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Recalling Memuchan 

Juan-Paul Burke 

 

Early on in Megilat Esther we are introduced to Memuchan, an advisor of King Achashverosh.1 Some say 

that Memuchan was none other than the righteous prophet Daniel.2 There are others who contradict this 

and say that Memuchan was really the evil Haman3 (while Daniel was Hasoch, Queen Esther’s messenger 

to Mordechai).4 Either way, it was Memuchan’s advice to King Achashverosh (a raging drunk at the 

time), that led to the execution of his Queen, Vashti.5 

Targum gives an interesting account of what happened “the morning after” once King Achashverosh had 

sobered up and calmed down. In chatting with his nobles, he was astounded to be told that he had ordered 

Queen Vashti’s execution, which he denied, claiming that he had only ordered that she lose her royal 

status as queen but not her life! His nobles insisted that he had ordered Vashti’s execution in counsel with 

the King’s seven advisors. Immediately the King’s anger flared up and he ordered his seven advisors to be 

executed by hanging. 6 

We see how the terrible combination of rage and drunkenness led to Vashti’s execution.7 Whether King 

Achashverosh spoke the order clearly, ambiguously or by mistake, it appears that in a calm and sober 

state, he did not really want his Queen executed. Simply read, the verse talks about “replacing” Vashti, 

not executing.8 One can imagine how a misplaced word when in a drunken rage could lead to the wrong 

order being carried out, “Remove her head!” instead of “Remove her crown!” or “Let her crown be 

without a head!” instead of “Let her head be without a crown!” Memuchan may also have had his own 

selfish motivations for interpreting the King as ordering an execution rather than removing her from her 

royal status. 

According to this Targum the King had ordered the execution of the seven advisors who had counselled 

him to execute Vashti, which would then include Memuchan. That is fine if you say Memuchan was 

Daniel, as we don’t find him mentioned after this point. But if you say Memuchan was Haman, who is 

mentioned throughout, then how is this Targum to be understood? In fact, Targum is of those that say that 

Memuchan was Haman and so appears to contradict itself?!9 

I’d like to propose a possible resolution to this contradictory Targum. There is a custom on Purim to dress 

up, to conceal one’s identity, reminiscent of how Queen Esther concealed her Jewish identity to King 

Achashverosh. Here could be another source for dressing up, reminiscent of how Haman concealed his 

identity of being Memuchan! 

 
1 Esther 1:14 
2 Pirkei D’Rebbi Eliezer 49 (see Tosfos, Megila 12b); Targum Sheini Esther 
3 Targum Esther 1:16; Megila 12b; Maharsho, Megila 12b, remez roshei tevos, Tehillim 22:21 
4 Targum Esther 4:5; Megila 15a 
5 Targum Esther 1:19; Rashi, Esther 1:19 
6 Targum Esther 2:1; See Bach, Megila 12b note 3 
7 Midrash Esther 5:12 
8 Esther 1:19 
9 Targum Esther 1:16 
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Here follow supports for this proposition:  

1) The last time Memuchan is mentioned is before the first time Haman is mentioned. 

2) We have Joseph as a precedent of someone who successfully concealed his identity from people 

close to him, namely his brothers, who did not recognise him when he was 2nd in command of 

Egypt. 

3) There were a few years between the incident with Vashti and the first time we are introduced to 

Haman. 

4) Haman was extremely wealthy and so it is plausible that he found a way to buy himself out of his 

own execution. This is possibly hinted at in the Midrash:10 

   

Said R’ Nechemia, “Couldn’t he [Haman] save himself with all the wealth he had?! 

Rather this teaches you that when the time of the wicked’s downfall has arrived, no 

amount of wealth can save him, ‘Storehouses of evil will be of no benefit and charity 

saves from death.11’” 

 

This Midrash could be hinting that only when the “time of the wicked’s downfall has arrived” is 

wealth of no use for them, but that it is of use if it is not yet the time of their downfall, such as 

here when Memuchan was to be executed and saved himself through his wealth! 

 

 
10 Midrash Mishlei 10:1 
11 Mishlei 10:2 
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