saved from mishap. In this latter

4 Moreh ha-Moreh, p. 147 oo sn ny1 ... 51 p 2210 Ay 13 Piapm
INR Y172 OIDAM W PIIPI R IWOIR NPT KW K1 OY 7w 3. Although on the
next page, 148, he finds in Aristotle himself—ans ymns W fw 29 Py mm
WD IR—a statement similar to Maimonides’ view here.

35 Ibid., p. 127 9533 qoxbr 83 8. 811 *3yA 5 (our edition corrupted:
7% 95 9ox 5% 83 W, a similar corruption later; Munk III, 1"5p by:
N2 oYK 8D 8D) 1D 937A A oR InpRya '3 .
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point Falaquera seems consciously to oppose the view of Mai-
monides.*

Moses ibn Tibbon's attempt at answering the questions of his
father runs essentially like that of Falaquera, although not
without a slight contradiction between the beginning and the
end of the note. In the beginning he insists—and also quotes to
this effect some remarks of Maimonides—that the statements in
MN. 111, 51 do not contain any new theory. They serve only as a
summary to the presentation of the doctrine of providence in the
first half of part III. Already in that section Maimonides teaches
a gradation in regard to providence according to the degree of
intellectual perfection attained through divine influence. And the
specific providence spoken of here, in ch. 51, may be understood
as a sort of divination with which the pious and intellectually
perfect is endowed and which enables him to foresee coming harm-
ful events and to avoid them. A tinge of astrology is added to this
otherwise plausible explanation, when Moses quotes in his support
the view of Abraham ibn Ezra that a man can, through attach-
ment to the divine, escape his destiny which is ruled by the stars.

Towards the end of the note, however, Moses distinguishes
between the theory of Maimonides as stated in the main chapters
on providence and the contents of ch. 51. There, he maintains,
Maimonides had in mind only the purely human intellectual per-
fection, while here the specific prophetic influence is meant,
which endows man with that unique faculty of divination and
makes him eligible for divine miracles. Since there was already
a gradation even among those perfect only in human wisdom,
how much higher then stand the truly pious and the prophets,
among whom, of course, there are also degrees.

Narboni, in attacking the solution of Moses ibn Tibbon, refers
only to the latter’s first explanation, namely that the intellectual
perfection of a man would make him foresee every approaching
danger and avoid it. Against this common-sense solution Narboni
rightly quotes several contradictory passages from ch. 51. Yet

% Jbid., p. 146. After quoting from ch. 51: b napw obipb e wsr
myan vpp wwn, Falaquera adds: ompsan by owdon o b axaam
p5195% &5 o1 vy,
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he disregards entirely that supernatural admixture in Moses’
first explanation and also the emphasis on the prophetic and on
the unique features of the higher degrees of piety which we found
in the latter part of Moses’ note.

Narboni’s own explanation is purely philosophical and by this
it differs from both Falaquera’s and Moses ibn Tibbon’s. The
intellectually perfect, who attains to this degree by full actuali-
zation of his rational faculty, becomes united and even identified
with the cosmic active intellect; his relationship to the active
intellect is similar to the relation of the heavenly bodies to their
respective separate intelligences. By virtue of their elevation
he becomes like the spheres, eternally abiding and so extricated
from the cycle of generation and decay.

In reviewing this discussion on Maimonides’ theory of provi-
dence we can characterize here only in brief compass the main
attitude of the participants, which evidently led them to do
injustice to that theory by unduly overemphasizing one aspect
of it. A detailed analysis of the subject would require, as its
starting point, a full presentation of the theory of Maimonides,
which we cannot find room for here. Samuel ibn Tibbon over-
emphasizes the purely philosophical element in the main theory
of Maimonides, as if, by some stretching of minor points, this
theory would be in perfect agreement with the Aristotelian
doctrine. He seems consciously to overlook the strong anti-
Aristotelian points in the original theory. The gap, therefore,
between the original “philosophical” view and that of the indi-
vidual miracle, as Samuel understands ch. 51, can hardly be
bridged. Not essentially different is the point made by Falaquera
and Moses (in his second formulation of the solution). They too
see in the first presentation of Maimonides a merely philosophical
theory and their solution differs from Samuel’s question only in
this, that what was to Samuel a discrepancy and inconsistency was
to them a conscious and deliberate dualism on the part of Maimon-
ides; so that he has in fact two theories of providence, a religious
one in addition to the original philosophical one. If this were the
case and Maimonides’ religious theory were as naive as it appears
on the surface in ch. 51, his strenuous effort, in ch. 17 and follow-
ing, to present his first theory as that of our Torah in strict
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opposition to the current philosophical view, would not be readily
intelligible.

As really conciliatory attempts, i.e. attempts at saving the
unity of Maimonides’ teaching, we can regard firstly that of
Moses in the beginning of his note, which, however, consists
partly in reducing the entire theory to too much shallow common-
sense (as Narboni points out) and partly in citing some astrologi-
cal traits, which were certainly foreign to Maimonides. And
secondly that of Narboni which seems to come closest to a con-
sistent and uniform interpretation of the theory in both its
presentations. It should be remarked, however, that also Narboni
fails to harmonize his interpretation with the actual wording in
ch. 51, which, by itself, seemed to justify the question raised by
Samuel ibn Tibbon.

Ephodi, who on the whole seems to agree with the inter-
pretation of Narboni, makes that interpretation clearer by
expressly distinguishing between the providence which is of a
purely spiritual nature and the ‘“imaginary bodily evils,” and
particularly the inescapable evil resulting from material exist-
ence, that is—death. The salvation of which ch. 51 speaks,
Ephodi interprets in the purely spiritual sense, excluding those
evils which are of a corporeal nature.

For the sake of completeness I am reprinting from the editions
the accompanying letter of Samuel ibn Tibbon.

In the MS I have corrected some of the evident mistakes of
the copyist. In the notes I am giving some variants according to
the quotations from Samuel’s letter as found in Falaquera and
in the Note of Moses ibn Tibbon.

71 In the passage quoted above, n. 25, Ephodi, Moreh, ed. Wilna,
111, p. 67b, comments: P77 DN WR NVPVIRT MY POD PO APR % ape &R
pw 72531 ... a2 &Y ox Yxrw (v R nmEn M myaw bas .. amen
PA™IAB R ANHA 13 MIMAD KD AWHR DA MY,
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I. SAMUEL IBN TiBBON'S ACCOMPANYING LETTER TO
MAIMONIDES

[Ed. Amst., p. 12f]

T pRawn 270 AYen 8o Svmn ooma onoRT wR PR O
DI DAIONT PR 13T W 2w pYTA Ta%m en noNT oo jbown
NN D91 N wnR obe 5 emn 123 130 prawn 1 13 nan Kon
ankb 9annnb foo3 YAy YN pEn M Aevden nnon ;be meoni
9 5om 5y pm vans vay b yan o vmash yav amon rrebnn
DTART YA 0I5 MR YIS WD) RS BRI PR OXN3 N5
MDD MY T WSS PP NI TR TOINA POTE W DRI DPE3 R¥HI
WY KD IO 0DY 00 wan and Sx moxn Y nxed o b ne;
o mbwa P vmosy pomnb obx by on nben

55 by mmawa vmaox mmnan vmawn wipbsb S e ayer M
D T2 WKL PN Nwbwa ovIp *ans3 NBon A NYNY WK
®n AR noNe P amas by s o 19 mbre ov KTR ooa
DMNRT DPIST IO TN P D MY CMxya MKy nIwna wro 'aba
noan 73 o MR a0 Sweb pow amansa oxan wben pbnn o
258 ™ opn Y A ApTX) meripn mbken AN oY A

Tox oo oyen o9byn uns w8 Exen PO neb Nk Mow N 1M
o1 b nxpb mixb ymaon wpan unr M2 Sy onbes npnyn o
WITR DM .myp oma W) 85w ompa Yrw Ty oo oys Sy pripTa
5w i Tobna Y% onbwb e mxn onmn 2w 15 noknw MR ona
onbeb STner Tona w05 iy moabr Sy X jon ommar 'an
Sanwnb Ton 15m 19 o 5 cren ovb oobim o wns T 5y b
o1 e mn wo 1Y 82 ox STnew 19w 5o ow nwyS nnbe wx o3
amn

0> 1A rY3 2™ DAY D M o MR mERb cnym 8D
D W RAT WRD Ny Y me 85 oper &5 235 on arbmn by
YT R 0N 1PEN LMBOD PMNY 1270 (9D NN WEYa mpab Yoy
m3m 19 e 85w b v b3 oan mopn 1S poses v oon

M RADWS DNMA NXP2 MM N¥p wbwn pora unTk AR WM
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