The Mitzva of Amalek in the Book of Shmuel Aleph

1.1 Shmuel 15:2-3
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"Thus says the LORD of Hosts: | have taken note of what Amalek did to Israel, how he laid a plot for him on the
way, when he came up from Egypt. Now go and strike Amalek and put under the ban all that he has; do not
spare him, but kill man and woman, infant and suckling, ox and sheep, camel and donkey."

2. Rashi, Devarim 25:19, s.v. "Timcheh et zecher Amalek"
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"From man to woman, from infant to suckling, from ox to sheep (I Samuel 15:3) — so that the name of Amalek
should not be mentioned even in reference to an animal, [to prevent people] from saying, 'This animal belonged
to Amalek.""

3. Devarim 25:17-19
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"Remember what Amalek did to you on the way, as you were leaving Egypt — how he met you on the way and cut
down all the stragglers at your rear, when you were faint and weary, and he did not fear God. Therefore, when the

LORD your God grants you rest from all your enemies around you, in the land which the LORD your God is giving
you as an inheritance to possess, you shall blot out the memory of Amalek from under heaven. Do not forget."

4. Sifrei Devarim, Piska 296 (gloss 6, Vilna Gaon version)
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"The Holy One, blessed be He, swore by His Throne of Glory that He would not leave a descendant or grandchild
of Amalek — nor even a camel or a donkey — under all the heavens, so that people should not say, 'This camel
belonged to Amalek.'"

5. Rambam, Laws of Kings and Their Wars, Chapter 5, Halachot 4-5
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Halacha 4: "It is a positive commandment to place the seven [Canaanite] nations under the ban, as it is said, 'You
shall utterly destroy them.' And anyone who has one of them in his power and does not kill him transgresses a



negative commandment, as it is said, 'You shall not let any soul live' — though their memory has already been
lost."

Halacha 5: "Likewise it is a positive commandment to destroy the memory of Amalek, as it is said, 'You shall blot
out the memory of Amalek.' And it is a positive commandment to constantly remember his evil deeds and his
ambush, in order to arouse hostility toward him, as it is said, 'Remember what Amalek did to you.' From the oral
tradition they learned: 'Remember' — with the mouth; 'do not forget' — in the heart, for it is forbidden to forget
his enmity and hatred."

6. Minchat Chinuch, Mitzvah 604
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"This matter — that even the animals must be killed — is not stated explicitly in the Rambam, and | do not know
from where Rashi derived it... And from the incident with Shaul there is no proof, for the Holy One, blessed be He,
commanded him at that time through Shmuel; but that this should be a commandment for [all] generations, we
have not heard."

7. Abarbanel, | Shmuel Chapter 15 (The Third Question)
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"The third question concerns what He commanded him: 'and put under the ban all that he has,' etc., '‘and kill man
and woman,' etc., 'infant and suckling, ox and sheep, camel and donkey.' Now, the divine Torah commanded that
we destroy the memory of Amalek, but it did not command that we place under the ban all that belongs to him,
nor did it forbid his spoil to Israel — indeed it is good that they should eat his spoil and also place it among their
own possessions. It is therefore difficult: why, then, did the prophet Shmuel add to his punishment by forbidding
the spoil in this instance?"

8. Klei Chemdah (Rabbi Dan Placzky), Parashat Ki Teitzei, Letter 15
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"And it now appears that this is what Shaul meant: since in truth the [wanton] killing of animals involves a Torah
prohibition, then even though you are indeed a recognized prophet, nevertheless, since there is no need here 'to
safequard the matter,’ and on the contrary this could breed cruelty among the people, he therefore made a
compromise — that they should offer these [animals] as sacrifices, so that Shmuel's word, the killing of the animals,
would thereby be fulfilled, without breeding a trait of cruelty."

9.1 Shmuel 15:24
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"And Shaul said to Shmuel: | have sinned, for | have transgressed the command of the LORD and your words,
because | feared the people and heeded their voice."



10. Emet L'Yaakov (Rabbi Yaakov Kamenetsky), | Shmuel 15
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"Why did he say that he transgressed both the command of the LORD and the words of the prophet, when
seemingly the prophet told him nothing that was not already a commandment from the Torah — to blot out the
memory of Amalek? ... The very act of going out to war is not itself a new commandment of the prophet! ... It
appears that the prophet innovated here a command concerning the animals ... and this is something not written
in the Torah ... Accordingly, the verse is to be understood: 'for | transgressed the command of the LORD' — that |
did not kill Agag; 'and your words' — that | did not kill the animals."

11. Rashi, | Shmuel 15:3, s.v. "mishor v'ad seh"
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"For they [the Amalekites] were sorcerers, who would transform themselves and make themselves resemble an
animal."

12. Rabbi Aharon Lichtenstein, "By the Light of Your Countenance They Shall Walk" (Yediot
Achronot Publishing) p. 146
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"Shaul was commanded to destroy an entire nation — a morally horrifying command. The only justification for this
is that the destruction constitutes the fulfillment of an unambiguous divine command. Therefore, had Shaul acted
out of motives of pure fear of Heaven and obedience to God's command, he would have had to carry out the
commandment precisely... The proof is that he killed everyone, yet had mercy on his counterpart, his fellow
monarch [Agag]... because he killed them not on account of the divine command in itself — which is the only thing
capable of overriding the moral consideration — but rather out of military, diplomatic, or political calculations."

13. Rabbi Yaakov Medan, "The Renewing Scriptures," Herzog College, Tevunot, p. 322
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"The spoil and its collection, already in the early stages of the war, were a clear recipe for the failure of the war's
entire objectives. Shaul's army reaches the city of Amalek, strikes it in battle, and instead of exploiting its military
success to pursue the fleeing soldiers... Shaul's army preferred to exploit the victory at the city of Amalek for the
personal needs of plunder and spoil, and thereby lost its advantage in the war as a whole. Amalek remained to
harass the settlements of southern Judah and the settlements of the Negev... The war against Amalek thus
resembled its predecessor, the battle of Michmas, in which the people pounced on the spoil, stopped to feast on
meat with the blood, and lost their physical energy and their moral strength to continue pursuing the Philistines."



14. Chiddushei HaGriz on the Torah, p. 108
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English:

"And it appears necessarily from this, that although the war against Amalek is one of the three commandments
Israel was commanded upon their entry into the Land, they are only obligated [to wage it] by way of prophecy
instructing them to fight. For if not so, why was a special command needed here [through Shmuel]? And this is
made clear in the verse (Beshalach, Exodus 17:16), 'The LORD will be at war with Amalek' — meaning, this is a
war conducted by the word of God."



