
King Ahasueras of Esther is identified as 
Xerxes I, who reigned from 486 to 465 B.C.  He was 
the son of Darius the Great. Ahasueras was a real king 
in Persia, whose drinking parties, irrational temper, 
and fits of rage (Esther 1:12; 7:10) were well 
documented. It is also known that he had a large 
harem at his palace in Susa.1  This follows with the 
statement in Esther chapter 1 verse 9 which states: 
“Also Vashti the queen made a feast for the women in 
the royal house which belonged to king Ahasuerus.” 
 Chapter 2 verse 3 informs us in more detail that: 

 “And let the king appoint officers...that they may 
gather together all the fair young virgins unto 
Shushan the palace, to the house of the women, 
unto the custody of Hege the king's chamberlain, 
keeper of the women...”   

History tells us that Ahasueras died of 
assassination ca. 465 B.C., 8 years after the books 
account would have been finished. However, there is 
great question among critical scholars as to the 
inability to identify some of the other important 
characters, including Vashti, Esther, Mordecai, and 
Haman.  The secular records of Herodotus, the earliest 
of the Greek historians, discussed Xerxes’ queen 
Amestris in great detail, and some have tried to 
identify her as either Vashti or Esther.2 The historian 
Ctesias also recorded Amestris as the Queen of 
Xerxes.3  Herodotus described her as one who brutally 
killed the mother of Artaynta, a paramour of Xerxes, 
and had 14 Persian young people buried alive as a 
thank offering unto a God of the netherworld.4  These 
descriptions would seem to stop any identification of 
Amestris with Esther, leaving Vashti as the logical 
choice.  It is believed Amestris gave birth to 
Ahasuerus’ third son, Artaxerxes, who would follow 
his father as ruler of the kingdom of Persia.  He is 
spoken of in Ezra chapter 7:1a which states: “Now 
after these things, in the reign of Artaxerxes king of 
Persia.” One commentator who identifies Vashti with 
Amestris has suggested that the reason Vashti refused 

                                                        
1 John F. Walvoord and Roy B. Zuck, eds., The Bible Knowledge 
Commentary: Old Testament (Wheaton, Illinois: Victor Books, 1985), 
700-701. 
2 Hill and Walton,  240. 
3 Walvoord and Zuck,  700. 
4 Archer, 465. 

to come before the king (Esther 1:12) was because she 
was still pregnant with Artaxerxes.5 

Concerning the lack of any identification of 
Mordecai, some scholars who previously rejected the 
book of Esther as fictitious have revised their 
conclusions in light of an inscription published by 
Ungnad that mentions a Marduk-ai-a as an official in 
Susa during the reign of Xerxes.6  Esther 10:2-3 tell us 
of the great advancement of Mordecai to second in 
command over the kingdom because of his braveness, 
loyalty, uncovering of the plot of to assassinate the 
king (6:2), and his relation to Queen Esther (8:1-2), as 
it states:  

“The greatness of Mordecai, whereunto the king 
advanced him…For Mordecai the Jew was next 
unto king Ahasuerus, and great among the Jews.” 
The Biblical text coincides well with this inscription 

listing a Marduk-ai-a as a Persian leader in Susa.  An 
inscription found of Artaxerxes II seems to give good 
reason as to why there is not any greater evidence for 
the characters of the book of Esther.  The inscription 
states that the palace of Xerxes was destroyed by fire 
during the rule of Artaxeres I.  This would mean thirty 
years after Esther, the palace in which she resided was 
gone, and much evidence, as well as a recollection of 
what happened during her time, would have been lost 
with the palace.7  French archaeologists have found 
the remains of Xerxes palace and shown that there are 
no discrepancies between it and the plan of the palace 
found in the book of Esther.8   
 In conclusion, there is an overabundance of 
internal as well as external evidence to state that the 
book of Esther is not only historically accurate, but 
also an important book worthy of Biblical status.  
From its acceptance in history, to the book recording 
God preserving His chosen people as He promised 
throughout Scripture, to the archeological finds 
verifying its historicity, the evidence is ample and 
compelling.  Esther truly shows the faithfulness of 
God, even to a disobedient people. 
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The question of whether the Book of Esther 
should have a place in the Bible is one Bible scholars 
and critics have wrestled with at least as far back as 
ca. A.D. 70, when meetings were held by rabbis at the 
city of Yavne, also called Jamnia. The rabbis there 
discussed which writings had the right to remain as 
apart of the Hebrew Scriptures, calling them books 
which ‘defiled the hands,’ a technical expression 
denoting the books that were the result of prophetic 
inspiration from God.9 The book of Esther was 
discussed at Jamnia because it lacked the name of 
God, the major complaint that is still in use by many 
today to reject the book as worthy of Biblical status.  
This objection, along with the book being too 
artificial, and the lack of historical and archeological 
identification of some of the main characters of the 
plot, also contribute to the doubting of its canonical 
significance. 

Those who doubt the veracity and canonicity 
of the book of Esther because the name of God is 
missing from it can be answered in multiple ways as 
to God’s presence in the book. First, God’s presence is 
clearly seen throughout as the book exhibits the 
Jewish people, chosen of God, being saved 
providentially from an extermination the evil anti-
semite Haman and others in the Persian court had 
planned.  Esther 3:6b details the plot Haman devised 
as it states: “…Haman sought to destroy all the Jews 
that were throughout the whole kingdom of 
Ahasuerus, even the people of Mordecai.10” God’s 
sovereignty is seen throughout the book as He 
prevailed to save the Jewish people from this 
extermination, just as He had promised in His Word 
(Psalms 89:29; Jeremiah 31:37). A second way God’s 
presence is found is His using a Jewish girl named 
Esther to become queen of a gentile nation (Persia) 
and save the people of God from certain destruction. 
That a foreigner, especially one from a nation Persia 
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had conquered and controlled, could become queen of 
such a powerful Gentile nation can only be explained 
by God’s hand of protection and providence. The 
great result that came from the physical salvation of 
the Jewish people in Esther was that the Messiah was 
able to come from that people and fulfill the Old 
Testament prophecies. This attempt to exterminate the 
Jewish people and most importantly Messiah would 
happen again later in Biblical history on a more local 
scale when Herod tried to kill all the infants of 
Bethlehem, in hope he would eliminate the Messiah, 
stopping any future rule (Matthew 2:16).   

The book also records a statement of 
Haman’s wife, Zeresh, as well as his wise men, which 
shows that the Persians feared the people of Israel and 
their God.  Esther 6:13 states:  

”And Haman told Zeresh his wife and all his 
friends every thing that had befallen him. Then 
said his wise men and Zeresh his wife unto him, If 
Mordecai be of the seed of the Jews, before whom 
thou hast begun to fall, thou shalt not prevail 
against him, but shalt surely fall before him.”  

This shows even the Persians knew the God 
of Israel would protect His people. A Persian could 
not overcome a Jew, even though the Persian nation 
ruled over Israel at this time!   

As for explanations for the name of God 
missing, one reason could be that the narrative deals 
with Jewish people who passed up their opportunity to 
return to the promised land for prosperity in Persia, 
remaining with the Gentiles after 536 B.C.11  They 
would not have been obedient like the other Jews who 
had returned to the land as God commanded under 
Zerubbabel.  Also, most of the Jewish people left in 
Persia were not practicing any faith, as their feasts that 
had provided structure for worship had been lost 
before this time, such as Passover (II Kings 23:22) and 
Pentecost (Nehemiah 8:17).12  Most of these Jews 
would have been more secular in nature, uninvolved 
with the Jewish and Biblical culture, and did not have 
the faith of those who returned to the land of Israel.   
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A third theory suggests that the divine name 
may not have been included in the book because of the 
dislike many of the Persian court rulers had for the 
Jewish population.  The story tells of the victory the 
Jews had over the Persians, and the author would fear 
the book being profanely treated if the Jewish God’s 
name was mentioned.13 There could have been an 
attempt to alter the contents of the book, or possibly 
eliminate its presence altogether if the Jewish God 
was emphatically shown to be victorious over the 
Persian people.  This would have been harmful and 
offensive to the faith of many of the Persians and their 
gods. To protect the book, God’s personal names were 
not mentioned. 

One last way God can be seen in the book, 
though his proper name is missing, is by the actions of 
Mordecai and Esther when introduced to the threat of 
Haman. They undertake the Godly practice of fasting 
(Esther 4:15; 9:31), an act that shows Mordecai and 
Esther were looking to God for help in a special way 
with this threat of annihilation.  This was an extra way 
for them to call out to God for help in this great time 
of need.  Fasting is a religious act and could only 
mean Esther and Mordecia were relying on a Higher 
Authority for help in this grave situation they found 
themselves in. 

Other objections to the book’s status as 
Scripture include modern interpreters having 
considered the plot of Esther too artificial to stake a 
claim to historical accuracy.14  This objection states 
the book “is too neatly organized and contrived to be 
accepted as historical.”15 This is opposed by the fact 
that the author gave much detailed knowledge 
concerning the Persian court. The author directed the 
reader to Persian records to verify the story, which 
shows it was written as though it was historically 
accurate and trustworthy. Chapter 10 verse 2 shows 
the author had access to the court records as it states:  
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“And all the acts of his power and of his might, 
and the declaration of the greatness of Mordecai, 
whereunto the king advanced him, are they not 
written in the book of the chronicles of the kings 
of Media and Persia?” 

This verse demonstrates that the author had 
full confidence in what was stated in the book and was 
not afraid for one to check the records of a Gentile 
nation to prove them to be true.   

The book also gives an accurate description 
of court etiquette and describes how the winter capital 
of the imperial court was Susa (Shushan).  The three 
other capitols of Persia at this time included Persepolis 
(Parsa), Babylon, and Ecbatana (Ezra 6:2). Susa is 
clearly identified (Esther 1:2) as a capitol city of 
Persia and where the story begins. Other historical 
accuracies found include the reference to Persian law 
as being irrevocable in the book in chapter 1 verse 19,  
as well as in chapter 8 verse 8, which plays an 
important role in the narrative of the book.  This is 
also seen in other books of the Bible, including Daniel 
chapter 6 verses 8, 12, and 15. It is historical fact that 
Persian law was taken just that seriously and could 
never be changed.  The book also described a Persian 
‘mail service’ that operated in a timely and efficient 
manner. Esther 1:22 states the king:  

“sent letters into all the king's provinces, into 
every province according to the writing thereof, 
and to every people after their language, that 
every man should bear rule in his own house, and 
that it should be published according to the 
language of every people.” 

  This ‘mail’ network played great importance 
in publishing decrees and the law of the king.  This is 
especially seen in Esther as Haman’s proposal and the 
king’s acceptance is sent out this way (3:12-14), as is: 
the counter-decree of the king for the Jews to defend 
themselves (8:9, 10, 14); and the letters of Mordecai 
sent to all the Jews confirming the celebration of 
Purim (9:20, 30) are sent and quickly received through 
this network.  Esther 3:15a describes the speed of the 
couriers of the king when it states: “The posts went 
out, being hastened by the king's commandment, and 
the decree was given in Shushan the palace.” 



 


