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I would like to share with the Oilam a chiddush which is really quite basic but
probably correct and has many implications. This chiddush is based on a famous py7 that
R’ Chaim Volozhiner and vy '01n make in »-2: 1 max *p19: When the Mishna talks about
the M7 7wy between Noach and Avraham, it leaves out the title y»axn’, but when it lists
the 10 Nisyonos of Avraham, n»an’ is included. R’ Chaim Volozhiner learns that those
middos that Avraham displayed throughout the Nisyonos, he passed on to us as a function
of an Av and therefore the Mishna is makpid to use the title "»ax'.

My observation, and chiddush, is specifically in Shitas HaRambam of how he uses
titles of the various personalities that he mentions throughout his npinn 1. [We are told to
be p»711 in Rambam like we are in a mwn or X).] I would like to suggest that every time
the Rambam uses a title, whether it’s Avinu, Rabbeinu, HaMelech, HaNavi, HaRasha,
there is a precise reason for it. Conversely, if he does not use a title, there must also be a
reason for it. I’ve discovered through this chiddush many fascinating aspects in the
Rambam that it’s true in spite of the fact that there are many examples that do not have
such obvious reasons and need further explanation.

The way I came about this observation was in learning a Rambam in n9*an ma5n
N: N, where he states that mban were instituted to mirror the n1a9p. In > 7 M>d92 7oN, the
"m has a 'nn whether NY9n was instituted to emulate the max or to represent the NnaIp.
The Rambam here in n%>an m>5n brings only the NV>w of MY 12 ywIn> '3 who holds it to be
oNPN O>PHN 0. The Mwn qud on this halacha comments that even though 92 >ov 1
NN says it is ONPN MaN ™1 (and has a Xxn»"2 to support this), Rambam holds that the
N2 for MY )2 Yy 1 is a better N and the answer for the )s question on 921>01
NN was a pnT. Therefore, NoYn> he chooses the reason of owpn NMavp 5. 1 was
bothered with nywn qo5’s maskana because of a well-known Rambam in ©5n maon
where he talks about the ©»ny of Adam haRishon through the Avos. He writes that each
of the Avos instituted a different n>on. It would then seem that he does indeed hold of
DNPN MIANX TN MYan. Another fair question is why would Rambam bring max 5 mban
DNPN in 09N MIYN? It must be that the Mwn 905 learns that Rambam does not hold
DNPN MAN ™D MYaN in halacha. We can see this from the fact that the Rambam doesn’t
say the Avos were \pnn it, rather he just writes that they davened. As well, he doesn’t write
“ax” by any of them when listing the N>>an that they respectively davened. From the
lack of the wordings “Dwpn” and “wax,” mwn qo learns Rambam as agreeing that they
did daven, but holding that they did not institute it formally.

There are many more examples of Rambam’s title usage by the Avos, especially
in '8 P19 05y MHoN alone. He calls Avraham "van” when describing him as 5w Y1y
2w, which is very appropriate in the context of introducing monotheism to the rest of
history. A few lines later, when he writes 18712 NX 951 DNYAN- "IN’ s noticeably absent
because at that point in time he wasn’t spreading Hashem to the world, and therefore



Rambam is P71 to call him Avraham without »ax. Later in the P79, when Rambam
writes 12N DNIANY IVAWN DR WM (which is a taken from the pyoan o with the word
“»>man>”’) while a line before he writes Avraham without y»ax. This may be because that
prior line is about almost losing the M’y so Avraham is not called »>ax, but there must be
some )awnN in the Rambam for this phenomenon if we see it keep jumping back and forth.

The Rambam only once in the entire 7> calls Yitzchok “»ax.” In n9nan mamadn
2 P19 when Rambam discusses the navn 0ypn, he writes that the N2 cannot move as
that was the ©1p»n where AN pny> was at the Npy. That was where Yitzchok placed in
us the N> of wa) Non, and that is why this is the only time Rambam mentions Yitzchok
with the title yan.

Interestingly, in N5 M35n, Avraham is mentioned many times with the title ywax.
However, in 1:> 03917 maYn, Rambam writes only 192N 91 are commanded in 19n and
he leaves out the title >ax. The next halacha is Rambam’s big chiddush that NP »a are
also ©n1ax vt and therefore NY2 a»n. The 7915 Nwn points out that they cannot have
the same mitzvah of N5 as SN’ 555 (DY, etc.). This is why Rambam left out “y>ax”
here, because that would connote a mitzvah that only YN 555 has when indeed other y 3
oman are included. This is the difference between N> Ma5n and the discussion of N
n 0% MadN.

At the end of 'n P19 ©991 MHoN, Rambam is extolling the virtues of being buried
N YW XIN- PYTEN GO AN 2Py 19 RY. In the NP 97 mM2In5 ) it says even though
Yaakov was a 713 2>78 he was still 9pn to be buried in Y ¥IX lest he not be non to
the m>nn and Yosef was also a 91 >7x but still Papn for the same reason. Why does
Rambam give them different titles in the same sentence especially when we find elsewhere
he uses the title P78 for Yaakov? At the end of 3: » mow mobn, he writes the obligation
of working with total effort- y9>an NN >nTaY >N 551 >3 N PXI8N APy> >INV, There must
be a reason why here Rambam writes »>18 but in ©39n M55 he writes Avinu.

Yaakov is called an several times in the 7. In ): X 09y M550 Rambam writes:
25 P3N THDN AWM THOY NN AP WTIN PNNN PNV THON PNY AWM NI PR WTIN

D919 132 THY 1IN APy YoX 01N, Yitzchok is not called 1>ax when he teaches Yaakov,
but Yaakov teaching the Bonim is called y»an! Perhaps, and I am open to other suggestions,
this 1s because Yaakov also learned from 72yy ow and therefore Rambam left out 1 ax to
denote that Yitzchok wasn’t his exclusive teacher. Or maybe because Yaakov is recognized
as the N7 NN AN, so he is called »ax when he gives over the N7 nn Mo that he received
to the Bonim.

Interestingly, >80 901 that we mentioned from ©>35n M55n, is mentioned two
other places in the . In »: 1 NINN >1D> M25N, Rambam uses P>78N 9O as an example of
w9 NN in that he did not succumb to ¥y19V10 NWN. This makes total sense because he is
referred to as a p>7¥ when referenced as showing mp1N. Nevertheless, in »: 1 m>ny madn,
Rambam writes 79 112> XOW OV 7272 129N N2 DMIAN P2 DTN MY ROY DMNON NN



qQ0Y DY QDY YNNI NNXIPY MINN, leaving out P78 because at that point in time, Yosef isn’t
a P18 yet and therefore Rambam is particular to leave out the title.

These are all ny»xA that every title in the Rambam must have a reason. Now, there
are many questions I have on this as well and I am open to answers for them. I have spoken
to many talmidei chachomim in many different places in the past two months when I came
to this realization, and everyone I’ve talked to so far believes that there must be answers
and we must try to find the reasons for each case why the Rambam used a title and each
case that he doesn’t. I will just leave you with some of the interesting observations that I
had in how Rambam deals with titles-

1) In the whole 7>, not once is Aharon called Aharon Hakohen. We know from

17N TSN MO that yINN 12 NOY NNND, yet he is never identified as Aharon
Hakohen.

2) Eliyahu is mentioned a number of times but never called Eliyahu HaNavi.
Shmuel, on the other hand, is sometimes called Shmuel, sometimes Shmuel
HaNavi, and sometimes Shmuel HaRamasi. It is also interesting in »1©> Ma5n
N:> NN, Rambam writes mMwyd TN 1IN INDY /NY 99NN DY TINYY N2 YD
YEIONY ION NIMND IN 1227 YN MMND TAND MIX. Moshe is called Rabbeinu,
like many times elsewhere, but Eliyahu even when he is performing an nX is
still not called Eliyahu HaNavi. Why is Eliyahu never called HaNavi but
Shmuel is?

3) Numerous times, Moshe is called Rabbeinu but there are certain times where
the Rabbeinu is left out like in w1nn vITP MIYN- RN NWND N72PN D IRIN
nx1N. [ have to double-check, but I think every time Moshe is mentioned
with n7apn, the Rabbeinu is left out but when he is mentioned in relation to
us, being our rebbe, he is called Moshe Rabbeinu. 1v: 8> myaw moon- nywa
NwNY N7apn MNY is another instance of him not being called Rabbeinu, and
it coincides with following Hashem.

There are more cases, such as Dovid and Shlomo sometimes having 91 and
sometimes not, of this phenomenon in NN Mmwn. All of these are questions that I am just
beginning to deal with and I am looking for input from the Oilam to come up with the
MR. In closing, in X:> DY NINND MION: NWY MIXN D1 INY NPT MXNA INTND DX PA1N
NPT MUY 112 NN M TUR WD PIYT 3 INNIY ININ ONIAR YIT PYTIND Y0 NPTV,
because this is a 2> of what YxIv> H53 1s, it’s obvious to us why Rambam calls him
an. [ would be more than welcome if someone has a different explanation to this or
answers some of ours questions regarding this, and I hope to work on this )y more in the
future 'n 7vya. The 195yn PNy YOWYINNK, if this is a diyuk nachon, we should be zoche to
see the NN and it should bring us NPTXRNY NN M.



