
Esther 2:19 to 3:15, 4:13 
Rev John A Heys 

 

 

LESSON X. 

Mordecai Protects The King's Life 

(Esther 2:19-23) 

 

This passage speaks of a second gathering together of virgins. Now that Esther had been 

chosen to be queen, the need of assembling more virgins seems unnecessary to say the least. The 

reason for this second gathering is not stated. There are two possible reasons. The one is that at 

the time that Esther was chosen to be queen, the king’s officers were busy gathering virgins from 

the far corners of his kingdom, and these virgins were then gathered together in Shushan after the 

choice of the king had been made. Today such a thing could be stopped immediately by a long-

distance call but not in the days of Ahasuerus. The other possibility is that the king was of a mind 

to continue this practice in order to add to the number of his concubines. Recalling what an evil 

man he was, it is not a far-fetched thought at all to accept this as the interpretation of verse 

nineteen. 

We are not told either the reason why Bigthan and Teresh were wroth with the king. 

Their reason has nothing to do with the truth which this book brings to our attention. However, it 

seems to us that most likely the reason for this wrath was in some way connected with this whole 

series of events that the king put away Vashti and chose a new queen from the host of virgins 

presented to him." "We suggest then that they were wroth because, as chamberlains who were 

connected with Vashti, they suffered a debasement when she was put out of the palace. 

Their plot was overheard by Mordecai, and he felt constrained to protect the life of the 

king. Having no direct access himself into the presence of the king, he notified Esther of this 

matter, who in turn sent out a message to the king. Esther, who is still very loyal to this Mordecai 

who brought her up as his, daughter, certifies the matter, in his name. He does not ask for this, 

and therefore there is here again an evidence, of her loyalty to him. Though now she is queen of 

the land and as evidence of the tremendous influence of Mordecai over her, an influence which 

makes itself even more evident in future events. 

Perfectly in harmony with the nature of this king it is recorded that he failed entirely to 

reward Mordecai at this time
  
for his deed. One never knows what this man’s reaction will be to 

any matter. However, there is one thing we may hot overlook, and that is that the Almighty; and 

All-wise God has decreed it this way. There is a certain direction in which all things in the court 

of this Ahasuerus must go. God is here setting the stage according to His eternal counsel so that 

future events may transpire the way they did. 

 

Points For Discussion: 

1. Mordecai’s loyalty. Mordecai was a Jew and the Persians held the Jews in shameful 

bondage and taxed them heavily. Yet Mordecai saves the life of one of these Persian 

kings. What do you think was his motive? Was he influenced by the fact that the king 

was now Esther's husband? Was it fear that all his hard labor to get this glory for 

Esther would be in vain? Was it because he was seeking a reward? Was it anger or 

wrath against Bigthan and Teresh or even perhaps jealousy of them? Would you 

apply Prov. 12:10 to this deed of Mordecai? 



2. Exposing crime. Must we expose crime to the authorities when we are witnesses of 

it? Must we do so only when life is in danger? Suppose the man whose death is 

plotted is a cruel gangster or a fierce enemy of the church, must we expose the plot? 

If so why? If not, why not? Assuming that both Esther and Mordecai are penitent and 

wish to escape the hand of this unbelieving king and once again reveal their religion, 

would it have been permissible for Mordecai to have kept still? Must we always 

expose the sins of the brother in Christ to the authorities? Must we do so to the 

church, or to the state or to both? 

3. The king's unappreciativeness. Was the king obliged to reward Mordecai. Or was 

Mordecai doing nothing more than was required of him. May we advertise things we 

have found to obtain a reward? May we accept rewards? 

 

LESSON XI. 

Mordecai Refuses to Show Haman Due Respect. 

(Esther 3:1-4) 

 

 This passage which constitutes our lesson for this week is more important than it might 

appear to be on the surface. It gives us a further glimpse of the character of this Mordecai. Little 

by little we begin to understand the man more clearly.  

 The king, perhaps following one of his unpredictable whims, promoted Haman above all 

the princes in his realm. Haman is not mentioned with the seven princes nearest the king which 

are listed in chapter one. And although this, promotion of Haman came some nine or more years 

after that feast recorded in chapter one, yet it does seem strange that this man should from almost 

nowhere suddenly be lifted to the place next to the king. Here again, the reason for his promotion 

is not given. Now that no reason is not given we are not tempted to explore it to find the motive 

for Mordecai's stubborn refusal to show unto Haman the respect which the king demanded. 

Mordecai is not moved here by jealousy.  

But Mordecai does refuse to show Haman the respect due his office. We can rule out 

immediately any claim that Mordecai refuses because of a faith in God which forbids him 

worshipping of men. Not only had Mordecai up till this time shown no faith in God at all, but a 

look at several passages of Scripture will also show that bowing down to men was not 

necessarily a transgression of the Second Commandment. Turn back a few pages in your Bible to 

2 Samuel 14:4; 18:28 and 1 Kings 1:16. Or recall the dreams of Joseph that his father and his 

mother would bow down before him. Nor does the statement, “for he had told them that he was a 

Jew”, contain the reason for his refusal. Note that the other servants in the gate told Haman “to 

see whether the matter would stand for he had told them that he was a Jew”. This is the reason 

for telling Haman and not the reason for Mordecai’s refusal. These segments wished to see 

whether a Jew could “get away with it”. Much less is his refusal to be ascribed to the fact that he 

was of the house of King Saul and Haman was a descendant of King Agag the Amelekite. This 

latter we do not believe to be the case at all. Whatever it means that Haman was an Agagite it 

surely does not mean that he was a descendant of King Agag. His name indicates that he was a 

Persian. 

Without being able to determine Mordecai’s reason for not doing as the king 

commanded, we can yet state with certainty that it was a sinful thing for him to do. This was the 

king’s commandment. It did not conflict with God’s commandments, and Mordecai himself must 

have bowed himself before Ahasuerus when according to chapter 8:1 he was called to appear 



before the king, and when he was taken through the streets on the king’s horse by Haman he did 

not rebuke those who showed him respect. 

 

Points For Discussion: 

1. Showing respect to the authorities. Why must we show respect to the authorities? 

What is the principle that underlies all this respect? We do not know Mordecai’s 

reason, but what is the cause of all showing of disrespect to the authorities? What 

relation or connection do you see between Mordecai’s disrespect and Eve’s listening 

to the devil in paradise? What relation or connection do you see between Mordecai’s 

deed and Adam’s listening to Eve? 

2. Democratic respect and disrespect. Do you think that it is easier or harder to show 

respect to the authorities in a democracy than in a monarchy? Does our democratic 

form of government encourage or discourage showing respect to authorities? May our 

“Freedom of Speech” give us the right to speak disrespectfully of those in office? Is 

the honest, truthful criticism of the man who is president at the time of the political 

campaign a violation of the ninth commandment? Should in such a campaign all the 

speeches be a positive setting forth of one’s program without reflecting on the 

incumbent’s record? May we question his honesty? Or is that showing disrespect? 

 

LESSON XII 

Haman Seeks a Fierce Revenge 

(Esther 3:5-7) 

 

It appears as though Haman was not bothered by the refusal of Mordecai to bow down to 

him until he was told by the other servants in the gate. Then Haman began to take note of 

Mordecai’s attitude towards him. This shows that there was nothing personal between these two 

men to which we can point as the reason for Mordecai’s action. Personally the men never knew 

each other. But now that Mordecai has been pointed out to Haman, in fact now that Mordecai 

identifies himself by being the only one who fails to bow down before him, Haman watches him 

and every time he sees the stubborn refusal of Mordecai his fury becomes the more intense. 

Now this man Haman was the kind of man you might well avoid antagonizing. He had a 

tremendous capacity for wrath. He was not the explosive type whose “bark is greater than his 

bite”. He has the necessary devilish self-control to contain all his fury within his own soul until 

he has laid down fully his plans for revenge and is ready to execute this plan. Many a man would 

have voiced his disapproval and given Mordecai a sharp rebuke with his own tongue or through 

one of his servants. Many a man would have reached out suddenly and made this Mordecai feel 

the sting of his power. Judging Ahasuerus’ reaction to Vashti’s refusal to come at his request, we 

can well visualize the king as having exploded in his fury the very first time he observed 

Mordecai’s rebellion. But Haman is a far different man. 

With a tremendous capacity for hatred and an almost insatiable craving for revenge 

Haman plots the death of all the Jews living in the king’s realm at that time. And being of a 

superstitious nature he requests the casting of lot to determine a good day for the destruction of 

all the Jews. There are men today who claim the stars must be right for this or that and that the 

stars, their position in the heavens and the like determine war and peace, times when it is wisest 

to invest money or to desist from large business adventures. So it is with Haman, and the 

outcome of the casting of lots is that the thirteenth day of the twelfth month is chosen as the day 



when this ought to take place. This casting of lots was not done to determine the best day to 

approach the king with this matter but very definitely the day for the proposed execution of the 

Jews. This is evident from verse 13. 

 

Points For Discussion: 

1.  Haman’s injustice. Mordecai deserved punishment, but we can all be agreed that the 

slaying of all the other Jews was unjust. But why was it unjust? We all suffer and die 

because of the sin of one man, Adam. Why is this just, and why then is it unjust for 

Haman to punish all the Jews for the sin of one man? Thirty six men were killed at Ai 

when Achan sinned. Explain how this was just. What would have been a just 

punishment for Mordecai? Does Scripture demand the death penalty for this? Can you 

point to an incident in Scripture where dishonoring the authorities was so punished? 

2.  Haman’s scorn. When we read that Haman thought scorn to lay hands on Mordecai 

alone we have a very strong expression of what is in Haman’s inner soul. He was too 

proud to be satisfied with Mordecai’s death. He thought himself to be too big a man 

and his position too high to a low such a limited punishment as the death of 

Mordecai. However there is something deeper here. His plot, if it succeeds, will mean 

that the promised Messiah from Judah’s tribe cannot come. None of God’s promises 

will then be fulfilled. Do you therefore see the work of the devil behind this scorn? 

Did he personally come into Haman to “engineer” this plot? Do you see any 

connection between this plot of Haman and what is recorded in Revelation 12? May 

we accuse the devil of being the instigator of every sin we commit, or are most of our 

sins committed without a direct personal temptation by the devil or one of his 

servants? Is every evil thought that arises in our minds and all hatred and scorn that 

arises in our hearts preceded by a temptation of the devil? Can an unbeliever be 

tempted into sin since because of his total depravity he can do nothing but sin? 

 

LESSON XIII. 

Haman Seeks The King's Approval 

(Esther 3:8-15) 

 

As we remarked before, Haman is the kind of man it is dangerous to antagonize. Though 

burning with fury he has the will power and capacity for hatred which allows him to wait until 

the most suitable time to strike a blow of unwarranted ferocity at a most unexpected moment. 

We may believe that he came in before the king without the slightest trace of animosity toward 

an individual Jew. He came there as though he were not pleading his own personal case for 

revenge. We doubt whether Mordecai was even aware of Hainan’s rage. He certainly knew that 

Haman did not approve of his actions, but that the man was scheming such an awful thing was 

entirely unknown to Mordecai. And Haman does not strike until all things are prepared. Not until 

he has his speech before the king all worked out does he come in before him. 

His whole speech before the king centers around one thought. He presents the case to the 

king as though it is to the advantage of the king to have all the Jews in his realm slain and that 

not to do so would be dangerous. He declares two things about the Jews which were absolutely 

true. But he also leads the king to draw two incorrect conclusions from these facts. He states that 

the Jews were a scattered people, a separate people, (the word dispersed here means a separate 

people) and that they had laws diverse from the laws of all other peoples. The wrong conclusions 



are that the Jews were people with whom you could not live properly and that they were because 

of their laws a people that was always rebellious to the authorities. Of course, the natural Jew, 

the unregenerated Jew is rebellious and dangerous to society, but then so is the unregenerate 

Persian. But if you take Jesus’ parable of the Merciful Samaritan as an example of the believer’s 

attitude to his neighbor, he is the best neighbor you could desire. And the regenerated child who 

loves God will not rebel against whatever authorities God places over him. But Haman 

convinces the king. 

Lest the king hesitate because of the cost of the undertaking Haman, who must have been 

a wealthy man, offers to pay the king ten thousand talents of silver. He may also have had in 

mind the fact that to take thousands of citizens out of the realm of Ahazuerus by means of the 

sword would mean so many less taxpayers, which would hurt the king’s cause. And so he offers 

this huge sum. He certainly is willing to pay for the opportunity to get revenge. And having 

received permission of the king, he and the king sit down to drink wine! But Haman sees to it 

that the law is sealed with the king’s ring before the king changes his mind. And men are sent to 

the far corners of his realm with this edict to kill all the Jews on the thirteenth day of the twelfth 

month. 

 

Points For Discussion: 

1. The Jews’ social isolation. To what do you suppose Haman refers when he says that 

the Jews’ laws are diverse from those of all other people? They too forbade killing 

and stealing did they not? Must the children of God be a different people today? Or 

should we seek all manner of social contacts with unbelievers? Would you say that II 

Thess. 3:14 demands of us that we have no intimate relationships and fellowship with 

unbelievers? Are there any professions or jobs today which we simply may not seek 

today? Is there any evidence today that the Church of Christ in the future will be 

accused of these things of which Haman here accuses the Jews and will be persecuted 

with these things as the reason given for such persecution? 

2. The believer’s loyalty to the authorities. Why is the believer the one whom the 

authorities ought to trust above the unbeliever? How do you explain then that many 

believers are found guilty of income tax evasion, traffic violations, theft and many 

other things? Can you mention one believer from the pages of history who was a 

traitor to his country? 

3. The king’s calling. Justice is surely an unknown word to the king. What should he 

have done when Haman made this clever speech? What does Article 36 of the 

Netherlands Confession (see the back part of your Psalter for this document) about 

the calling of the state? Do you subscribe to all this article? 

 

LESSON XIV. 

The Jews Mourn 

(Esther 4:13) 

 

The last phrase of the preceding chapter tells us that the city Shushan was perplexed. This 

undoubtedly refers to all its inhabitants and not simply to the Jews living there. The word 

“perplexed” actually means “entangled”. The idea is that their thoughts were confused. There 

was no one prevailing thought in regard to this sweeping edict of the king. The Jews had one 

reaction, the Persians quite another. It is also our opinion that Haman with his fierce capacity for 



seeking revenge had not made known except to his closest friends the reason behind this edict of 

the king. And we even question whether Mordecai had definite assurance that he was the cause 

of it all. He may have seen plainly that he was displeasing in Haman’s sight. How may have 

known that the other servants in the gate had told Haman that he was a Jew, and yet he might not 

have known this either. And certainly the Jews in Shushan did not know that Haman was seeking 

revenge upon Mordecai. Otherwise it surely would be strange that we read of no resentment 

against Mordecai at all on the part of the Jews. Later verses also make it plain that Queen Esther 

knows nothing of the plot and that she surely knew not that Mordecai has occasioned it. Haman 

must have felt that his plot will succeed best if his personal grudge against Mordecai is kept 

entirely out of the picture. And so he keeps still about it. Just read chapter 5:9,10. No wonder 

then that the whole city is perplexed. In fact this perplexity of the city is an evidence that the 

accusations of Haman concerning the Jews were not true. Had they been true the city would have 

understood. 

The Jews were in deep mourning and revealed this by mourning, fasting and sackcloth 

and ashes. The believing Jews humbled themselves before God and confessed their sins by their 

behavior. The unbelieving Jews pitied themselves and mourned for fleshly reasons. The writer of 

this book does not make a distinction between them in the text. 

Mordecai mourned deeply, and well he might. He made one of the most audible 

manifestations of his reaction. But he did not repent before God. He did not acknowledge his sin. 

Chapter 6 shows that he still refuses even as much as rise up or move out of the way when 

Haman came his way. 

 

Points For Discussion: 

1. Mordecai’s lament. Would you attach any special significance to the fact that though 

it is stated of the Jews in the provinces (Jerusalem for example) there was fasting as 

well as mourning Mordecai is not reported to have fasted? At any rate, do you 

attribute his lament to a fierce patriotism for his people or a deep concern for the 

cause of God’s Covenant? Are you able to prove your statement? Is faith essential for 

all these things recorded of Mordecai, or is the unregenerated man also capable of all 

these things, even of fasting. Give examples to show that this is possible or prove it to 

be impossible. 

2. Mordecai before the gate. No man was allowed in the gate with sackcloth, according 

to verse 2. Mordecai goes as closely as he may but does not violate this law. Why 

does he show obedience to the king’s laws here? Is it because he feels the sword al-

ready over his head and is not anxious to hasten its descent? Or would you really see 

some form of repentance here on his part? It is evident that he gathered there so that 

word might come to Esther of his deep mourning. Now she had been Queen already 

for five years—this is the twelfth year of the king’s reign—and had hidden her 

religion all this time. Do you suppose that he is here trying to indicate to her that she 

must quit hiding her nationality and likewise humble herself before God? Do you see 

any possibility of drawing this conclusion? Were he penitent wouldn’t we expect to 

read more of it than we do read here? 
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