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1he Replacement of A Queen:;‘_\iashti and Saul ompare
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INTRODUCTION

The of Saul and the Amalekıtes Sam 15) 1$ Oft  - eferred when the contlıct
between Mordecaı and Haman 1ın the book of Esther 18 discussed. According the COMMUNIS
OP1IN10, thıs provıdes the NECCSSAL y background informatıon ulLy understand e1Ir
cClas. Mordecaıl 18 portraye s()I1 of Kısh Est 293 Just Saul Haman 1S saıd be
Agagıte (Est 31 Since Agag Was the ma  ıte kıng be destroyed DYy Saul, the
presentati1ons of Mordecaı and Haman already indicate their function in the exXi Haman 1s the

enemy” of the Jewısh people, whereas Mordecaı (together ıth Esther) 111 ave
defeat hım, NC Saul cshould Aave one. The author af the exXfi of Esther obviously knew
the STOTY the fight agaınst the Amalakıtes and made usc of them in order DPOTITIaYy hıs
characters maın enemies.‘ thıs short nofte, 11l explore SOINC er lınks between the

of Saul and the book of Esther. More precisely, 111 aAarguc hat the replacement of
Vashtı 15 1088 uDONJN the MO: of the replacement of Saul DYy avıd, part of

specıfic of the author.

HENE|OF FIGURE: STORIES ACASTEE AND SAUL

At the beginnıng of the book of Esther, the Persıian kıng 1$ eXposing his wealth and
all h1is princes by offering banquet during Iess than S1X months Thereafter, he offers
banquet the inhabıitants of HIS capıtal CILy. As the uDON the festivıtiıes, he orders the
AaPpPCATraNce of hIis Vashtı When the Servanits CONVCY hıs order, she refuses. Her
motivatıons for NnOTL showıing AIic NOL mentioned. The kıng 15 NEIY, and HIS
adv1sSOrs. Ihey make the even into natıonal CT1SIS and threat the complete sOc1al order“
in the Persiıan reign by exaggeratıng hat the has one Not Only the Kıng, but 1Iso
all the princes and all the peoples 15 her ecrıme. nstead of the desired glory, VashtIı 111 bring

AA INan in the kıngdom Therefore, Memucan advıses the kıng send Ouf

royal decree hat Can not be evoked Vashtı should be forbidden Ver OMIlC into the ing’s
agaln, and her roya. Status should be given somebody IsSe Before the kıng Call

change h1is mınd, beauty ontest 18 organısed. When the kıng 18381 the beautiful Esther, cshe
pleases hiım and he makes her nstead of Vashtı
The of the replacement of Saul Sam 15) 1s \ArSs sıght quıte dıfferent. Samuel Oorders
Saul in the f (G0d 1g Amalek No ON chould be spared, neıther people NOTL cattlie
Saul indeed the Amalekıtes Together ıth hıs people, though, he D the l1ves of
the kıng Agag and the best of cattle Therefore, God repents that he made Sau]l kıng, for he
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has NOT obeyed. 1r Saul states hat he performe: commandment. The cattle WOU
be ntended An offering for God Irom the people Yet; accordıng Samuel, obedience
owards (J0d 1S IMNOTe important than offerings. Since he rejecte: word, God rejects hım
hıs 1S Oll0owe: DYy the earıng ff GE of Samuel’s robe when Saul tries SLtOD hım. hıs
IS explained DYy Samue|l the earıng off f the kıngdom. God 111 gıve it Ise
(0d ıll NOL change hIis mınd NOT repent. In Sam 16, Samuel 1S sent Bethlehem anoınt
LICW kıng Of all the SOM f Jesse, he anoınts the handsome avı

(COMMON BEI WEEN TH STORIES

1S quıte Obv10us hat ere Afec sıgniıficant dıfferences between both Ihe CONntext in
which the actıon of replacement es place 1$ otally dıfferent. Vashtı 18 NnOL chosen
roya. ruler, Saul 15 Ihe elaborate motivatıon of the disobedience of kıng Sau! CONTtrasts
ıth the fact that for Vas  1S refusal Jo1n the roya. meeting ec4SON5 AdIiC given all
Moreover, in the f aul, God 1S present both in the words OT the characters Saul and
S5Samuel, and actıve character whereas God 1S nOTL ‚VE H6C mentioned iın the Ole
book of Esther Apart from ese ODVIOUS dıfferences both contaın SOINC relevant
Ssimılarıties. Ihe MOST sıgnıficant COININON elements between both SfOTIES AI the replacement
of roya. figure ega actıon; the phraseology of hıs replacement; the motivatıon given
for ıt: the irrevocabıilıty of the decısıon aken; and the MOı of the g0o0d-lookıng hero/hero1ine.

111 elaborate and COmMMentT ach of ese aSpecCIs.
51 The Replacement of a Royal Figure e2a Actıon

The first, ODvI1OuUS, COINIMNON lement between Essther I and Samue]l SO 1s the SUCCESSION
f events roya. figure 1sobeys given order, somebody states hat hıs/her roya.
should be gıven somebody else, and LW roya. figure 1S chosen. One COU object hat hıs
1S co1incidence, inherent fact hat both StOr1es deal ıth the replacement of roya.
fıgure. One should, however, keep in mınd hat normally replacement of kıng/queen has
do 1ıth Negal actıon, namely violent revolutıion. The commander ZımrI1, for instance,
kılls HIS kıng lah and es hıs place Kgs When the people make commander
Omrı kıng VeTI Israel, and the latter besieges Jırzah, Zimri 168 In fiıre he tarted hımself
Kgs 16:16-18). alf of the people want Omrı theır Kkıng The rest of the people prefer
Tıbnı When nı 1S kılled, Omrı becomes definıtı vely kıng N1S aspecCI of ıllegalıty of da
violent revolution 1S$ absent In (OUT StOT1eS. The replacement 1S described Al! A legal dec1ision
hat Can longer be kıng/queen, because of hat hıs kıng/queen has one
Therefore, the roya. STatus 15 aken AWAY and gıven SOMNMICONEC Ise The dec1ısiıon 18 egal,
insofar the speaker has the Jegal) ake hat dec1s10n. In Saul’'s CasSC, ıt 15 Samue|l
who speaks for God Since (j0d made Saul KIng, God Can ISO reject hım In the Case of
Vashti, ıt 18 Memucan, the roya. adv1isor who has gıve the advıse „ according the I1awWw.  AA
(Est B1IS) and the kıng ollows hıs advIise.

The Phraseology
Of Memucan's advıce, ON phrase especlally draws (QUTr attention

Est 1: 1973797 107 1977 1207 IS 712709
Compare ıth

DD 37 1977 439 017 28R M1D20A7 NN PE Y am [ 5D
In both CXIS. SOINCONEC 18 g1Ving the royal Status 1272) (?) the tormer kıng/queen's
(indicated ıth personal suffix) "ne1gNhbour (M1YV/Y) who 1S better han 72) 117  er
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(personal uffix)” hıs simılar formulatıon Cal arı be coincidental. The author 1n. the
substitution of Vashtı ıth the replacement of Saul, Dy usiıng the SdadIlle phraseology.

The Motivatıon for the Replacement of the Royal Figure
Apart from the formulatıon of the verdict, the rationale for the replacement of the roya) figure
15 the Salille ell In both the direct 1CasON 1sS dısobedience gıven order. In the
dsec of Saul disobedience word conveyed DYy 5Samuel, in the dSC of Vashtı
defiance f the ing’s word conveyed DYy hIs servants Moreover, in both9 the A otf
dıisobedience 15 taken VE ser10usly S1inCce ıt stands for SIaAVCI offence Non-complıance 1S
consıidered be rebellıon and stubbornness, IC 15 the SINS of dıvinatıon,
In1quity and ıdolatry accordıng Sam e T: The efusal of Vashtı 18 ecerıme 111a
in the kıngdom, SINCe all 11l lıkewıise o0k uUuDON theır usbands ıth (Est
S

The Irrevocability of the Decision taken

Apart from the above-mentioned specıfic COMMON elements, S(OTIIIC shared elements AdIc NOL
eXclusıvely typıcal for ese SstOrl1es Oonly. Yet, SINCEe they in both storles, they add the
simılarıties between the stor1ı1es. The mo{ of the irrevocability of the dec1sı1on 1S such
lement hıs 19910188 15 inherent in the 1aw of the Persians and the edes, which Cannot be
evoked (Est 1 cf. Dan 6:8,12,15). Yet, it 18 repeate: when the SeEervants notice that the kıng
remembers Vashti, hat she has done, and hat has een decıded agaınst her. Before he Can

change nN1IS mind, the SErvants suggest beauty CON(TeST, 1C makes the rejection of Vashtı
permanent (Est 223 In Samuel [D thıs MOLL of ırrevocabıilıty 18 present in God
111 NOL lıe repentT. Though Samuel himself gr1eves VeEeT Saul, God makes his decision
irrevocable by sending hım anomt NCW kıng Sam 1).

The Motif of the Good-Llooking Hero/Heroine

The v  eautıiful appearance” motif Can be OUunN! back in INanYy storles. It indıcate the
ero heroine, ell the divine favour. In the SaJmne WdY, Joseph, Moses, Saul, aVvl|
and Judıth AdIc all beautıful/g0ood 00k (Gen 39:6; Exod Sam Sam 16:12: Jdt
6 All ese DPCISON}NS AdIc chosen/send SAadVC elr people oth DCISONS who replace the
Drev1OuUs roya. f1gure saıd be good-lookıng (Davıd: Sam LG: 12: Esther: Est C:
quality in COINIMNON 1ıth e1ir predecessor au. Sam Vashtı: Est 1:1 1) the book of
Esther, thıs mot1 lays important role the SLOTY, since being beautıful W ds requiırement

become Simultaneously, her beauty cContrıibutes the expectation of the reader that
che 4171 be the 0)81> who her people
10 SUuTIn the stories of Vashtı and of Saul Can be described replacement of roya.
i1gure” Typiıcal for ese specific replacement StOr1eSs 18, however, hat the replacement
1s eas accordıng the ega. and non-violent. Moreover, the phraseology of the
decision hat the royal Status should be gıiven SUOTMLCOMNC Ise 1s VeEIYy sımılar. The ratıonale
for the replacement 1s in both the SadInNe dısobedience gıven order, which 15 taken

sSymbol for Ven SraVvVer offence TIhe dec1ision en 18 ırrevocable. Ihe replacements of
the roya. figure both ANSWeT the tradıtional descrıption of the hero/heroine chosen and send
SAaJVC the people Moreover, both predecessors handsome ell All ese aspects
together ead the conclusıon that the author of Esther made NOL only USC of Sam S

Thıs 15 sually the only explanatıon gıven Esther’s beautiful aAaPPCATANCO In Est Z cf. Bush, Op.CIt.,306/7; Beal, Op.Clt., 29-3()
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background for the conflict between Mordecaı and Haman, but Iso for the replacement
In bsther E

CONSTRUCTING NK: BELITWEEN S AUL AND V ASHTI, DAVID AND ESTHER

Once the simılarıties AIC stated, ON question remaıns: why? WhNny portrayıng the substitution
of Vashtı DYy Esther in the Salllc WdYy the replacement f Saul DYy Davıd? WOU that
the author of Esther made uUSsSCcC of several aSDECIS of the StOrles Saul and aVvl| SINCEe hıs
has d d effect hat Esther 15 implicıtly portraye HC  S Davıd She 15 the better han
Vashtıi, aVl 1S the better kıng han Saul Moreover, the parallels evoke the question: 15
Esther chosen queen? the of Saul, C  y intentions, acCtONs ATC

clearly mentioned. TIhe replacement of Sau] 15 ntiende:| Dy GOod, and the NECEW kıng 1S
cho1ce. In the 00k of Esther, (G0od 15 character in the STOTY, and VEn NOL GVL eferred
all hıs sılence speaks of God, least, of the possibility hat God 18 actıve in the
events As Fox clearly enumerates,4 several aSDPECIS of the book ave een sed
evıidence for actıve allusıons and ints SucC the certaın TESCUC "Irom
nother place ); the Ialn y coincidences SucC the fact hat ere 15 VaACaNCcY of queenshıip,
hat Eissther mee(is the ecrıterion of beauty, that che 15 chosen OutL of al her competitors eiCHK the
Ialn y reversals IC Can be en sıgn f intervention; the eme of the Survıval
of the Jews, s 1S In lıne 1ıth 11l All Of ese aAaSPECIS Call, however, Iso be
explaıned wıthout A diıvine intervention. According FOX, 1t Can be decısıvely
determıned whether (J0d 1$ present NOL. Thıs 1S, in A1S VIEW, areful construction. Ihe
uthor 1S NOT absolutely certaın about role In hıstory FOox concludes: "the author
CONVCYS hIis belıef that ere Caln be definıtıve knowledge of he workıings of hand In
history. Not An wonderful delıverance Can that G0od Was dırecting even(tSs; 1OL could
threat and dısaster hıs absence. ”” hıs 0€s NOT, however, I1NCan hat the DOOKkK of Eissther
contaıns eOlogy. The underlyıng eOlogy 15 ONEC of posstbility: the possı1bıilıty hat (G0d 1S
present and actıve in hIStOrY, hus FOoxX opınlon, hıs 1s exactly hat the uthor creates
when he descrıibes the replacement of Vashtı in terms of the replacement of Saul hınt
possible actıvıty of (GJ0d in ese events It 1S possiıble that hand 1$ present ın hHı1s
replacement by Esther, Since God HGE rejeete Saul in order g1ve his ingshıp another.,
who 18 better han he 1S possıble hat (G0d 18 fiıghting ıth Esther and Mordecaı agaınst
lek' Al HE 1S saıd that HWH 111 1g Amalek from generatiıon generatıon XO

5 CONCLUSION

The book of Eissther 0es clearly uUusSec the of Samuel Ihe eXi 0es NnOTL only hınt
the function of Mordecaı and Haman in the DYy makıng of Mordecaı descendant of S aul
and of Haman Orn of the Jews. It alsSO buıllds the replacement of Vashtı wıth
elements of the replacement of Saul Thıs construction fits A general of the author
creating hints the possıbilıty hat God 18 present in the events More precıisely, the uthor

the possı1bıilıty hat God 1s work In the replacement of Vashti, ell AaN in the cho1i1ce
of the beautiful Esther the HO:  < YUCEN.
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