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LESSON VI. 

Esther and Mordecai are Introduced 

(Esther 2:5-7) 

 

In the verses which constitute our lesson today we have the introduction of the chief 

characters of this book. It is worthwhile to pause here before we go on and appreciate what is 

written about them in these verses. Not much is said, that is, not many words are used, but 

important things are indicated by these few words. And, of course, they are written for us to 

observe. 

 

Descendants of King Saul’s House. 

There can be no doubt that Mordecai was a descendant of the family of King Saul. His 

genealogy is traced back to Kish the father of King Saul. The mentioning of Shimei rules out any 

possibility that this Kish might not he Saul’s father. A reference to II Samuel 16:5 and II Samuel 

19:16 and 17 will make it plain that Shimei was related to Saul, and the mentioning of these two 

names of Saul’s house together, namely Kish and Shimei, leaves us with no alternative. 

Mordecai was a descendant of Kish, the father of King Saul This, of course, does not make him 

of royal descent. He was not a descendant of King Saul. 

There is, however, one thing that is immediately suggested by the revelation of His 

ancestors and that is that he came from a line of ungodly forefathers. We suggest that you read 

again in the verses indicated above and in I Kings 2:36-46 of Shimei who would not be loyal to 

David’s kingdom but clung to Saul’s house. Generations later and yet from that line Mordecai is 

born. This in itself may never be used to condemn him. Jonathan was the son of unbelieving 

King Saul, and he was a man of marvelous faith. Yet in the light of all else that we do read it is 

significant that Scripture does point out that he is a descendant of this sinful man. 

Esther likewise then comes from this family tree. There is the possibility that her father, 

the uncle of Mordecai, was the uncle on his mother’s side. Then she would not be of this lineage 

of Shimei and Kish, but since no indication is given of her genealogy except that her father was 

Mordecai’s uncle we doubt this. 

Mordecai dwelt, we read, in Shushan the palace. This may mean that the palace was in 

Shushan and that Mordecai lived in Shushan, but all that follows in this book points to the fact 

that he dwelled in the palace itself. He was some kind of servant of the king. Otherwise he could 

not have kept such close contact with Esther without detection. Nor would he have had the 

opportunity to overhear the plot to kill the king, of which we read in chapter 2:21-23. Then too in 

chapter 3:1-3 Mordecai is certainly classed with “the king’s servants that were in the king's gate. 

 

Rare Beauty. 

The Almighty had given to Esther a rare beauty. Of Vashti it is said that she was “fair to 

look on”. But of Esther it is said that she was “fair and beautiful.” And the first of these words 

literally means “fair or beautiful of form”, so that it was more than merely a beautiful face that 

pleased king Ahasuerus. It was a lustful beauty that made her pleasing to the king. This was also 

the beauty of Rachel—see Genesis 29:17 where this same expression is used. 



Her name was undoubtedly changed to this Persian name, Esther, because of her beauty. 

Her real Jewish name was Hadassah, which means “myrtle” and the myrtle tree was a much 

respected tree by the Jews, see Isaiah 41:19 and 55:13, While the name Esther means “star”. 

Personally we believe that Mordecai gave her this name in order to hide her nationality, as we 

read in chapter 2:10. The name Hadassah would surely give her nationality away. 

 

Points For Discussion: 

1. Mordecai’s presence in Shushan. Mordecai plainly did not return to Canaan when, 

under Cyrus, the Jews were given permission to return. Was his stay in Shushan in itself 

sinful? Does it show the lack of interest in God’s covenant that is mentioned in Psalm 

137:5-8? If this was the only thing we read of him that did not sound right, might we 

brand him as an unbeliever? Before you answer consider that Ezra and Nehemiah also 

were in Shushan and not in Jerusalem and that Nehemiah even returned after once having 

been in Jerusalem. Are there church members today who have remained in a spiritual 

sense in Shushan instead of going to Jerusalem? Who are they, those who know the truth 

and remain in churches that preach the lie? 

2. Esther’s sinful lineage. Assuming that we are correct that Esther’s ancestors were the 

same as Mordecai’s and were therefore sinful, does her parentage have anything to do 

with her faith or unbelief? Is one nation more susceptible to the truth than another? 

Consider that in the Old Testament times the Jews were the vessel in which God 

preserved the truth and that in the last centuries it pleased God to preserve the Reformed 

truth of the Reformation chiefly in the descendants of only a few nations. Was the Jew 

more susceptible to the truth than the Philistine? Is the Hollander, the German, mentally 

better adapted to the truth of election than the emotional Italian, Does the emotional 

temperament of a man have anything to do with his faith? Is it easier for God to save and 

implant faith in a child whose parents are believers than in one whose parents are 

unbelievers? 

3. Esther’s beauty. Is this beauty of Esther a gift of God’s common grace? Many women 

are even disfigured and deformed. To be consistent then would we not have to say that 

God is not gracious to them and that Common Grace is not so common after all? If grace 

consisted in things should we not expect God to make every believing woman physically 

beautiful? Why should He give them simply saving grace and deprive these of His 

“common grace”? 

 

LESSON VII. 

Esther Prepares For The Trial 

(Esther 2:8-14) 

 

Our space in Beacon Lights being limited to a definite number of pages we divide the 

material indicated above into two lessons both under the heading: “Esther prepares for the trial”. 

For reasons which will become obvious later we do not call it a beauty contest. And feeling that 

this is the time to face that question as to whether Esther and Mordecai were believers or 

unbelievers we were also inclined to put as title above these lessons, “Esther and Mordecai Evi-

dence Their Unbelief”, but there are other passages coming in which their unbelief is plainly in 

evidence, and so we chose the above title. 

We already called your attention to the fact that the king commanded the virgins of his 



realm to be gathered and to appear before him. Thus Mordecai did not enroll Esther in this 

immoral trial for the queenship. It is our firm conviction that both Esther and Mordecai were 

unbelievers, but it is also our firm conviction that it is our calling to assume as charitable an 

attitude as possible to them so that we do not accuse them of things they did not perform. Our 

reasons, that is, three of our reasons for believing them to be unbelievers we will list in this 

lesson and the next and ask you to study them carefully and to discuss them with all their 

implications for our own life. 

 1. The first thing that reveals Mordecai’s and Esther’s unbelief is that they both 

agree that Esther—and then also of necessity Mordecai—shall hide her kindred and people. For 

Esther this is equal to saying that she would hide her religion. We must not forget that at this 

period of history the true religion was—the Jewish religion. It was this in that the worship of and 

faith in Jehovah was found only in the Jews with very few exceptions. Thus by worshipping Je-

hovah one would immediately brand himself as a Jew. And therefore to hide her people and her 

kindred Esther had to hide her religion. It meant that she might never pray to Jehovah. She might 

never sacrifice to Him. It means that her Sabbath would have to be a worldly, Persian Sabbath 

upon which she would have to continue in this work of preparing for this trial for the queenship. 

It means that she would have to worship and bow down to Persian idols. The minute she would 

refuse to do a thing on the Sabbath that was contrary to God’s law she would reveal her kindred 

and people. Please do not overlook the fact that in the Old Dispensation the Jew alone had such 

an Holy Day and that God law alone forbade work on the Sabbath. She must thus deliberately do 

things to hide her religion. When it comes to religion we cannot be neutral. We either reveal or 

hide our religion. And knowing the furious rage of the king and the unpredictable changes of 

heart of which he was capable it means that Esther would have to hide her religion all the rest of 

her life if chosen to be the queen. Her action means that she was ashamed of her religion, that 

she was ashamed of the Covenant which God had established with her people and kindred. It 

means that she is in the class with Esau who despised his birthright. It means that she is ashamed 

of Christ and has rejected Him. 

  

Points For Discussion: 

1. The hiding of faith. Would a believing parent ever give such advice to his child? 

What does Matthew 10:33 or Mark 8:38 and Luke 9:26 say of such action? What do we 

read that Christ-denying, religion-hiding Peter did after a few hours of hiding his 

religion? Is it significant that we do not read of such a reaction on either Esther’s or 

Mordecai’s part even after their kindred was known?  

2. Present day Esther’s and Mordecai’s. Who are the Esther’s and Mordecai’s of today? 

Are they the members of godless unions who swear allegiance to their union above God? 

Are they parents who send their children to Persia, to Ahasuerus, to the world for daily 

instruction where all teaching of religion is forbidden by law? Are they young people 

who attend the movies and dance floor? Do we show our religion when we go there? Are 

all of us who fail to rebuke those who blaspheme and take God’s name in vain placing 

ourselves in that category? Explain why you say yes or no in each case.  

 

LESSON VIII. 

Esther Prepares For The Trial (continued) 

(Esther 2:8-14) 

 



We wish to give you in this lesson two more reasons for our stand that Esther and 

Mordecai were unbelievers. 

2. When we consider Mordecai’s reason for hiding Esther’s religion and kindred and 

people the matter becomes even worse. There never is a good reason for hiding one’s religion, 

but here she does so for a very immoral reason. She does so in order to enjoy sin. Remember that 

at this time her people are not yet in danger of extermination. She does not plan to hide her 

religion and her people in order to get to a position of power from which she may save them. Her 

reason is solely the earthly glory and honor of the queenship and the willingness to walk in sin 

for the satisfaction of the flesh. Now a man may hide his religion when his life is in danger—that  

is sinful and never excused by God. But it is surely a more vile sin when without pressure and in 

order to reach out for the forbidden a man will deny his religion. The goal that Mordecai and 

Esther seek is her marriage to this divorced, pagan king. There are two things forbidden here. 

She may not marry an unbeliever, and she may not take Vashti’s place. For in God’s judgment 

Vashti is yet the lawful wife of Ahasuerus. She is not (as we sometimes say to soothe our 

consciences) marrying him in order to convert him. She hides her religion (or we should say the 

religion of her people) and intends to do so all the rest of her life. At the expense of God’s glory 

they will seek a little filthy honor and praise among men. 

Could she have attained to the queenship along a more legal way the case would have 

been somewhat different but still sinful. Were he a believer, were he unmarried and had this 

actually been a beauty contest and nothing more it still would have been wrong for the king to 

hold such a contest in order to find a wife and wrong for Esther to enter it. There was the matter 

of deception which was sinful. It is very plain that had her kindred been known she would have 

been rejected immediately. There is also the matter of the sanctity of Holy Matrimony. They may 

not treat it so lightly and seek mates for the raising of the covenant seed through a beauty 

contest. But this contest was far worse! Read verse 14! In the evening, alone, a virgin would go 

to the king’s house. The next morning she returned. Enough said! And this had been going on for 

four years. Do not say that Mordecai and Esther did not know what was required. 

It might be argued that Mordecai and Esther had no choice since it was the king’s 

command that virgins be gathered. That is not true. It would be closing our eyes to that which 

receives so much emphasis here. Scripture shows clearly that both Mordecai and Esther were 

absolutely convinced that to show her kindred and people would disqualify her. They had a way 

out. This they did not want. And to appreciate this fact, simply contrast their deeds with those of 

Daniel and his three friends who refused the polluted meat and wine. Here is another thing, 

Esther undoubtedly did have to eat the polluted meat and is ready to pollute her body. 

3. There are other things which reveal Esther’s unbelief. These we will leave until we 

get to the passages concerned. One thing we point out now, however, is that if she had been a 

believer and as a believer had accomplished this great deliverance for Israel for the sake of God’s 

covenant then she was indeed a woman of outstanding faith. And why is she not mentioned then 

in Hebrews 11? She surely did as much as Barak and Jepthae who are mentioned. Samson with 

his sins is mentioned, and yet the deliverance she wrought was greater than that of Gideon and 

Samson. The author of this epistle made no mistake in overlooking her. The Spirit made it plain 

to him that she does not belong with the heroes of faith. 

 

Points For Discussion: 

1. Marriage with unbelievers. What does II Cor. 6:14-18 say of this? May our covenant 

youth have “dates” with unbelievers? Is there much danger of this if they show their faith 



in all their walk of life? Fit Jesus’ words in John 15:18-20 into this picture. Do the same 

with I John 2:15-17. Does marriage with unbelievers show love to God and His 

covenant? Is it possible for a regenerated child of God to love one who does not love God 

and Christ? 

2. Esther’s preparation. Esther spent one whole year in preparation. Does Scripture 

anywhere approve of women using oils, ointments and perfumes? Is there a great danger 

in misusing these things? Should a young man choose a life’s partner because of her 

beauty or faith? Should our young women seek to capture them by beauty (?) 

preparations? 

 

LESSON IX. 

Esther Becomes Queen 

(Esther 2:15-18) 

 

Esther’s father’s name is given us here for the first time. It tells us nothing more than that 

he was a Jew, and the name means: “Father of might,” which does not necessarily express any 

element of faith in God. The striking thing is that with a Jewish father and no doubt a Jewish 

mother, Esther’s features did not betray her kindred and people. 

 

The Selection. 

Esther was chosen to be queen in the tenth month which corresponds to the period 

between our January and February. It was the seventh year of Ahasuerus’ reign and thus four 

years after the divorcement of Vashti. Historians tell us that it was during this time that 

Ahasuerus waged his campaign against Greece. Thus he was not in Shushan all these four years. 

The selection of a queen had been started but was interrupted by his war with Greece. However, 

we may surely believe that during the time when he was home he interviewed (if we can call it 

that) many, many virgins who appeared for his enjoyment and had become his concubines. 

Solomon, remember, had three hundred concubines. And historians tell us that this evil man, 

Ahasuerus, sought after his return from Greece, to drive away the vexation of his defeat by an 

immoral life with his concubines. 

The custom was that the virgins (?) would, after having spent the night in the king’s 

house, go to the house where his concubines were kept. See verse 14. Whether Esther entered 

this house with the royal crown upon her head designating that she had been chosen, or whether 

the king kept her in his house till the choice was shown to his court, is not stated. Most likely that 

latter was the case. 

 

The Celebration. 

The proud king now makes another feast which he calls “Esther’s Feast.” It is called a 

great feast and was in Esther’s honor. To the people the king gave a holiday to celebrate this fact 

that a queen had been chosen. This was the release, not from taxes but from work. He even gave 

gifts to various provinces. What they are is not stated. The king is very, very happy, and of 

course, he is happy for himself. He will never miss Vashti again, and what do God’s ordinances 

and laws mean as long as he has an enjoyable time? So the king reasons. So the fallen human 

race has reasoned ever since its first parents in Paradise decided that God’s law meant nothing as 

long as eating of the forbidden fruit would bring joy and pleasures to them. 

 



Points For Discussion: 

1. The king’s love for Esther. In verse 17 we read that the king loved her above the 

others and she obtained grace and favour more than all the virgins. It was not an 

exclusive love, only a relative love. Can we expect such love which is based on physical 

beauty to fade with the fading of that beauty? Is this in your judgment the reason for 

many of our present day divorces? What must be our judgment of all trial marriages and 

companionate marriages? Would you class this whole procedure of Ahasuerus with these 

virgins with such trial marriages? 

2. Esther’s obedience. Esther faithfully kept Mordecai’s command that she hide her 

people’s and kindred’s identity. She also left, to Hegai the entire choice of the clothing 

and ornaments she should wear when her turn came to go in to see the king, (see verse 

15). What kind of impression do you get from these facts as to her character? Was she of 

a gentle, pliable nature? Does she appear to you to be the very opposite of haughty, proud 

Vashti? Is a gentle, unassuming, submissive nature always the evidence of faith and 

regeneration? Or do you think that Esther’s willingness to leave the choice of her 

ornaments and dress to Hegai nothing more than worldly wisdom springing from a soul 

that is interested in the material rather than the spiritual? 
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