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JIhe Hıdden and eveale! in the Sıgn of the Serpent (Kxodus 4:2-5;-

Pniına Galpaz-Feller Jerusalem

When Moses eNCOUNTLerSsS the burning bush, God cShows hım ree S1gNS In order CONvınce
hım aCCeDL uUDON hımself the MISSION of takıng the ren of Israe] Out of £ZYyp! Ihe SIıgn  F}
IS actT Dy God hıs em1ssary and f 1S gıven proo: of words and theır divine
nature The sıgn 1S one both (Or hıs em1ssary’s) inıtlatıve and in
indıvıdual’s request (Judges 647 SI ings FE 20, Isaıah 37 :3() and others) in the first
sıgn demonstrate: Moses, h1Is rod Uur'! nto nahas wnNn3 serpent) Exodus 4:2-5) hıs

sıgn OCCUTS agaın, but the second time the author sed dıfferent Hebrew term, tannın
crocodıle), desceribe hat the rod W ds>s turned into Exodus 1=13)

In the e the word tannın, crocodiıle 15 sımılar in meanıng serpent and 1N59
viper)“. oth dIC mentioned ın Varıous In the Bıble and ave een lIınked
mythological tradıtions hat WEIC blurred by the 1C2 edıtor and underwent theological
adjustments. In Order weaken the mythologıcal strengt attrıbuted hem Dy ancıent
KEastern cultnres, the SITESSES exclusıve ontrol VEr the serpent and crocodıle
The dea hat God rules VT his creati1ons 1S expressed ın Varlous WaYy>S in dıfferent Bıblıcal

When the sıgn 1$ shown Moses., the ([WO facets of thıs CONcept AdIC presented: the
Victory VEI the serpent and the Victory VeTrT the crocodıle. Ihe question 18 why dıd the
1Ca author eem ıf do and Why dıd he specıficalily uUsec the sıgn of the
serpent egın the ser1es of miıracles hat 0o0k place ın the and of Egypt? HNluminatiıng the
hıdden layer In the description of hıs sıgn and hıghlıghting the gyptıan elements of the

hand should AaNlSWEeEeT hıs question.
wıde of gyptian provides SOTIIC nsıght the Egyptlans’ attıtudes the

serpent and crocodıle. Theır fear f ese anımals 1S clearly reflecte: ın medical such
the rooklyn Papyrus and the Ebers Papyrus, 1C discuss serpent 1tes and hOow Trea|
them“. he fear f encountering serpent crocodıle led ese anımals being described
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havıng ostıle, supernatural DOWEIS hat rıng bad luck Ihe LEgyptians elıeved hat by
worshıipıing ese threatening forces they could ADPDCASC the gods nd make the destructive
forces hem 1Into TOorces of protecthon and agents f uslice Consequently, the Egyptians
WOCIC disgusted DYy the serpent and crocodile but the SAaine ([1me they Iso dmiıred hem
both the world of the lıyıng and the WOT. of the dead hus l Cal be concluded hat the
Bıblıcal Xi uUsSc of serpent and crocodıle eflects mythologıcal tradıtıons hat WeTIEC Iso part
of the ent Egyptians worldview for undreds of
Ihe fear f eNCOUNLENNE£Z enake features prominently d! gyptan datıng from the
per10d of Sesostrıs (n wsrt) from the 2th dynasty 8908 BCE) Thıs describes
the lıfe of saılor whose Sh1p wrecked and who hen ESCaADCS eserte: ısland uddenly
the earth there remble: and serpent of frıghtening proportions aAapPpCAars. W as snake

° Thehat /dSs and he Wa cubiıts (long) and his ear Was han [W: cubıts
snake 1Irs appeare ıth hıs Satanıc and threatened kıll the saılor SR the
evelops the snake DOWECIS WEEIC revealed and the saılor merıted protectlion

and valuable gifts Ihe serpent Iso depicte: sımılar ashıon the Instruction
of Amenemope (ımn--FTI-Lpt) “(Give yOUTr goodness  SA  A before people Then yOUu dIiC greeted DY all
welcomes the Uraeus ONC, SpIts Apop1s (L3pp)  />>In er words, the serpent, Uraeus granits
protection, whereas the serpent, ApopI1s, symbolızes hostilıty and danger. TIhe gyptıan
specıficaliy refer dıfferent of serpentSs:! SOTIIC had attrıbutes and SOMIC had
posıtıve attrıbutes Some examples ATC the serpen(tSs, Hefau (hf3w) and ApopIs, 1C
represented negatıve forces and the serpen(tSs, Khty Aty) and en (mhn) *, IC WEIC

perceived eing g0o0od and protective ens gyptıan culture had specıal place tfor the
cobra | Uraeus who described standıng h1is aıl and ready bıte instantly Uraeus
became the symbol of the royal and 1fSs WEeEaALrIeT Was percei1ved ds ONEC ıth protecth ve
PDOWEIS and deterrent abılıties Egyptian 1 SITESS the of the gyptan Kkıng
defeat hIis CHNECIMNNCS when he dorned ıth the of Uraeus The Uraeus Was Iso
elileve: provıde 1fs WEaLreTr ıth magıcal POWETIS and the abılıty perform SOTCET y Wıth
the PassSagc of tıme, 1 Was iıdentified ıth the goddess Maat m. who represented the
COSMIC order
Holdıing serpents THECN of strength and for protection agaınsti harmful forces
hat ADDCATs frequently amulets known the Cippus telae ese stelae eature the god
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Horus, na  6i curly-haired DOY, surrounded DYy the cobra serpent, Uraeus. Or Horus
estands ıth both feet the back of crocodıle ıth hıs MNg foot turned slıghtly inward and
anımals clasped ın hIs ands, usually serpents. OVve Horus’ head, IMOST of the stelae depict
the protector g0d, Bas Engrave: the aCcCKsıde of the stelae AIC magıcal Sserpen(ts. Protective
DOWCIS agalinst. DO1SONOUS serpen(ts, SCOrpI10ONS and er anımals WEeTC attrıbuted ese
stelae. The stelae WEeTC ntended for wearıng, indıcated DV the 100D the end of hem.,
ell for placıng In emples be SCCI] Dy ose comıng ere in search of Such stelae
WeEeTC ISO OUnN:! In STaVCS, where they had een placed In order DrOtLEeCL the deceased from
anımals waılting ambush hem In the world of the dead!®
ere dIC Iso er SOUTCCS for images of f{1gures claspıng serpents:! SOTINEC archeological
excavatıons uncovered scarabs featurıng f1gures claspıng serpent-shaped rods !> all
illustratiıon In the Edfu Temple ShOWS kıng guldıng flock of anımals ıth serpent-shaped
rod In hıs hand Excavatıons Thebes uncovered wooden f1gure from the eventh
BCLE wearıng demonıiıc mask In the image of l10n holdıng serpent-lıke rods ın its hand
hıs figure W dsSs OUnN! Car DOX contamıng magıc 0OOIS and exXti DAaDyIUus containiıng
spells"‘. stela irom Kıng Tantamanı, from the 25th dynasty, (C 664-656 BEE) engraved in
the abe]l Barkal Temple depicts dream In S the Kıng serpent In ach hand:;
when the kıng awoke, he as hat the meanıng of HIS dream Was He ear prophecy hat
pper ZYDP' and LOwer ZYPp' WOU be gıven hım, the prophecy Cal irue and ın the last
part of the stela, the kıng declares hat the prophecy old hım indeed Camnle true The kıng,
WwhoO AdIine from the Kushıte dynasty, W ds crowned Napata and afterwards conquered ZYyp'
The stela COMMEMOTALES hıs and the claspıng of Sserpents emphasızes hıs SUCCESS

()ne of the symbols of oyalty hat always ADPDCAIS in Egyptian Iconography 1s the rod. Ihe
rod ADPCAIS In the ancıent kıngdom In shepherding SCCNCS, and IS sed DY the shepherd
gulde hI1s flock nI1s image 15 ater transplanted into roya. SCCNECS where the Kıng 1S SCCIN

holdıing slıghtly horter version of shepherd’s rod in HIS hand In hıs Casc, the King 1S
perce1ved the shepher f hıs people For example, the Instruction of Merikare (mri-k3-r‘)

+ 16
5>dyS “Well tended 1S mankınd O! cattle, and the Berlıin 3029 Papyrus states in the
wrıtings of SesostrIis a 11l settle fırm decrees for ara|  y He egal do hat hould
be one for hım, accomplısh hat he commands do He appomnted shepher of hıs
land, Knowıng hım who WOU herd it for him  „l7. Starting ıth the Sth dynasty (1550/1539-
295 BCE),; hıgh offıcıals ADDCAL In gyptian 1conography ıth rods In theır an
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In ‚ZYDpL, rods WeTieC frequently sed and they WCOIC Iınked the embodiment of Varıous gods
and ndowed eır USeTS W1 diıvıne DOWECIS. Bas elıefs and drawıngs from the arly
Kıngdom cshow the gods holdıng rods In theır anı and hen presenting them the Kkıng
According the Egyptlans, ese Scepiers WETEC also Suppose provıde authorıty MO the
fOrces of nature 1Ihe importance of the ScCepler symbo! of authorıty, 1LLe.: the pharaoh, Can
be clearly In Harrıs 51010 IC 1S oday in the British Museum. Ihe DAaDYTUS describes
jehuty's ue of Ooppa Dy TiCKkerYy during the per10d of Tuthmosıs DJjehuty W dASs the
ing’s general who W ds responsıble for that operatıon. DJjehuty needed HSC rickery in order

enter the fortified cCıty the beginning of the PapyrIus, learn hat DJjehuty hosted the
prince of oppa The prince as SCC the ing’s Scepler, which symbolızed the of
TIuthmosıs T1 Djehuty showed hım the Sscepier and sed it kıll HIS guest ®
gyptian perceptions reveal nother ayer of the SIgn of the serpent hat W as previousiy
hıdden During the SIgN, G0d sks Moses: ‘What 1S hat In yOUr hand and he saıd, FÖ
Exodus 4:2) Moses IS NOL of the hıdden sıgnıfıcance of the rod ıIn hıs hand symbol
of authorıty and 10 hım ıt Was sımple shepherd’s rod be sed for guldıng flock
in the desert. (0d sks Moses cCast the rod the ground and the eX1 sStates he astl it

the ground. ” hıs repetition IS emphasıze hat hıs entire episode 1S being ı1recfe:i
by God The SdmIlle 1S irue of hat ollows (J0d sks Moses ake the serpent by Ifs aıl and
Moses obeys’”. hıs 1S where ere the shapıng of Moses’ PETSONa es place and he
undergoes kınd of rıte of DASSasc symbolızıng his readıness for the leadershıp and then he
asks Who ATn E Exodus When the rod W dS transformed into serpent, he flees. Moses
1S friıghtened, DuL Oftf and refuses accept the 1SS10N. In order make the SIgn INOTE

powerfu ONGC, (GG0d asks Moses ake the serpent by Its aıl the end of the S1gn, the
serpent becomes rod, Just ıt W as egın ıth When Moses es the rod in HIS hand, ıf
1S f he 1S symbolıcally accepting the leadershı role. hıs sıgn 1S kınd of rıte Tf inıtı1atıon

the end of whıch he wiıll undergo eirceumeision“® separates between the frıghtened Moses
and the mature, responsıble Moses who reCOgNIZES hıis OW., and SITASDS the rod, which
1S the symbo!l of authority. Moses’ grasping the serpent and the rod g1ves hım spec1al POWEIS,
IC he ıll eed In order Out HIS 1SS1O0N In the and of ZYp uchn symbolısm
Wr attrıbuted the snake In ancıent Near Lastern cultures, but the snake grasping mot1ı W ds

actually quıte COTNINON in ZYPp! JT here{fore, the surface, the first sıgn elps allay Moses’
fears Ou the mM1sSsS10N. Underneath the surface, claspıng the serpent, ONEC hand., g1ves
Moses protections and the er hand Q1VeS hım the abılıty attack HIS enemıies. From hat
poin Oonward, he DOSSCSSCS magıcal abılıty and vıa hıs actıons 111 be able implement the
princıples of Maat instituting unıversal Justice and order.
Ihe sıgn hat God showed Moses when he Was alone ICCUTIS sımılarly when Moses and Aaron
face Pnharaoch, hıs Servants and magıcı1ans Exodus that 1S, In publıc. Unlıke In the first
CascC, G0d ANNOUNCES ın advance hat sıgn ıll happen And hrough ınts, ATec informed
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hat the SIN 111 be miıracle for Moses and Aaron but NOL for Pharach (verse Ihe
advance notıiıce of the events TEeINOVES an y doubts Ou the poss1ıbilıty of the phenomenon
eing col1ncıdence hereby makıng the SIN that much greater Thıs i1me Aaron performs the
SIN and nOoL Moses and he 0€es HIS OW rod and nOL Moses rod order
elımınate anl y SUSDICION OUT part est Moses rod has hıdden POWCIS Ihe rod NOl
transformed 1NIO serpent W dsS 1rS! but 1INIO annn (crocodıle EX0Oodus
cCol1ncıdence that the 1Ca| author chose uUsSc crocodıle the S12n hat takes place
gyptıian He dıd NOL do for ıterary 1C4dSOMNS alone order dıversıif y the OTY,
11OT dıd he do Decause of the OTINIMMNONNECS: of crocodıiıles the waters of the ıle Rıver Ihe
crocodıle ıke the serpent sparked fear the ea of the Egyptians hat W as vVery tangıble
because of the crocodıles that dwelled the ıle Rıver And lıke the serpent (O00 appeare

gyptian ulture destructive and kKıllıng force and the ([1me Iso AA somethıng
ıth the ruler of the ıle and the ally of the SUunNn god Ihe crocodıle Was Iso
worshiped sacred anımal TIhe 1Ca USC of the crocodıle reated CONneCliIiON
between the S1811 describes and famılıar gyptian Ou rod that transforme:
1NIO crocodıiıle. h1s SLOTY AaPPCAars the estcar Papyrus C of Pharach Snefru, the
ounder of the ou dynasty CE) and ı ate' the E Centurıjes BCE“,  Z althoug
the folkloric lıterary mater1a]l ıt much er and Aase: tradıtı1ons attrıbuted the
26th Century BCE The STIOTY, Ou hat Was performed the [1ime of Kıng Cheops
ells of the wıfe of who betrays her husband When the husband learns of HIS
wiıfe meelng ıth her lover the house of pleasures the ake he es box hat

iNnsStruments of Sma: crocodıle made of Wa (OSSES 1 INntO the ake
and the figurine urn Into crocodıle, cubiıts long, 1C grabs the lover and
rags hım 1INLO the lower WOT the end of the SLOTY, the husband COllects the crocodıle
1C reverts back eing WaxX It N interestling Oftfe hat Wa W dSs ON of the MOoOst
COININON 00OISs sed ancıent ‚ZYp! Another ınteresling hat the PETISOTN
performing the 1e lector priest assoc1ı1ated ıth iInstıtution known the house
of ıfe 1C! W ds attache: the palace (JT temple and W as place where subjects such
medicine asStronOmMY, and others WEeIC tudıed Ihe MASICIANS AappCar OUur pPassSagc
the Hebrew term, hartOom, 1C varıatıon of the Egyptian, hry-.[p‚ whıch hat

the head hry-tp shortening of the hrYy--n hry-hb, whıich “the ONC who
stands the head of those (the priests who AdIC declaımıng”; the title ı generally translated
chıef lector griest. The hry- priests WeTEC traınıng read the 00 hat WEIC ep the
house f ife  24
Pharach wıthout an Yy partıcular eXC1itement calls the MAgICIaNS The MAagICIaNs ZYpP' who
WeTeC generally referred hk3w, WeTIiIC COMMMON eature and Iso worked SCI VICC of the
Kıng For example the Westcar Papyrus the lector pPriests perform miracles for Pharach In
uDastıs the celebration hal] of Kıng Osorkon {l wsrkn) 8/4 8 5() BCE) iıllustratiıon
Was OUuUnNn:! showıng ree INAgICIaNSs (hkdw) partıcıpalıng march of the earned NS
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Eretz Israel (1951), 8 XS ıbıd 10L1ica and Canaanıte Literatures (note above), 12 19 In the
development of the motıf the book of Joshua SCcCC Amıt Joshua streitched Out the javelın that Was
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holdıng crolls elr an: Ihe MAagIıICcIanNs the 1CcCa copıed Aaron acCclLiıon
wıthout an y rouble because l Was part of the known repertolre of magıcal performances
ZYp' the Westcar Papyrus The SLIrESSES hat the miıiracle actıon
Dy (G0d whereas INASIC and SOTCETY AdIc one accordance ıth human desıire E very an
CAasti own hIis rod In the first the crocodıiıles dıd NOL revert back eing
rods Ihe f the SIM W d the fact hat Aaron rod swallowed UD the er rods-
crocodıles Aaron rod swallowed UD theır rods Exodus 12) The aCcCT of swallowıng
marks the hıgh DO1 of the SIN Ihe VICLOTY of Aaron rod 15 emphasızed Ceven INOTE Dy the
choıce f the word häala VI2 swallow), 1Cc has ımportant gyptıan CONNOLALIONS relevant

OUT discussıon
The erb hala gyptian (shb) ypıcal of the crocodile 1C 15 depıcte: ‚gyptıan
Iıterature ARSIESSIVC, gluttonous and ustful TIhe hıeroglyph MS W ds sed NOTL only
describe crocodıiıle but IsSo definıtion for the words represening such
gluttony, Just and AagDresSION Ihe Pyramıd already Contaın the phrase 25
along ıth determıminatıve f crocodıle The Samıe irue of the phrases sn ustful and
greedy, hnty greedy and 3 voracıly Ihe qualıity of us Skn) particularly emphasızed
by the crocodıle 1C| addıtıon eing referred msh 1Iso called snk word hat
sounds lıke skn In spe 317 from the omb of Unas (WnıiS) the kıng epicte the
crocodıle who gluttonous wWwastes spills h1is seed and COVels arrıed In
DaDyITUS datıng from the 1ıddle Kıngdom "The oquent Peasant hıgh rankıng offıicıal
admonıshed tfor NOL havıng een ess ıke ogreedy crocodıiıle. In the Instruction of Petahotep,
from the ıddle ngdom  a TE well, brıbe taker ı compared crocodiıle: “r he robs he 1
lıke crocodıle ı COUTT992 sımılar descrıption ADDCAIrs the coffin {Is
The 1CA: uthor chose the verb, swallow, and nOL the verb, devour, hıghlıght the
gyptian CONnNnotatıon of the N demonstrated ‚gyptian audıiıence Ihe reference
crocodıle swallowıng something Iso sed ater Dy the prophet Jeremiuah when he
describes Babylon crocodıle swallowıng Israel (Jeremiah 34) crocodıle
swallowıng UD spells W as COTMNMON motif ZYp In spe 017 111 the coffin

In the dsSC underread *i 00K AWaYy theır strength swallowed theır SpIrıL ate eıIr
ICVICW e]] Aaron crocodıiıle swallowed the 5;' of the MAaAgICIaANS TIhe coffın
Contaın er spells for gellıng rıd of crocodıle who steals 5Swallowing, VEr the
COUTSC of iiıme, acquıred the metaphorical INCANINS of internalızıng and KNOWINg hat 16
W ds swallowe: hat Iso the aAse ıth Aaron crocodıle 1C 10 “"KnOows the
I[NASICIANS secreis
Ihe SIN demonstrate: ZYyYp' performe front of Pharacoh hIs ser COUurtiers and
MEZICIANS Despite the sımılarıty the S1gN sShown Moses the target audıence hıs Case
15 dıfferent and therefore the Bıblıiıcal author makes SOTNC changes hat ostens1bly SCCEHN

margınal the second S19N perTorme: DYy Aaron NOL Moses the rod becomes crocodıle and
nOTL serpent Ihıs COTINIMMON S12N hat 0€es NnOTL nstıll! fear the hearts of the Sspectaltors OT
Ven spar' al y interes' Pharach 1nvıle the INMAaSICIaANS repeal the act For
moment SCCINS ıf Aaron AaCT CVECN though 1 W as carrıed Out the behest of (J0d

Pınch (note 14 above) 53 and ardıner Professional Magıcians I Ancıent 2yD. Proceedings of
the Society for 1CA| Archeology, 1917
26M Lichtheim (note 6 bove), I, 4()
’ Ibid, PD. 1 /4, LE 66
28 aulkner (tr. and ed The Ancıent Egyptian Coffin Texts, IL, Warmıinster 1977, spell 4724
2.R.O aulkner, (note 28 above), 5 spell 424, [Ü ıbıd (note above), (exXt 23 2178 Rıtner (note 24
above), PP. 102- 110; Noegel, 'Moses and agıc Notes the Book of EX0Odus (1996). PPD. 45-
59
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simple magic trick” OwevVver, the mMOoment Aaron’s rod, the crocodıle, swallows the
magı1c1ans’ crocodıles, lear dıchotomy CINCISCS between the magıcı1ans’ abılıties, 1C ATC

human, and divıine ability””. Ihe Bıblical author therefore SCS gyptian IA  Z materı1als in
order hıghlıght the gyptian atmosphere and buıllds the hıdden INCSSAaSC in the sıgn He
belıttles the O of the magıc1ans, who became famous for their magıcal alents, and

the helplessness of Pharacoh and HIS god, in the face of the aDsOlute 111 of (GGod. When
Aaron’s rod swallows the magıic1ans’ rods, the onflıct reaches 1fs peak When the crocodile IS
swallowed, 1t 1S f the entire gyptian 'oyalty, which W d depicted crocodıle, W as

eswallowed
Ihe USsSCcC of from gyptian ulture rod, crocodıle, serpent, magıcıan and swallowıng and
the adjustment OT elIr meanıngs the Bıblical exXTi add nother ayer hat W d previousiy
hıdden and contrıbute understandıng of the entire STOTY, ell the sıgn of the
serpent, in partıcular.
Ihe 1rS' SIgn of the serpent performed ın TON! of Moses has dıifferent sıgnıfıcance han the
second ONC,; the only simiılarıty between the [WO 1S in the WdYy the SIgn 1S performed. On the
surface evel, the PDUTDOSC f the 1rs' sıgn 1S nstıll! Moses ıth confıdence and cConvınce
hım accept the M1SS10N, whereas under the surface ıt hastens hıs inıtı1atıon whıle providıng
hım ıth specıal DOWETIS impose Justice, hıintıng the transformatıon AT the of
Moses into SOTNECONC who instituted |aW and order. Ihe second sıgn the exclusıvıty of
God, WwhoO OVeErpOWETS the gyptan magıiclans, and Hıs supernatural abılıties (swallowıng the
magı1c1ans’ rods), DY virtue of Hıs being the Creator of the WOT. and ıts ruler. eIOW the
surface, the sıgn STITESSES the swallowıng up of the entire gyptian Kingdom, when magıc W as

in the service of flesh and 00 kıng The sıgn Iso 1nfs Aaron’s role priest in
servıice of God

3() osephus Flavıus SCNSCS the dıfference between the first and second SIgNs that WETC performed, Ihe second
time, Moses 15 notL frıghtened by the and Osephus perce1ves the hartummım s acCt d> competition between
dıvıne and arthly abılities, S Osephus Flavıus, The History of the Jews, translated by Shalıt, Jerusalem
1967, book 1L, 286-287

110 of Alexandrıa, Hıstorical Writings, Vol E Suzanne Danıet-Nataf, ed., Jerusalem 1986, ection 03


