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LESSON XV. 

Esther Learns Of The Plot 

Esther 4:4-9 

 

 

Mordecai’s plan succeeded, and Queen Esther was informed of his deep sorrow. Because 

of the bond of natural love between her and Mordecai she is exceedingly grieved to learn that 

something so terrible has happened to him that he had put on sackcloth and ashes. It is very 

evident from verses 7 and 8 that Esther knew nothing of the decree of the king which Haman had 

induced him to make. This is to be understood. There was, of course, no reason in either the 

king’s mind or in Haman’s to inform her of this edict. Neither one considered her to be a Jewess. 

And the queen led a more or less secluded life in the palace and did not mingle in the streets with 

the common people to learn this thing from them. 

Hearing of Mordecai’s deep grief and not knowing its cause she sent him other apparel 

showing thereby her disapproval of his actions. Some suggest that she sent him other clothes so 

that he could enter into the gate and come and speak to her. A more plausible reason is that she 

wished to show her sympathy and at the same time to show her disapproval that he sit there 

outside the gate in these manifestations of mourning. She saw no reason for such deep sorrow. 

When Mordecai refused the clothing she realized that there was indeed something very 

seriously wrong in his life. Therefore she now sent one of her servants to find out from Mordecai 

what the reason is. She wishes to know all about it. Therefore she asks “what it was and why it 

was”. Mordecai feels the need now of revealing Esther’s people and kindred. Remember, as we 

wrote above, neither the king nor Haman, as is evident from chapter 5:12 and chapter 6:5, are 

aware of Esther’s kindred and people. Mordecai tells Hatach the whole plot even to the sum of 

money which Haman had promised to the king’s treasury but also through him charges her to go 

to the king and make supplication before him for her people. It may be argued that this Hatach 

was a trusted servant and knew for same time of this national tie between Esther and this 

Mordecai who had kept contact with each other all these five years of her marriage to the king. 

But the point is that now for a material reason Mordecai is willing to have her kindred and 

people known even to the king. 

 

Points For Discussion: 

1. Mordecai’s charge. The charge which Mordecai gave to Esther was a command. The 

question arises, what right did Mordecai have five years after she left his house and was 

married to this king to give commands to her? The word “charge”, by no stretch of the 

imagination means that he requested her to do this. The word used definitely means a 

command. You find this word in Genesis 2:16 in the mouth of God. Look it up. When, 

then, does authority, the right to command, cease. Does it cease as soon as a young man 

or woman marries and leaves the house? Suppose she marries and remains home with her 

parents due to a housing shortage or the like. Do the parents have any authority over her? 

The Fourth Commandment holds the parents responsible for the behaviour of their 

children on the Sabbath. Does that refer to married children under their roof since it also 



refers to servants? 

2. Esther’s grief. Esther has been queen of the world-wide empire of Persia for five 

years. Yet she has not forgotten Mordecai and all he did for her as her foster-father. Do 

you feel attracted to her for such loyalty? Does it give you a good opinion of her? Could 

he not have asked her to ask for the lives of the Jews without revealing that she was a 

Jewess Do you think that he did this purposely because he feared that she might refuse to 

do this one thing at his command? 

 

LESSON XVI. 

Esther Agrees To Mordecai’s Plan 

Esther 4:10-17 

 

When Hatach informed Esther of the reason for Mordecai’s mourning and of his charge 

to her she was filled with apprehension. Not only was the thing he demanded forbidden and 

therefore dangerous for her, but the events of the past month were such that the danger was 

greater than Mordecai realized. Strangely enough, the king had not spoken to her for thirty days. 

That must be the significance of the statement that he had not called her to come in unto him for 

thirty days. Whatever else the expression may mean it shows that the king and queen did not eat 

together. They did not live together. In order to talk to him she would have to go to the place 

where his royal throne was. She would have to approach him as one of the many citizens of his 

kingdom rather than as his beloved wife. 

Because of this she informs Mordecai of the danger to her. Mordecai is not so easily set 

aside in his plans and wishes. The thing to remember here is that her kindred has been made 

known. Mordecai reminds her of this and tells her that she must not expect to escape the sword 

when all the Jews are killed. He makes plain to her that she has no alternative. Appearing before 

the king without his request might mean her death, but over against this there are two other ways 

in which she might meet her death if she refuses to go to see the king. The one that she will die 

in the slaughter of the Jews since her nationality is known. The other is a very malicious threat to 

her. Mordecai says that there will be enlargement and deliverance from another quarter and 

because she has been a traitor to her people, they the Jews who receive the deliverance will slay 

her and all her father’s house. Evidently there were other brothers and sisters of Esther whom 

Mordecai or some other relative had brought up. 

That Mordecai speaks of a certainty of deliverance from some other quarter does not 

mean that he had faith in God’s Covenant promises. He deliberately refrains from using God’s 

name. Do not forget that the unbelieving Jew still today looks for the Messiah and for God to 

give the Jews the victory over all other peoples. And does not the unbeliever today say that 

somehow this world will attain to a lasting peace but apart from Christ the Prince of Peace? 

Mordecai also in an appeal to get her to do his wishes suggests that she might have come 

to the kingdom for this reason. Again there is no mention of God’s providence in bringing her 

there. He sees no hand of God. And he does not urge her to go in faith trusting upon the 

Almighty Covenant God of Israel. 

Esther sees the futility of refusing to do his bidding and asks that the Jews fast for her 

three days. It would seem as though she yet believed in God. And we would like to believe this 

too, but the terrible words of unbelief she utters in this connection forbid us to believe it. She 

says, “If I perish, I perish”. That is not the language of faith. Compare it with the speech of 

Daniel’s three friends who tell the king that they are not careful to answer him, and their danger 



was far more imminent than Esther’s. 

 

Points For Discussion: 

1. Mordecai’s Faith In Deliverance. Would you say that Mordecai had historical faith? 

Does the unbelieving Jew who denies the Virgin Birth and the resurrection of Christ but 

believes the Old Testament history have historical faith? Have you any idea what other 

deliverance Mordecai expected? Did he expect God to intervene? Would that not be more 

than historical faith?  

2. Esther’s Speech Of Unbelief. Does God’s child ever speak of himself as liable to 

perish? What expression would you as a believer have given had you been in Esther’s 

position? Or what text in Scripture would you suggest as the proper answer of a believer? 

Is there something selfish in these words of Esther? Do they show any concern for God’s 

covenant and His covenant people? Would it be less sinful had she said, “If we perish, we 

perish”? 

 

LESSON XVII. 

Esther Obtains Favor. 

Esther 5:1-8 

 

The hour had come that Esther dreaded so greatly. It was time for her to go in to see the 

king on behalf of her people. She approaches him very delicately, we may be sure. She simply 

went to stand in the court where she could be seen by the king. To insure a proper reception she 

also puts on the royal apparel. Whether this was a clever piece of work suggested by the former 

request of the king that Vashti appear clad in the full royal apparel or whether it was to identify 

herself with the king so that he would immediately see that this person who was so bold as to 

stand there in his court was his own possession is not stated. The latter seems to be the more 

plausible explanation. 

The king held out the sceptre to her. God saw to it that he did this. Whatever it was in the 

king’s heart that caused him to find delight in her presence, God saw to it that the king would 

hold out his sceptre and Esther would not be put to death. The king may have been pleased and 

flattered to think that whereas he had not asked for the Queen to come to visit him she loved him 

so that after thirty days she could no longer stand it. It may have been her rare beauty. But it 

surely was the hand of God that led these events the way they transpired. 

The king asks her to make her request known unto him. And he adds those words which 

were plainly still in force when the daughter of Herodias danced before wicked King Herod, “It 

shall be given thee even to the half of the kingdom”. Esther replied with a very strange request. 

She asks that the king and Haman come to the banquet that she has prepared that day for the 

king. It is plain even to the king that this is not her real request. For at the banquet, according to 

verse 6, the king asks again what her request is. Now whether this whole plot to approach the 

matter by decrees and along the lines which it was executed was the clever scheme of Mordecai 

and belonged to the “charge” which he gave her or whether this is all the work of Esther’s mind 

is not told us. It does however, seem to be Mordecai’s plan. He appears, to our mind, to be the 

kind of man who was capable of such a plan. 

The king had Haman notified and the banquet is held. At the banquet the king presses the 

matter further only to receive the same answer from Esther, and a second banquet is scheduled to 

be held with Haman as the special guest of the king and queen. Esther promises the king that at 



this next banquet she will definitely make her request known to him. 

 

Points For Discussion: 

1. Haman’s presence at the banquets. Why did Esther insist on having Haman at these 

banquets? Was it planned so that to kill her and her people would be exposed in Haman’s 

presence so that he could defend himself? Was it to make his fall all the more intense by 

first treacherously and cruelly leading him to believe that he was doing very well in the 

king’s and queen’s eyes? Thus was it all planned with a view to doing the just and right 

thing or was it a cunningly devised way of seeking revenge? May we conclude from 

verse 12 that Esther dealt very hypocritically with Haman? Or was this simply Haman’s 

opinion for which Esther could in no way be held responsible? 

2. Esther’s second banquet. Why did Esther ask for a second banquet before making 

known her request? There certainly was a great danger here yet that the king would be 

furious at her for hiding from him all this time the fact that she was a Jewess. Do you 

suppose that she hesitated and asked for this second banquet because she lacked courage? 

Or would you consider this a mere formality, an oriental custom of not making a thing 

known immediately and finally doing so in a deliberate way? Or would you take the 

stand that she wanted to find out fully first how the king felt towards her before asking 

such an important question. The king had told her that she could have anything to the half 

of his kingdom. Did she not believe this? Or was that simply a formality which had no 

significance? 

 

LESSON XVIII. 

Haman Is Filled With Joy 

Esther 5:9-14 

 

Haman returned home from the first banquet to which he had been invited with a very 

glad heart. That is, his heart was glad until he came to the gate and saw Mordecai in the king’s 

gate. For Mordecai neither stood up or moved an inch out of the way when Haman came through 

the gate. Haman might just as well have been a beggar instead of the man next to the king as far 

as Mordecai’s behaviour was concerned. He was now full of indignation and he could not 

contain it anymore. As we have said before, he had a tremendous capacity for hatred, but the 

measure is now full, and it will now make itself manifest by his deeds. Little does he realize that 

the queen who had so honored him was so closely related to the man who caused him so much 

indignation. 

He did, however, still have the power to control himself in public and the fierceness of 

his wrath was hidden from the eyes of men. When he was once in his own house he called for all 

his closest friends and for his wife. In their hearing he explained how he had been favoured with 

a seat at the banquet of the king and the queen. Of all the millions in this wide empire, and of all 

the princes in Shushan, he had been the only one to be here with the king and the queen. What is 

more, he was to be the only guest tomorrow also! These were things of which he had never 

dreamed. And it all came so swiftly, so unexpectedly. BUT he must also tell them of another 

thing which takes all his joy away. Now he reveals his hitter hatred for this particular Jew. It 

spoils the whole thing for him, and as long as Mordecai is there to ignore him he can never enjoy 

this great honor which has fallen upon him. 

It seems strange that Haman has no solution to his problem and that his wife —who was 



certainly a desperately wicked woman also—and his friends have to suggest a remedy for him. 

But so it is. The plan sounded good to Haman immediately and he went out to have the gallows 

built. His plan was to go to Ahasuerus the next morning to ask permission of the king to do this 

thing. It was not so to be. God planned all these things and Haman’s guilt is exposed before he 

can make this request. This our next lesson reveals to us. 

 

Points For Discussion: 

1.  Haman’s indignation. What does his indignation show us concerning Haman? What 

does it show us about the depraved heart of man? You would think that since he had all 

this glory the deeds of one man would not infuriate him so much. Does his indignation 

show us that he had a very haughty nature and that he loved the esteem of men above 

anything else? Would it have been different with Haman if he had been born with a dif-

ferent nature, for example with an “explosive” nature? People sometimes say that if you 

just say everything that is in your heart it will make you feel better and you can stand the 

abuse of others much more easily. Is that a Scriptural teaching? Did Haman do right by 

never speaking to Mordecai about his stubborn refusal to recognize him? 

2. The plot to kill Mordecai. Why is murder always an evidence of lack of love? What is 

at the bottom of every act of murder, that is, what does the murderer always try to do by 

his deed? How does murder become a violation of the first table of the Law? Against 

which one of the first four commandments is it especially a sin as well as against the 

sixth? But Mordecai is sinning against the king’s laws too. Was the plot to kill Mordecai 

then really murder? Does the state commit murder when it punishes by death? Haman 

will go to ask the king, in what way then can this be called murder that he has Mordecai 

put to death? 
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