Z STORIES FROM THE BIBLE

A Historically Grounded Narrative Series

Between Two Worlds, Between Two
Choices

How Moses’ divided identity and rising conviction led to a
decisive act that would alter his path, and Israel’s future

A biblically faithful retelling rooted in Scripture, historical
context, and careful theological clarity.

About this Account

This narrative is drawn directly from the biblical record and

presented using widely recognized translations such as the
ESV, NIV, NASB, and KJV. Cultural, geographical, and
historical insights are included to deepen understanding
while remaining faithful to the text.




Setup — Raised in Privilege, Marked by Origin (Exodus
2:1-10)

The story begins under a sentence of death. In Egypt,
Pharaoh has commanded that every Hebrew male child be
cast into the Nile (Exodus 1:22). This decree forms the
backdrop of fear and urgency into which a child is born.

That child is Moses.

His mother hides him for three months, but when
concealment is no longer possible, she places him in a basket
among the reeds of the river (Exodus 2:2-3). The act is both
desperate and deliberate, an attempt to preserve life within a
system designed to destroy it.

The outcome shifts unexpectedly.

Pharaoh’s daughter discovers the child, recognizes him as a
Hebrew, and chooses to spare him (Exodus 2:5-6). Through
a sequence of events, Moses is nursed by his own mother
and then brought into the royal household (Exodus 2:7-10).
He is raised as the son of Pharaoh’s daughter, given access
to education, status, and protection within the Egyptian
court.

This establishes a dual identity that defines the rest of the
narrative.

Moses is Hebrew by birth, part of a people enslaved,
oppressed, and threatened with extinction. Yet he is Egyptian
by upbringing, formed within the culture, language, and
power structures of the empire that enforces that oppression.

These two realities exist side by side, but not in harmony.



Egyptian royalty lived in visible contrast to Hebrew laborers.
One group occupied positions of authority and comfort; the
other endured forced labor under harsh conditions. Moses
grows within the palace, yet his origin ties him to those
outside it.

The text does not describe his early internal struggle, but it
sets the conditions for it.

(Scholarly note: Later Jewish and early Christian traditions
often emphasize Moses’ awareness of his Hebrew identity
from an early age, though the biblical text itself introduces

this awareness more clearly in his adult actions in Exodus
2:11.)

By the time Moses reaches adulthood, he stands between two
worlds:

e A world of power, privilege, and Egyptian authority
e A world of suffering, bondage, and Hebrew identity
He belongs fully to neither.
The setup concludes not with action, but with positioning.

Moses has been preserved, elevated, and placed within the
very system that oppresses his people. The question that now
emerges is not whether he will survive, but how he will
respond when these two identities collide.

Conflict — When Identity Confronts Injustice (Exodus
2:11-12a)

The distance between palace and suffering closes in a single
decision. As an adult, Moses “went out to his people and



looked on their burdens” (Exodus 2:11). This movement is
deliberate, he steps beyond the environment that formed him
and into the reality that defines his origin.

What he sees is not abstract.

He witnesses forced labor firsthand, physical strain,
coercion, and the visible marks of oppression. The text does
not describe every detail, but the phrase “their burdens”
carries the weight of Egypt’s system: taskmasters, harsh
conditions, and relentless demand.

Then the moment sharpens.

Moses sees an Egyptian striking a Hebrew, “one of his own
people” (Exodus 2:11).

The wording signals a shift. The Hebrew is no longer simply
part of a distant group, he is identified as belonging to
Moses. The connection that had existed in background now
moves to the foreground. Identity becomes personal.

The scene forces a choice.
Moses stands in a position unlike anyone else present:

e He is culturally aligned with the Egyptian authority
figure by upbringing.

e He is ethnically and covenantally aligned with the
Hebrew victim.

He has access to power, but he is confronted with injustice.

The tension is internal before it becomes external.



Will he remain within the identity shaped by his
environment, observing  but not  intervening?
Or will he act in alignment with the people he now
recognizes as his own?

The text provides a brief but significant detail: “He looked
this way and that” (Exodus 2:12).

This action suggests awareness, an understanding of risk,
consequence, and visibility. Moses is not acting without
thought. He recognizes that whatever he does will carry
implications beyond the moment.

(Scholarly note: Some interpreters understand this as
evidence that Moses’ action was premeditated rather than
purely impulsive, indicating both moral conviction and
awareness of the danger involved.)

The conflict reaches its peak here, not yet in action, but in
decision.

Moses has seen the injustice.
He has identified with the oppressed.
He understands the risk.

What remains is whether he will act, and what that action
will cost him.

Climax — A Line Crossed in the Sand (Exodus 2:12b)

The moment does not pass. What Moses has seen cannot be
set aside, and the tension that has been building now resolves
into action.



“He struck down the Egyptian and hid him in the sand”
(Exodus 2:12).

The act is sudden, but not without awareness. The detail that
he “looked this way and that” precedes it, indicating that
Moses understood both the gravity and the consequences of
what he was about to do. This is not an accidental escalation,
it is a decisive intervention.

In a single act, Moses moves from observer to participant.

The Egyptian overseer, representing the authority and
enforcement of oppression, is killed. The Hebrew victim is
no longer under immediate threat. But the outcome extends
beyond the individuals involved. Moses’ action carries
symbolic weight, it is a rejection of the system he was raised
within and a defense of the people he now identifies as his
own.

Yet the act introduces moral complexity.
o Itis aresponse to injustice.
e Itis also an act of unlawful killing.

The text does not offer explicit justification or
condemnation. It records the event with restraint, allowing
the weight of the action to stand on its own.

(Scholarly note: Interpretations vary widely. Some traditions
view this as an early, misguided attempt by Moses to act as
a deliverer through human strength. Others emphasize that
while the motive may reflect concern for justice, the method
reflects a lack of alignment with God's later revealed plan.



The biblical narrative itself remains descriptive rather than
evaluative.)

The act of hiding the body is equally significant.

Moses buries the Egyptian in the sand, an attempt to conceal
what has happened. This suggests that he understands the act
cannot be publicly justified within the system he inhabits.
The secrecy marks a transition, not only in what he has done,
but in where he now stands.

He can no longer fully belong to the Egyptian world.

At the same time, his action has not yet secured acceptance
among the Hebrews. He has acted on their behalf, but
without their request or recognition. The result is not
immediate alignment, but uncertainty.

The climax, then, is not only the killing, it is the crossing of
a boundary.

Moses has acted decisively, but without a clear path forward.
He has rejected one identity in action, but has not yet been
established in another.

What follows will reveal whether this act leads to
deliverance, or to isolation.

Outcome — Exposure, Rejection, and Exile (Exodus
2:13-15)

The attempt to bury the act does not bury its consequences.
What was done in secrecy begins to surface almost
immediately.



The next day, Moses goes out again and encounters two
Hebrews fighting (Exodus 2:13). This time, he intervenes
not against an Egyptian, but within his own people: “Why do
you strike your companion?” The question suggests that
Moses sees himself as someone who can correct injustice,
not only from oppressors, but among the oppressed.

The response exposes a deeper reality.

“Who made you a prince and a judge over us? Do you mean
to kill me as you killed the Egyptian?” (Exodus 2:14).

In a single statement, everything is revealed.
e The act Moses attempted to hide is now known.
o His authority is rejected.
o His identity is questioned.

The Hebrew man does not recognize Moses as a deliverer.
Instead, he sees him as a threat, someone who has acted
violently and without established authority.

This moment carries both exposure and isolation.

Moses realizes that the matter is known (Exodus 2:14). The
secrecy that followed his action has failed. What he did in
defense of one Hebrew has not secured trust among others.
Instead of being received, he is challenged.

The consequences escalate quickly.

When Pharaoh hears of the incident, he seeks to kill Moses
(Exodus 2:15). The response from the Egyptian authority is
direct and decisive. Moses is no longer protected by his



position within the royal household. His action has severed
that connection.

The result is flight.

Moses flees Egypt and settles in the land of Midian (Exodus
2:15). The transition is abrupt, he moves from palace life to
wilderness existence, from influence to anonymity. The shift
marks a complete break from the world he once inhabited.

The outcome reveals the full weight of the climax:

e From Egypt’s perspective: Moses is a criminal who
has killed one of their own.

e From the Hebrews’ perspective: Moses is not yet
recognized as a legitimate leader.

o From Moses’ perspective: He is displaced from
both worlds.

(Scholarly note: Many interpreters view this exile as
formative rather than merely punitive. The forty years in
Midian (cf. Acts 7:30) become a period of preparation,
reshaping Moses’ understanding of leadership and
dependence on God.)

The consequences are not the deliverance Moses may have
anticipated.

Instead, his action leads to separation, uncertainty, and delay.

Yet within that displacement, a new stage begins. The land
of Midian, far removed from Egypt’s structures, will become
the place where Moses encounters God in a way that
redefines his calling (Exodus 3).



The outcome, then, is not resolution, but redirection.

What began as an act of justice leads not to immediate
change, but to a journey that will prepare Moses for
something far greater than what he attempted on his own.

Reflection — When Zeal Acts Before Calling Is Clear

The account of Moses presents a moment where conviction
is real, injustice is undeniable, and action is taken, yet the
outcome is not what might be expected. Moses does not act
out of indifference. He sees oppression, identifies with the
victim, and responds. His decision is rooted in a genuine
recognition of wrong.

Yet the result is not deliverance, it is exile.
This tension reveals something essential.

Moses’ identity has shifted internally before it is established
externally. He recognizes the Hebrews as ‘“his people”
(Exodus 2:11), but they do not yet recognize him as their
leader (Exodus 2:14). He rejects Egyptian authority through
his actions, but that rejection does not immediately create a
new place for him. Instead, he finds himself between
identities, no longer aligned with Egypt, not yet accepted by
Israel.

(Theological insight: Many traditions interpret this moment
as an example of zeal preceding divine commissioning.
Moses’ concern for justice is affirmed, but his method and
timing are seen as incomplete, anticipating the clearer
calling that comes later in Exodus 3.)



The story also highlights the limits of acting solely from
personal conviction.

e Moses acts alone, without a defined mandate.

e He uses force to address injustice, but the result
isolates him rather than unites others.

e His attempt to intervene exposes both the depth of
the problem and the insufficiency of his approach.

This does not negate the importance of his action, it reveals
its incompleteness.

There is also a broader pattern at work.

God does not abandon Moses after this moment. Instead, the
consequences, flight, isolation, time in Midian, become the
context for preparation. The failure is not the end of the
story; it becomes part of the formation of the one who will
later lead Israel out of Egypt.

The contrast is significant.

In Exodus 2, Moses acts on his own initiative.
In Exodus 3, Moses is called, commissioned, and sent.

The difference is not in his concern for justice, but in the
source and direction of his action.

Question for Reflection:

When conviction rises in response to injustice, how can one
discern whether to act immediately, or to wait for clarity in
purpose, method, and timing so that the action leads not only
to change, but to lasting transformation?



By: Marc Seffelaar



