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Translation:
Since the Nile protected Moshe when he was cast into it, it therefore was not
struck by his hand'.

Explanation:
The Pasuk teaches an incredibly important lesson in 21077 N1, recognizing good.
When we recognize that someone has done us a favor we feel compelled to repay.
By minimizing the favor we lessen the need to repay. Therefore, the Torah
commands us to recognize the good done to us, even by inanimate objects, or even
if the person did not have our good in mind at all, in order to train ourselves to
never minimize the goodness of others.

Looking in the Pasuk:
Rashi questions why Hashem involves Aharon in the bringing of the non? After
all, Moshe had been told that he would bring Hashem’s wonders on 2°7¥% with his
staff, (5°:7) NhRJ™NY 12-7RYR WK 772 NpR 777 7YRITNYR), why is he being told to
delegate to Aharon? Rashi, quoting the Tanchumah answers that Moshe was
instructed not to strike the Nile in the first two n12n, nor the sand of Egypt in the
third, since they had assisted in saving his life.

Musag Learning Outcomes:
Know: Moshe could not strike the Nile (nor the sand of Egypt) because it had
protected him. This teaches us the extent of the obligation to show 21077 n27.
Understand: The fundamental aspect of teaching people to show gratitude is in
teaching them to fully recognize the good done for them. Once the extent of the

favor is fully understood, the next step, repaying the favor, will be forthcoming.
Think: Looking at a Pasuk in the context of previous Pesukim helps us better
understand the words of 5"1m.

1 See note #1
2 See note #2



NOTES

1. This is the first of three Man in which Hashem tells Moshe to instruct Aharon to bring the plague.
The reason that Moshe was not act, explains Rashi, is that Moshe was compelled to show 2171 1135
towards the Nile (and later to the sand in Egypt) for they had assisted in saving Moshe’s life.
Rashi’s source is found in the XM man w1’ which teaches:
wn R 72 WITPa 5"R 0N "R L qvn aP 0N SR IR 2903 oW 2379R VMY DY 2% P9 0 01073
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Although Rashi here only mentions the first two plagues, ¥719%¥1 07, he does so only due to the fact
that he is speaking about the Moshe not striking the Nile. Indeed, later in 2> 7109 Rashi comments:
JIR T 9V R L,(20:2 22%) Dina a0 NXRT DR AIWI 1RV W 00% ,awh 07 DY niph X1 N0y Mo XS
What is extraordinary here is that Moshe is told to show appreciation to inanimate objects! Both the
Nile and the sand of Egypt did not go out of their way to help Moshe, nor make any conscious
decision to assist him; why would Moshe be compelled to show appreciation?
Perhaps the most extreme example of 21077 N3 is found in M»Yw nw1d when the daughters of 17n°
refer to the man who saved them from the shepherds as an *7x¥»n w°X. The Midrash wonders why
they would refer to him as such:
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The Midrash explains that Moshe, upon being thanked by the daughters of Yisro for saving their
lives, instructs them to thank instead the "1x» 2 )" who had beaten the Jewish slave. Moshe, had
killed that 7¥» w'X which touched off a series of events which eventually culminated with Moshe
being in the right place at the right time to save the daughters of Yisro. But why thank the xn v R?
Not only was he not actively trying to assist Moshe, his intentions were evil, mercilessly beating a
defenseless slave! For this he is to be thanked?
In order to fully understand we must first explain why 2"m refer to the showing of appreciation as
2wvn n0on, literally translated as recognizing good. Wouldn’t repaying good be a more appropriate
term? After all, if one recognizes good but does nothing to repay his or her benefactor, have they
fulfilled their obligation? Also, in the negative, "1 refer to not repaying good as 210 "193, literally
meaning to cover up or deny good. Should it not be called simply non-payment of good. Again, is it
not possible that one may recognize good, not deny or cover it up, but still do nothing towards
repayment? Why does it seem that the only obligation is to recognize the favor, and the only
problem is to deny the favor?
The above question ignores a very basic aspect of human nature. When one is the recipient of a
favor from another, he or she feels immediately obligated to repay that favor. However, if for
whatever reason they do not wish to repay the favor, they do not simply decide to ignore the favor,
as this runs contrary to the natural feelings of obligation, rather they justify their lack of action by
denying or significantly minimizing the favor. In truth, many people who receive help from others
are very uncomfortable with the ensuing feelings of need-to-repay. Thus, their first thought is to
say, “It wasn’t really that bid a deal”.
The major focus, therefore, is to ensure that one truly recognizes the good that others do. Once we
are taught to truly recognize, to be 2w 7"dn, then the resulting gratitude is almost automatic.
Therefore, "1 stressed the need to recognize the good and not to cover it up. Once this is achieved
the rest is fairly simple.
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With this in mind we now understand why Moshe is not allowed to strike the Nile nor the sand of
Egypt. For the object in teaching 2177 N757 is not in the giving but in the recognizing. Therefore,
even if the benefactor does not truly deserve the gratitude, as was certainly the case in the Egyptian
who beat the Jew, it is incumbent on the recipient to recognize the favor. Only when we are trained
to pay close attention to every detail of the favor can we truly hope to repay the good receive from
others and from Hashem.

2. This point becomes even more powerful when we realize that Hashem had just told Moshe to go
to 1175 with his staff and tell him that with this staff [ will strike the Nile:
0K 9 T 970 npR WD 19737 WR Snd) TR Nty INRIPY NARI) Invna RY 730 P22 79N 19 W
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We could just imagine Moshe standing with his staff in hand ready to fulfill Hashem’s command to
strike the Nile and bring the first 79n, when he is told that things would happen differently. The
Torah seems to be stressing the fact that the plague should have, could have and would have been
brought by Moshe, however the obligation to be 21 7°91 overrode all other considerations.

3. Questions for further discussion:
a. Which other Mitzvos are based on the principle of 21071 n7577?
b. Can you think of other examples in Tanach where we are instructed to show 21077 737
even to inanimate objects, or to those who actually sought to harm us?
c. Why does the Torah go to such lengths to stress the importance of 217 n2577?

5 Tt is rather clear that this does not refer to Aharon’s staff, as it had turned into a 110 and not a wni. A point of
interest, not in the scope of our discussion, is that one might argue that Moshe actually never uses his staff to bring a
plague. A close look at the Pesukim will show that the Torah never says explicitly that Moshe brought a 7on with
his ;10n.



