
Esther Chapters 13-15  (Greek) / 8:13-10 (Hebrew)

Greek Esther 13:1-24 – Addition 5 – The Second Decree

 Although Mordecai’s writing style was quite different from Haman’s, why wouldn’t the people have 
questioned the decree?

It was written with the king’s royal seal. The people were used to many people writing in the king’s 
name, but all that mattered was the royal seal.

In 13:6, Mordecai makes an appeal to the princes of the 127 provinces concerning their innocence and 
goodness. What purpose does this serve?

It allows them (alongside the king) to save face before their “constituents” by blaming everything on 
Haman. This shows the political prowess of Mordecai, that even in his wrath (clearly seen in the letter)
he is able to consider the nation’s best interests in how he deals with the current problem.

13:13 oddly uses the first person plural “us” and “our” instead of “me” and “my” when talking about 
Mordecai’s service to the king. What is the name of this historical grammatical syntax and why does 
Mordecai implement it here?

Mordecai uses what’s known as the “royal we” where the plural is used to represent the one. Since the 
king represents the whole nation, he also claims to speak for them, thus in the decree when he says 
“saved OUR life” he means “my life”. Usually it’s used more subtly, but knowing the king’s arrogance 
(that he IS the nation) Mordecai uses it very plainly here. Not only would this fit with the king’s view of 
his own position, but it would also curry favor for those who did not know what Mordecai did, simply 
that he somehow saved them as well.

Mordecai mentions God multiple times (vss. 4, 16, 18, 21). Why wouldn’t this have been strange to 
read by those who weren’t Jewish?

Persia was a polytheistic society and was constantly worshiping new gods at the king’s command. This 
was especially true of Ahasuerus whose narcissism led him to accept and worship whatever god 
seemed to be on his side at the time.

Last session we saw two logical reasons this second decree would help the Jews: 1) It would dissuade 
their enemies from attacking, knowing the Jews would fight back and could take their possessions, and 
2) Jews were allowed to unite and defend their possessions and lives together. Near the end of the 
decree, we see two more reasons to not attack the Jews on the thirteenth of Adar. What are they?

1. The people of the provinces are commanded to help the Jews defend their lives and possessions 
(13:20).

2. Those who refuse to aid the Jews in defending themselves will be destroyed by sword and fire 
(13:24).



So as you can see, this letter has everything necessary included: the order that saves the Jews, the 
explanation why there has been a change in authority, an appeal to the king’s majesty, protection of the 
princes’ pride, and a healthy mention of the God of the Israelites as the sole reason.

The fact that this decree, like the first, is different in content than it’s description in the Hebrew lends 
credence to the belief that two decree’s were sent each time: one giving the king’s blessing and one 
detailing the orders.

Greek Esther 13:25-29 (Hebrew 8:13-17) – The Sending of the Letters

After the letters are sent and Mordecai is honored once more (Haman’s first poetic justice revisited), 
the section ends with a brief section highlighting what happened between the time the letter was sent 
and the thirteenth of Adar. What is strange about what happens as a result, and why isn’t it strange to 
us, as Christian Americans specifically?

Many people declared (ESV Hebrew Hithpael, reflexive) themselves to be Jews, not because they 
believed but because they feared being outside of the group currently wielding power. This was 
mirrored by early American Christians up until very recently. America started as a very Christian state 
nation, but has slowly become less so as civil law doesn’t line up with Christian moral law as much 
anymore (which is okay, because our kingdom isn’t America but the Gospel and Church body of 
Christ), and with it we’ve seen a long, slow decline of Christian population as those who once claimed 
to be Christian for fear of going against the “state religion” now are free to confess their actual 
beliefs. What we’re seeing in terms of the decline of Christian population is actually a thinning out of 
those claiming to be Christians for political and civil reasons, exactly what happens here in Esther.

Greek Esther 14 (Hebrew 9) – The Thirteenth of Adar and Purim

Chapter 14 (9) quickly moves through the day of destruction without much detail concerning the 
killing, but stops briefly to talk about Haman’s sons. Despite being a callback to chapter 5 where 
Haman planned the destruction of Mordecai’s friends and family (the third and final instance of poetic 
justice for Haman), what other important detail is noted here in verse 10? Why?

It notes that those who killed Haman’s family did NOT plunder their wealth, despite being allowed to. 
This is one of the most unique references in the entire Bible. In 1 Samuel 15, Saul is commanded by 
God to destroy the Amalekites, but instead of killing them all and leaving their plunder to rot, he spares
king Agag so that he can utilize the remaining people and plunder for his own kingdom. This ultimately
leads to God’s rejection of the current Israelites (weakening their military power) and the rise of the 
Agagites from defeated foes to Persian nobles.

So this time, when God’s people are presented with the exact same situation Saul was given centuries 
beforehand, they listen to God and do the opposite of Saul. By Jews plundering the Agagites rose, and 
by Jews not plundering the Agagites fall. The story of Esther is literally the conclusion to the story of 1 
Samuel 15.

14:14 is a good reminder that Esther was not just a pretty face and sweet, innocent girl, but an 
intelligent and ruthless adversary against those who would harm her people. This was good for both the
Jews and king Ahasuerus.



The estimated killed by the Jews on the thirteenth and fourteenth of Adar is around 76,000. The sheer 
number of enemies of God’s people shows the importance of the second decree, calling for all people to
help defend the Jews. That being said, the number of Jews that died seems to be missing. Why is that?

If you can’t think of an answer, look at the following question.

What might 14:20 imply about the book of Esther?

That is was written by Mordecai. Mordecai was already chronicling everything for the Jewish people, 
it is likely that this book was one of those chronicles.

Knowing that Mordecai most likely wrote this book for a specific reason for a specific audience, why 
wouldn’t he include the number of Jews that died? This was a book about the God’s victory over His 
people’s enemies. Absent in many Biblical stories, the death count of both sides can detract from the 
point of the story. It then becomes “we traded x for y” instead of “God destroyed x”. Having just the 
number of enemies defeated still allows the reader to see the miraculous victory (making it seem like 
not a single person died), while avoiding a very human, over-inflated pride (“we beat them with this 
many men”).

The chapter ends by talking about “Purim”, a Jewish celebration of life, when the Pur was cast against 
them, but when it seemed like their lives were about to perish the lot fell in their favor instead, 
decidedly because of Yahweh standing for them.

Greek Esther 15 (Hebrew 10) – Conclusion and Addition 6

The Hebrew Esther ends with a call to legitimacy. The author of the book claims that everything that 
was written can be found in secular documents, the books that chronicle the history of the kings of 
Persia and Media. This is a bold claim, because if it was false it would ruin the entire credibility of the 
book, and writing it gives the impression that the author would stake his own life on its authenticity. It 
is one of the reasons this book was so easily accepted into Jewish and Christian canon despite God not 
being mentioned.

Addition 6 concludes the chapter with Mordecai explaining how his dream in Addition 1 came to pass. 
It is similar in format to Jesus explaining parables to His disciples, but Mordecai did not know all the 
parts until they had happened.

Finally, the last verse details the historical context of Greek Esther. It says when it was first translated 
(4th year of Ptolemeus and Cleopatra), who translated it (Lysimachus), who transported it (Dositheus 
and Ptolemeus (different one)), and what the purpose of the letter was (story of Purim). How does this 
help prove Greek Esther’s legitimacy in place of Hebrew Esther in the Septuagint?

It shows that the additions of Esther in Greek were first written in Hebrew and had to be translated. 
This means it wasn’t a Hellenistic historian that wrote the additions, but a Jew. You know who was a 
Jew? Mordecai. So why wouldn’t these additions be just as credible as the original story if written by 
another Jew who knew the story? They would. But why aren’t they included in the Hebrew Bible? 
That’s what we’ll find out next.


