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Introduction

The introduction to 1 Samuel Booklet 1 is intended to cover II Samuel as well, so I will quote only a brief extract from it here: As we study this book we must do so as God’s trusting children, eager to learn what He has done in the past, and gain fresh insight into His ways by understanding what He was teaching in Samuel’s time. Beware of thinking that traditional interpretations and applications by Godly men cover the whole truth. Beware of accepting the attitudes and views of learned but ungodly men who treat the texts and truths as things on which we should sit in judgment. And beware of wasting time in arguing against their arguments. What we hold in our hands is the Word of the Living God. Let's receive it from His hands, content if uncertainties are left uncertain, because He chose it to be so. And assured that His Spirit in us will indeed guide us into all truth. Not answer all our questions to our satisfaction, but expecting Him to bring the text to life for us and apply it to the life of God’s people today. 

As a historical record It’s obvious that this book doesn’t move forward in a strictly chronological way. Hebrew thinking, as seen in the OT, always tends to cluster items around subjects, rather than in the order in which they happened. This is true in 2 Samuel, but in addition to that the last chapters are largely flashbacks summarising previous events, many of which are not recorded earlier.

As portraying a Messiah – Anointed Deliverer of God’s people. David the king is the great figure in this book, and, when he is walking in the light, he is a true representative of the ideal theocratic king – a king who reigns as God’s agent and representative. His leadership was decisive and effective. His decisions were generally wise and kind. He captured Jerusalem from the Jebusites and made it his royal city and residence. In chapters 1-10 the book records the victories in the life of faith of David the servant of God. 

David’s failure to live up to the Messianic ideal. After the description of David’s glory and success, chapters 11-20 record his failures when prosperity had seduced him from the path of faith into self will and self-indulgence. (His sin with Bathsheba. His leniency with the wickedness of his sons. The consequences of these, including his failure to govern effectively.) But the Lord’s grace and patient care, and David’s responsiveness, enabled him to acknowledge and repent of his sin. He was restored to fellowship with God as a man after God’s heart, and his reign set the standard by which later kings were judged, 2 Ki 18:3; 22:2. When David and the nation had suffered the disciplinary results of pride and disobedience, 12:10-12, the nation was restored to unity. This made it ready for his son Solomon to demonstrate something of the ideal theocratic king’s reign in peace and prosperity. 

Political-Economic. Under David’s rule the Lord made Israel prosper as a nation She defeated her enemies, and as had been promised Gen 15:18, extended her rule from Egypt to the Euphrates. 

Footnote **1 Although much of this learned work is beyond my interest and understanding, that it thoroughly explores the grammatical and linguistic structure of the text, and defends its integrity, should mean that it would be of interest and comfort to those who have to wrestle with equally learned, but negative critics who try to “prove” that the text is a flawed, composite thing. If you are at home with such terms as anaphora, anastrophically, anthropopathic conceptions, cohortative, epiphora, gnomic quatrain, parallismus membrorum, paranomasia, syntactic arch, syntagmata, tristic strophes, etc, you may gain more from them than I could!!

Spiritual- Religious. David brought the ark of the Lord to Jerusalem, publicly acknowledging the Lord’s kingship and rule over himself and the nation, 6:1-20; Ps 132:3-5, Then he wanted to build a temple for the Lord, as a place for His throne, the Ark. As God’s house this would be the place for Israel to worship Him. But in response to David's desire to build a glorious house for God Nathan was sent to tell David that instead the Lord would build a house for him in the sense that his family would be kings, and that in some unexplained way that kingdom would last forever. The Lord established this promise as a Covenant with David. Cp Ps 89:34-37. And it was unconditional – in it God’s grace will triumph over human failure. This covenant takes up the promise of victory over the evil one, Gen 3:15; Abraham, Gen 12:2-3; 13:16; 15:5; and Judah, Gen 49:8-11. And makes clear that the fulfilment will be through the royal family of king David. Later the prophets state that a descendant of David, who sits on David’s throne, will be the perfect Theocratic King. He will achieve the redemption of God’s people spiritually. Christ the Son of David fulfils the Sinai Law and its covenant, and sets it aside for a new and internalised Law and covenant, Rom 8; 2 Cor 3:2-5:21; Col 1:27; Heb 8:6-10:23. And in due course will physically rule in peace and righteousness, and God’s people will share with Him in His triumph over evil, Isa 9:6-7, 11:1-16; Jer 23:5-6; 30:8-9; 33:14-16; Eze 34:23-24; 37:24-25, and in different senses, Mt 23:37:39; Rom 16:20. 

Conclusion The book ends with David’s own words of praise to God who had delivered him from all his enemies, 22:31-51. And with words expressing his expectation of the fulfilment of the promise that there would be a king of the house of David who would reign in righteousness, 23:3-5. These songs echo many of the themes of Hannah’s song, 1 Sam 2:1-10. Together these opening and closing songs frame and interpret the main narrative of the book of Samuel. 

The Testimony of Archaeology

Israel- Archaeologists have confirmed that in the years covered by the book of Samuel there was considerable destruction of towns East of Jordan, and the towns were fortified. West of Jordan the towns were generally unfortified, and fewer were destroyed. This confirms the Bible picture of Western Israel functioning as a more coherent unit. The large increase in settlements in that area also confirms that Israel was becoming a stronger and more prosperous state, Bar 97/4; 98/2. Archaeological excavation confirms the size and power of the Philistine cities at this time. We would expect this as in the Bible they were Israel’s most dangerous enemy from the time of Samson on. It isn’t surprising that in 2nd Samuel we find recorded that the first task of David and united Israel was to fend off their attacks. And then to conquer them.

Jerusalem- A hilly outcrop and a good flow of water from a permanent spring made this an excellent site for a small city. And it’s situated on the only trade route across the south of Israel. But there are few remains of ancient Jerusalem. Those who wish to discredit the Bible, and the Jewish claim to Jerusalem, have used this as an excuse to attack them. Most ancient towns in Canaan were build of sun-dried brick, and after each destruction the fallen houses were levelled, burying broken pottery etc. This made the city 2 or 3 metres higher, and so improved its defences. And the remains of the old level are there to be excavated. 

The wetter climate of Jerusalem was unsuitable for building in clay, and layers of soft limestone were available, so the city was built in stone. After each destruction those re-building usually cleared the site down to bedrock for a firm foundation and re-used stone from earlier buildings. The smallness of the site surrounded by steep rock slopes meant that the whole area was cleared and the debris dumped into the surrounding valleys. The Tyropean valley was completely filled and the city expanded over it by NT times. Herod, and the Romans, quarried the bedrock itself. So in Jerusalem little is left of the Jebusite or Israelite towns. Because of the Mosques on the Temple site, and private houses on the City of David site, only a limited area can be excavated. Arguments for and against the Bible statements about ancient Jerusalem, and the evidence on which they are based are set out in Bar 97/4; 98/4; 98/2; 99/2; 00/5. I have read these carefully and am convinced that what the Bible says is well supported by what archaeologists have unearthed. 

1:1-10:19 David’s Rise to Glorious Kingship

(This section describes the steps by which David rose to the height of his career as Israel’s God-anointed King. He captured and rebuilt Jerusalem as the capital city of Israel, and in due course it became the spiritual, worship centre of the nation. He defeated their enemies and brought peace and prosperity to Israel. He honoured his covenant with Jonathan by being generous to his son Mephibosheth. He fulfilled a number of prophecies: Judah’s rise to leadership, Gen 49:10. Israel’s rule extended to the Euphrates, Gen 15:18. Edom, Moab, and Amalek subdued, Num 24:17-21. A city where the Lord would place His name, Deu 12:5.

Most important of all, while his intention to build a “house for God,” was blocked, God established with David a covenant that a descendant of his would fulfil all His promises of redemption and blessing. David displayed some of the features of Israel’s Messiah – Anointed King, before he showed his hopeless inadequacy for that role. The Lord Was central in the events of this section - He is named 12 times in chapters 1-4, but named 39 times in chapters 5-8. From now on this promise of a lasting dynasty in association with the Lord, whose blessing rests on Zion (the city where He placed His Name,) is a central theme for the OT. 

David’s life also pictured the life of national Israel. They also would enjoy a period of triumph, power, wealth and blessing before they fall into sin and go into exile East of the promised land, and return. This demonstrates human failure, God’s judgment on it, and God’s restorative mercy. )

1:1-16 The Report of Saul’s Death 

(Saul’s death closes an era, as in Josh 1:1; Judg 1:1, but the story of David rising to be king over Israel, as promised by the Lord, continues from I Samuel. We are shown the steps by which power was transferred from Saul and his family to David, and the way David chose to exercise that power. Throughout this, one thing is made clear – the anointed of the Lord must act in obedient fellowship with his Lord, in receiving the promised kingdom and blessings. The end doesn’t justify the means. The means must be appropriate to the end. Cp Satan’s offer of world dominion to “The Son of David,” Lk 4:5-8. )

1:1-3 After the death of Saul, WHEN David WAS returned from the slaughter of the Amalekites.. Ziklag two days- When we allow for time spent in travelling it seems two things were happening at about the same time: David was wiping out the Amalekites who had raided Ziklag. Saul was defeated and dying as the final consequence of his failure to obey the Lord in killing all Amalekites. And, final irony, the man who brought news, and claimed to have killed Saul, was one of the Amalekites who should have been killed by Saul.

On the third day **2 a man arrived from Saul’s camp, with clothes RENT/torn, and EARTH/dust on his head- His appearance showed that he brought bad news, 13:31; Cp Josh 7:6; 1 Sa 4:12; Job 2:12; Acts 14:14. They had seen the powerful Philistine army on its way north, and knowing the state of mind of Saul and his army, would have feared that Israel would be defeated. 

Footnote **2 The expression the 3rd day is used often. Unless it simply means “after a few days” it seems to have a special significance. Gen 1:13, plants, 1st life form from the dead. Gen 22:4 Abraham saw the place afar; Gen 31:22. Laban knew Jacob fled. Gen 40:20 After Dream Pharaoh’s birthday. Gen 42:18 After brothers imprisoned. Ex 19:11, 15-16 God would come down and establish covenant. Lev 7:17-18 Sacrifice to be destroyed if not eaten. Num 19:12; Purification after touching dead body. Num 31:19, Uncleanness from killing in war, etc. Josh 9:17 Israel reached Gibeon after treaty. See also Judg 20:30; 1 Sa 20:5, 12; 30:1; 1Ki 3:18; 12:12; 2 Ki 20:5, 8; 2 Chr 10:12; Ezra 6:15; Eze 5:1; Hos 6:2. There’s a link with Resurrection in Mt 16:21; 17:23; 20:19; 27:64; Mk 9:31; 10:34; Lk 9:22; 18:33; 24:7; 21, 46; Acts 18:40; 1 Cor 15:4.

When he came to David he fell on the ground.. DID OBEISANCE/to pay him honour- Respect would be shown to any tribal leader, but running to bring news to David, and prostrating himself before David suggests that he was acknowledging him as king of Israel. Where.. from?.. I have escaped from the Israelite camp- He must have been young, fit, and a good runner to be first to reach David with the news. And those same qualities would have enabled him to escape with Saul’s crown etc before the Philistines closed in on Saul and stripped his body.

1:4-8 HOW/What happened? David asked.. The men fled.. Many.. died. Saul and Jonathan are dead As Jonathan was  David’s close friend, and is a central feature of David’s lament it’s natural that he should be specially mentioned. The Amalekite may have known of the death of Saul’s other sons, and reported that, but it wouldn’t have been worth recording.  David said.. How do you know Saul.. and Jonathan are dead?- Such serious news needed to be checked thoroughly before David could respond as he should. I happened BY CHANCE to be on Mount Gilboa- He doesn’t claim to be a member of Saul’s army. Armies have always drawn hangers-on, and human jackals and vultures have always been quick to take advantage of battles. Taking property from the dying and dead was profitable. In view of 1 Sa 15 it’s ironic that Saul’s death is reported by an Amalekite. 

Saul leaning on his spear- This rings true. In the records Saul and his spear are constantly mentioned together, 1 Sa 18:10-11; 19:9-10; 22:6; 26:7, 22. the chariots and HORSEMEN/riders FOLLOWED HARD AFTER/almost upon him- The Israelites, being on foot, would have retreated to a place too steep for chariot access, and defended it. The archers in the chariots could pin them down, and hold them until Philistine foot soldiers could arrive and finish them off. This would provide time for the recorded events to take place. He asked, Who are you? An Amalekite- Unlike the armour bearer, 1 Sam 31:4, an Amalekite would have no scruples about killing the Lord’s anointed. 

1:9-12 Then he said.. kill me FOR ANGUISH IS COME UPON ME/I am in the throes of death.. So I.. killed him, because I WAS SURE/knew that HE COULD NOT LIVE/survive- This story differs from that in 1 Sa 31:3-6, but Saul could have fallen on his sword as in 1 Sa 31, but still been in the process of dying. Or this man may have claimed to have killed Saul so as to justify his removal of the King’s crown and bracelet, and because he expects David to reward him for killing Saul, 4:10. Judging by the role of Amalekites in the Bible **3 we need not be surprised that this one has twisted his story to increase the reward he hoped to gain from David. He knew any worldly-wise man in David’s position would reward him richly for bringing news and the royal insignia that could establish him as king. But David didn’t have the heart of an Amalekite, but a heart that mirrored the Lord’s heart. 

I took the crown.. And BRACELET/band on his arm and brought them here to my lord- Saul died apparently as night was falling, as the Philistines came the next day and found his body, and by then this man had robbed his body of the crown and bracelet, 1 Sa 31:8-9. 

Footnote **3 Amalek, is the personification of the flesh - self-centred human nature - irresponsibly opportunist, and incapable of carrying out God’s will, Rom 8:8. For Saul to be killed by an Amalekite was appropriate, as Saul himself was a man of the flesh - ruled by his human nature and its desires. The natural fleshly response to the news of Saul’s death would have been to don the stolen regalia and march north with his men to claim kingship over Israel in God’s name, and shatter Israel with civil war. But it wouldn’t have been right for David to receive the kingdom from an Amalekite. The man with Faith in God and His promises, wasn’t in a hurry, Isa 28:16.

David and all the men.. took hold of their clothes and RENT/tore them- Cp 1 Sa 4:12. They mourned and wept- Saul had treated them as rebels and enemies, but their hearts were loyal to Israel and to the Lord God of Israel. His purposes had included making Saul Israel’s king, and as Saul had been anointed by the Lord his defeat and death were mourned as a disgrace and tragedy for all Israelites. and fasted- 3:35; 1 Sa 31:13. till evening for Saul.. Jonathan.. the PEOPLE/army of the LORD.

1:13-16 David said.. Where are you from? .. an Amalekite- He had already said, 1:8, but David checked it. His identity was relevant to the correctness of the news, and the nature of the response which it called for. Why were you not afraid to.. destroy the LORD’s anointed?- To an Amalekite there was no difference between one king and another. He had no relationship with the Lord, and cared nothing for the fact that Saul had been chosen by the Lord. 1 Sa 9:16; 24:6. 

David.. said.. FALL UPON/strike him down!- David wasn’t glad to hear of Saul’s death. Instead he lamented the tragedy involved, for Saul personally, and for the nation of Israel. And the disgrace to the Lord God of Israel. The crown and bracelet symbolised Saul’s kingship. David seems to have refused to receive them from the hands of an Amalekite, an enemy who claimed to have killed the Lord’s anointed. Even at the level of worldly wisdom this would taint David’s kingship in the eyes of Israel. To reward the Amalekite for his actions could be twisted by enemies into meaning that David had hired him to kill Saul in the battle, and bring the crown to him. David, as the Lord’s anointed king, must carry out the righteous sentence of his Lord. A murderer must be killed, not rewarded.

So he SMOTE/struck him down, and he died. David said.. Your blood be on your own head- Josh 2:19; 1 Ki 2:37. David acquired the royal regalia, not by joining the Philistines and killing Saul in battle, but by killing a man who claims to have killed Saul. Your own mouth testified.. SLAIN/killed the Lord’s anointed.
1:17-27 David’s Lament for Saul, Jonathan & Israel’s Army

(It was usual for a lament to be sung at the death of a great leader. That Saul’s persistent enmity to David was brought to an end by his death under God’s judgment makes this lament special. And it is the most stirring Biblical tribute to those who have fallen in battle in defence of God’s people Israel. It declares for all time that in spite of Saul’s actions David was loyal to him as the Lord’s anointed king. And it demonstrates that he was fitted to be Israel’s next king, and, under God, to found their permanent dynasty. David stood with Israel in his lament and led them in lamentation. )

1:17-18 David LAMENTED/took up this LAMENTATION/lament OVER/concerning Saul and Jonathan- David publicly expressed sorrow over the loss of Saul’s so largely wasted life. HE BADE THEM TEACH/ordered the men of Judah be taught THE USE OF/this lament of the bow- The bow was a common Israelite weapon, 22:35. Saul’s death resulted from arrow-inflicted wounds, 1 Sa 31:3. The Hebrew says literally teach the sons of Judah Bow, which may mean David encouraged Israelites to become skilful archers so that they would not experience a similar defeat. Or it may mean he insisted that the men of his army and his tribe of Judah, learn this lament so as to honour Saul in his death. This would remind Israelites in general that David had always at heart been loyal to Saul, and, as his legitimate successor, continued to honour him. This would help to make him acceptable to the nation as a whole. There was a permanent value in such poetry that reinforced the value of God-appointed kingship in Israel, and valued the sacrifice of those who died to support such a king for the good of their country. 

(it is written in the book of Jashar.)- Josh 10:13. Book of the upright. Perhaps a written record of the great actions of God’s heroes, as in Hebrews 11. The reliability of the Biblical books of Samuel and Kings is reinforced by the fact that the writers acknowledge the existence of other records and make use of them. Cp 1 Chr 29:29; Prov 25:1. 

1:19-21 THE/Your BEAUTY/glory- Tsebi- Glory, honour, beauty, or Gazelle. Gazelles survive and flourish under harsh conditions so they could be said to be the glory, the most beautiful creature of the wilderness. Saul was physically outstanding, 1 Sa 10:23-24, anointed by God as king, victor over the Ammonites, 1 Sa 11:11-13. Jonathan had honoured God in faith that led to a victory, 1 Sa 14:6-15. So they had in their different ways been the glory of Israel. O Israel, lies slain- The defeat and destruction of Saul, his family, and the army of Israel is viewed as a unit. The glory of Israel was slain, the might of Israel had fallen in defeat.

How the mighty have fallen- Saul is no longer a threat to David’s life, but instead of expressing selfish pleasure as he had done re Nabal, David directs attention to any good that Saul and Jonathan had done. And the fact that their loss was a tragedy. 

Tell it not in Gath.. Lest the daughters of the Philistines.. the uncircumcised TRIUMPH/ rejoice- Alaz- To jump for joy. They would be rejoicing, 1 Sa 31:9-10, but David expresses his heart’s desire that the enemies of God’s people might not know of the victory. To them Israel and Israel’s God shared in the disgrace which unbelief and disobedience had brought on their army. Cp Ex 32:2; Num 14:13-19; Deu 9:28; Josh 7:9; Mic 1:10. 

O mountains of Gilboa.. neither dew nor rain. Nor fields yield offerings of grain- In his grief David pronounced a curse-wish on the area where Saul had been defeated and killed. Cp Job 3:3-26; Jer 20:14-18. Poetically David is saying that the land of Israel should echo the sorrow of the people of Israel. It seemed wrong that the site of Israel’s defeat and Saul’s death should continue to be fruitful as if nothing had happened. 

For there the shield of the mighty IS VILELY CAST AWAY/was defiled- Gaal- To detest, reject. Saul and Jonathan had been fighting in defence of God’s people when they were cut off, and their weapons made useless by their death. An anointed person as well as an anointed shield fell on Mt Gilboa. The shield of Saul – no longer rubbed with oil- Leather-covered shields were rubbed with oil to preserve their strength, Isa 21:5. (As we do with leather boots.)

1:22-24 From the blood of the slain, from the FAT/flesh- Cheleb- The richest or choicest part, the fat. the bow of Jonathan.. The sword of Saul did not return EMPTY/ unsatisfied- In the Hebrew language the mouth of the sword devoured those killed. In spite of Saul’s failure to continue in fellowship with the Lord in His purposes for His people, he and Jonathan had fulfilled part of them, in defending Israel from her enemies. That raiding enemies had been killed and robbed of their treasures is pictured as the weapons of Saul and Jonathan having fed on the life-blood, and prosperity-fatness of Israel’s enemies.

Saul and Jonathan.. were LOVELY/loved and PLEASANT/gracious- There were aspects of their lives that had been attractive and pleasant in the sight of God and man. in death not DIVIDED/parted- Jonathan opposed his father’s attempts at murdering David, but he was a loyal son, and died in battle alongside his father Saul. It was to their credit that they had died in united endeavour to protect Israel from her enemies. They were swifter than eagles.. stronger than lions- Saul’s actions in 1 Sa 11:6-11, and Jonathan in 1 Sa 14:6-16 warranted such a tribute. 

O Daughters of Israel, weep for Saul, who clothed you in scarlet.. ornaments of gold- It was right that those who had rejoiced in Saul’s victories and benefitted from them, 1 Sa 18:6-8, should lament his death. That Israel prospered in a measure under Saul’s rule meant that just as the men of the army became better equipped than in 1 Sa 13:19-22, so the women in their homes would have acquired more attractive finery. After so heavy a defeat, weeping was all Israel was capable of - no revenge for the death of Saul was possible.

1:25-27 How the mighty have fallen in battle! Jonathan lies slain IN THINE HIGH PLACES/on your heights- Jonathan is the Gazelle who climbed the rock to victory, 1 Sa 14:6-16. I grieve for you, Jonathan my brother, you were very PLEASANT/dear to me- David turns from leading the nation in its mourning for the loss of its king and army, to grief for his personal loss of his greatest human friend. Jonathan had been his close friend and supporter at key points in his life, 1 Sa 18:3-4; 19:1-7; 20:1-42; 23:16-18.

Your love for me was wonderful, more wonderful than that of women- This implies that it was of a different quality from sexual love. The record of David’s life makes it painfully obvious that he had made no particular commitment of loyalty to any of his three wives to date. And presumably had no close bond of friendship with them. Later such a close bond seems to have been built up between him and Bathsheba. In the ancient world, including Israel, marriages were arranged by families, for the future welfare of that family – increase in numbers, and alliances that would provide mutual benefit. That as well as being a partner in this a wife might also become a close and loved friend was a desirable possibility, rather than the essential. Ezekiel seems to have been one of the few Biblical heroes of whom joyful marital intimacy is mentioned, Eze 24:16-22. A wife that was her husband’s friend, and social and spiritual equal or superior was a rare treasure, Prov 31:10-11. Jonathan had been those things to David, and his death was a bitter loss to him. 

David isn’t claiming that marital love is less valuable than the friendship he enjoyed with Jonathan. Nor is he suggesting there was any sexual element in that friendship. (Hebrew, like English, uses the one word “Love” in many senses. Greek uses four distinct words, and here the LXX uses Agape- Self-sacrificing love, as in Jn 3:16, not Eros– Erotic, sexual love.) He is proclaiming how wonderful Jonathan’s self-sacrificing love was – love that cheerfully accepted that David, not himself, would be the next king, and looked forward to being second to him, 1 Sa 23:17. It seems David undervalued the love Michal had for him, 1 Sam 18:20. **4 His attitude in taking replacement wives after losing her, seems casual. But that King Saul’s son and heir should have befriended him from the start, and gone on being loyal to him in spite of the fact that David was to supplant him as the next king, was the expression of an outstanding loving loyalty to a friend. 

Footnote **4 Some see David contrasting Jonathan’s love for him with that of his sister Michal. She loved David the successful warrior, but later despised David the dancing worshipper. 

How the mighty have fallen! The weapons of war perished!- A metaphor for Saul and Jonathan, who under God, were weapons of war defending Israel from her enemies. God isn’t mentioned in this lament. Perhaps it was too soon for David to see God’s hand in these tragic events. He closed with a final expression of the unrelieved tragedy of the situation. 

2:1-4:12 David King in Judah – War with Israel

(Chronicles, which is largely concerned with the house of David, omits this section and goes straight to the gathering of the elders of Israel to Hebron to make David King. But to the writer of Samuel the struggles involved were important as part of his concern is with power in Israel being obtained and exercised in righteous and godly ways.) 

2:1-4 IT CAME TO PASS/In the course of time, David inquired of the LORD- With Saul dead there was nothing to hinder David’s return to Israel. But before returning from Philistine territory to take up the kingship promised to him he asked the Lord to guide him. Presumably through Abiathar using the Ephod with its Urim and Thummin, Ex 28:30; 1 Sa 2:28; 23:2. Shall I go up to one of the CITIES/towns of Judah?- He already had friends and supporters in Judah, 1 Sa 30:26-31 The LORD said, Go up.

David asked Where? To Hebron- An old and important city, Gen 13:18; 23:19; Josh 15:13-15. It was Judah’s largest and strongest city, centrally placed in the highlands of Judah, and not within easy reach of Philistines. We’re not told how long this process took, simply that David asked God’s will and obeyed the instructions he received. Hebron was a priestly city, and David had protected Abiathar the priest, and was known for his loyalty to the Law. 

So David went.. with his two wives, Ahinoam.. Abigail the WIFE/widow of Nabal. David also took the men.. each with his HOUSEHOLD/family- 1 Sa 22:2; 23:13; 30:3, 9. and they settled in Hebron and its towns- There would be too many to find a home in the central town alone. 

The men of Judah came to Hebron, and.. anointed- As explained in notes on 1 Sa 2:10; 9:16. David king over the house of Judah- Anointing was a religious as well as political act, 1 Sa 9:27-10:1; 16:1, 12-13; 1 Ki 1:39; 2 Ki 11:12. At God’s command he had already been anointed in the presence of his family, by Samuel the last great Judge and God’s prophet. At that time God anointed him spiritually with the Holy Spirit. Now the fact that David was God’s choice as Israel’s king was acknowledged by the elders of Judah. Once David and his rather formidable private army were settled in, the elders of Judah regularised the situation with a formal anointing. By this time some knowledge of the earlier anointing by Samuel would have spread throughout Judah. They could not help knowing that Saul had feared, and Jonathan had welcomed, the knowledge that God had decreed that David should be the next king, 1 Sam 23:17. 

2:4-7 When David was told.. the men of Jabesh Gilead had buried Saul he sent.. to say to them BLESSED BE/The LORD bless you for showing this kindness- Chesed- Loyalty, mercy and kindness that should be shown to each other by members of a family. to Saul.. by burying him- As the Lord’s servant, and God-ordained king of Israel David voices the Lord’s blessing on them for their action on behalf of the Lord’s anointed King, Saul. He assures them that the Lord will bless them for it, and he himself shares the Lord’s attitude. This had political and religious implications. He, David, is the Lord’s blessing to Israel, when they are willing to accept him. Judah has already done so. Patriotic citizens of Israel such as those of Jabesh Gilead may consider doing so.

May the Lord show you kindness- Chesed- and TRUTH/faithfulness- Emeth. God had revealed in the law that these described His own character, and the nature of His relationship with His people Israel. These were the basis on which He had blessed His people Gen 32:10; Ex 20:6; 34:6-7; Num 14:18-20, etc. Cp Ps 85:1-8; 86:15; 88:11; 89:1, 2, 14, 24; 92:2; 136:1-26. David was sure that the God of Chesed and Emeth approved their actions. And as he himself sought to function in fellowship with God he felt free to associate himself with God’s approval of them. Their loyalty to Saul in his death was in step with the loyalty that he himself had shown to Saul in his life, and their action had pleased David.

I too will REQUITE/show you the same favour because you have done this- David honoured them for their attitude and actions, and assured them that he stood with them. Be.. VALIANT/brave, for Saul your master is dead- God had anointed David to be king of Israel, but he accepted responsibility to build bridges that might help Israel to fit in with the Lord’s will in this. He appreciated their brave act of loyalty to Saul in lessening the public disgrace inflicted by the Philistines. But Saul is dead, and they must move beyond their grief into actively trusting the Lord as they tackled the problems of the future. Judah had already taken action, Judah has anointed me king over them- He was, in effect, offering himself as king, but would force no one to accept him. Our Lord is like that at present in offering Himself to men as Saviour. On the Cross He won the Kingdom promised to Him, but waits until the Father chooses to proclaim Him, Acts 1:6-7; Phil 2:10-11. 

2:8-11 Meanwhile Abner.. CAPTAIN/commander of Saul’s HOST/army- In the sweeping generalisation normal in Hebrew ALL Saul’s army was said to have died, 1 Sa 31:6. This means that it ceased to be an effective army. The survivors rallied to Abner and supported his action. had taken Ish Bosheth- His name was originally Esh Baal- Fire of Baal, or Ish-Baal- Man of Baal, 1 Chr 8:33. The word Baal was used for Master, husband, etc, but the association with the Canaanite “God” Baal seems to have led to the name being changed to Ish-Bosheth- Man of the Shameful Thing – the Idol Baal. Or possibly a reflection on the weakness of his character- Man of Shame, Worthless Man.

brought him over to Mahanaim- A town of some importance in Israel’s history, 17:24-18:3; Gen 32:2; Josh 21:38, a safe distance away from the Philistines. He made him king- Abner had been an important man, second only to Saul. In the power-vacuum following Saul’s death Abner preserved his position, 1 Sa 14:50; 20:25; 26:7, 14-15, by making Saul’s weak surviving son king. Abner in fact ruled Israel, and did so ineffectively, 3:1. There is no record of his ever seeking or doing God’s will.

over Gilead- The one area reacting positively against the Philistines, 1 Sa 31. THE ASHURITES/Ashuri.. Jezreel.. Ephraim, Benjamin and all Israel- Nominally he was king of all Israel, the tribes north of Judah, but the Philistines were occupying the best parts of their land, 1 Sa 31:7. Israelites, especially Saul’s tribe Benjamin, 2:15, not willing to follow David, looked to Abner to revive the “Good old Days,” when they had dominated Israel, 1 Sa 22:7. There is no mention of the Lord in the records of Abner’s kingdom, and its sole purpose seems to have been the continuation of Saul’s policy of preventing David from taking up the role of being God’s chosen King-Deliverer, 1 Sa 20:30-31. 

Ish-Bosheth.. forty years old- Unless forty is used in a vague or symbolic sense he wasn’t likely to be the youngest son of Saul. His being mentioned last could well be because he was a weak person, of no use in battle so left at home. when he became king.. he reigned two years- It took seven years before Israel accepted David as king, so a year or two seem to have passed after Saul’s death before Abner could organise the installing of Ish-Bosheth as king. And again some years before Israel organised itself to recognise David as King. David was king in Hebron.. seven years and six months.

2:12-14 Abner.. with the SERVANTS/men of Ish-Bosheth.. went to Gibeon- A town in Benjamin near the border of Judah. As it was in the hill country the chariot-based Philistine army hadn’t occupied it. An Israelite garrison there would stop Judah expanding King David’s territory northwards. 

Joab.. David’s SERVANTS/men.. met them at the pool of Gibeon **5 Joab, as well as being loyal to David, was at least as determined to maintain his own powerful position as Abner was. He responded promptly to Abner’s border provocation. He was more competent and ruthless than Abner, 3:39; 10:7-14; 11:1; 12:26; 18:5, 14; 1 Ki 2:5-6. His army had been built up under hard conditions, and had a record of successful fighting, 1 Sa 22:1-2; 23:1-5, 13; 27:8-9; 30:1-25. 

One group.. on one side.. one group on the other side- Two kings in one country makes trouble. Two Generals of rival armies made warfare certain. For either General to withdraw, or to suggest they both withdraw, would weaken their position. Abner had held the highest position as Commander of the army of Israel, and he made the first move with a casual “As we’re here our men might have a little fun.” History shows that military leaders can light-heartedly send young men into deadly conflict. Abner said.. Let’s have some of the young men RISE/get up and PLAY/fight hand to hand- Sachaq- To laugh, deride, make merry.

Joab as commander of David’s smaller but increasingly successful army didn’t hesitate. He simply says All right, let them- David had made a friendly approach to Jabesh Gilead. Joab never showed any interest in winning friends, and avoiding killing. If Abner wanted a fight, Joab would take the chance to prove he and his men were the better fighters. It was only after he had been badly beaten that Abner developed a conscience about civil war between Israelites, 2:26. This is the only recorded combat between representatives of armies in Israel’s history. Perhaps Abner got the idea from Goliath’s challenge. 

2:15-23 they stood up BY NUMBER/and were counted off twelve.. for Benjamin- The core of Abner’s army. twelve for David- Twelve is a sacred number in Israel, with their twelve ancestors and twelve tribes. All Abner’s men may have been from the tribe of Benjamin, Joab’s from Judah, but they represented the rival king’s claim to be king of the 12 tribes. 

each grabbed his FELLOW/opponent by the head- Presumably they had hair long enough to be grasped and held so that they couldn’t dodge a dagger thrust. thrust his dagger.. fell down together- A reminder that both sides lose in a civil war. It’s a tragedy for God’s people to fight each other, instead of fighting the Lord’s battles. The battle.. was very fierce- Individual combat to settle which army was weakest and should withdraw failed. It left a strong desire to avenge the death of their comrades. Abner.. Israel were BEATEN/defeated by David’s men. 

Footnote **5 Presumably the pool referred to is the water reservoir still there in Gibeon. It’s about 12 metres in diameter, and 30 metres deep. cut into the rock. 

Asahel was as LIGHT OF FOOT/fleet-footed as a wild ROE/gazelle- He was a brave soldier, 23:24, but swiftness was his special gift. He chased Abner.. Abner.. asked Is that you Asahel? .. Turn aside.. LAY HOLD OF/take on one of the young men and strip him of his ARMOUR/weapons- Abner as an experienced soldier knew tricks which could defeat youthful enthusiasm, but wished to spare Asahel if he could do so, and himself escape alive. But Asahel would not stop chasing him.

Abner warned.. Stop chasing me.. How could I HOLD UP MY FACE TO/look your brother Joab in the face?- To kill or be killed in battle against enemies was to be expected. It did not call for revenge. But to kill a man from personal enmity, or hasty anger was murder, and the next of kin were to avenge that death. Abner had no doubt that a man with Joab’s pride and violent temperament would view the killing of Asahel in self-defence as murder to be avenged. He didn’t want to intensify the hostility between Joab and himself, and embitter it with the desire for personal revenge, 3:27. 

But Asahel refused.. so Abner SMOTE/thrust the butt of his spear UNDER THE FIFTH RIB/into Asahel’s stomach- The butt of the spear was the non aggressive end of the weapon. Abner may have hoped to merely knock Asahel down. He fell.. died on the spot.. every man STOOD STILL/stopped when he came to the place where Asahel had fallen and died- The sight of Asahel’s dead body was sobering for men who were out to collect trophies from the enemy – probably letting the disarmed men continue their escape. But Abner wouldn’t have surrendered and handed over his weapons to be displayed by Asahel, Joab’s brother.

2:24-29 But Joab and Abishai pursued Abner.. as the sun was setting.. the men of Benjamin rallied behind Abner.. Abner called out to Joab, Must the sword devour for ever.. bitterness?- Abner suggests that war must end some time, so why delay that by the winners seeking to kill as many as possible of the losing side. Israel’s previous attack on Benjamin had been pursued to almost the bitter end and deeply regretted, Judg 21:2-3. Abner now emphasises the stupidity of continuing civil war, whereas he had started the action with a suggestion that fighting would be fun! 
Joab answered.. if you had not spoken, the men would have GONE UP FROM FOLLOWING/continued the pursuit.. until morning- Joab agrees, but assures Abner, who had started the fight, 2:14, that they would have been happy to finish it by keeping up the pursuit all night. The Hebrew could also be translated If you had not spoken- in proposing the fight between representative soldiers of both sides. then the soldiers would have left this morning already, each from following his brother. There is at least a hint that Abner had started the fight, and Joab was more than ready to finish any fight Abner started. He brushed aside Abner’s profession of kinship and desire to avoid killing, by saying bluntly, “I’m happy for you to clear out, in fact you should have done that this morning without fighting at all!” 

So Joab blew the trumpet.. no longer pursued Israel- The campaign was called off, but the hostility remained, and raiding over the border continued, 3:1. All night Abner.. continued through the whole Bithron- Cleft. Used only here, perhaps for the Jabbok Ravine, and as a reminder of the chasm that now separated the two armies of divided Israel. came to Mahanaim- A night of fleeing, that in the record ends in darkness – symbolising that their cause is a doomed dead end. David’s men arrive in Hebron in the sunrise with a glorious day ahead of their king. 

2:30:32 Then Joab returned.. Besides Asahel, nineteen of David’s SERVANTS/men were.. missing. But.. had SMITTEN/killed three hundred and sixty Benjamites- In secular histories we expect each side to exaggerate the casualties inflicted on the enemy, but this is reasonable. Once battle madness was aroused, and one army ran off, their men were easily struck down from behind. The uneven death rate in the battle is also a reminder that having to survive as outlaws had toughened Joab’s men. And loyalty to David the Lord’s chosen king had strengthened their spirits They took Asahel and buried him.. at Bethlehem. Joab and his men.. arrived at Hebron by daybreak.

3:1-29 Opposition to David Falters

(In the face of failure and criticism Abner switched his support to David hoping to remain Commander of the army. But he was cut off at the peak of his selfish triumph.)

3:1 THERE WAS LONG/The war.. lasted a long time. David grew stronger.. the house of Saul weaker- That the final outcome would be David enthroned as king of all Israel became increasingly clear. There is a sense in which we may delay or speed the triumph of our King, but His triumph is certain. Our share in it is decided by our willingness to stand with Him in suffering, and death to self, Rom 8:17; 2 Tim 2:12.
3:2-5 Sons were born to David in Hebron; his firstborn was Amnon.. of Ahinoam- This appears to be set out in order of birth, and therefore in order of right to succeed to their father’s throne. Amnon disqualified himself, and earned an early death. second CHILEAB/Kileab.. of Abigail- Daniel in 1 Chr 3:1. Perhaps they were alternative names, or perhaps Chileab died, and his place in the succession was taken by a second son of Abigail, named Daniel. Or Chileab wasn’t counted in the succession as under the law of Deu 25:5-6, if Nabal had been childless he counted as Nabal’s son. 

third Absalom.. of Maacah daughter of Talmai king of Geshur- A small Syrian Kingdom north of Israel, 15:8; Josh 12:5; 13:11-13. Being allied to Geshur would give David a foothold north of Ish-Bosheth’s territory. Such a marriage for political purposes produced a politically-minded son, 15:1-6, who later usurped his father’s position as king. The marriage also set an example which Solomon followed with his widespread marriages for political and commercial advantage. And that led to his spiritual downfall, 1 Ki 11:1-13. 

fourth Adonijah.. son of Hagith- When he attempted to claim the throne in David’s old age it mentions that David had never disciplined him, 1 Ki 1:6. It seems unlikely that David disciplined any of them, with tragic consequences generally. But if Solomon in Proverbs was speaking of his literal father, David, he claims to have been well instructed by father and mother. fifth Shephatiah.. sixth, Ithream.

These were born to David in Hebron- Only one son is listed for each wife. Perhaps only the firstborn son as the others weren’t considered worth mentioning. But it may indicate that David didn’t settle down into a permanent close relationship with any wife. The fact that he continued to acquire wives and concubines, 5:13-16, supports this idea. His actions could be considered permissible as Jacob had 2 wives and 2 concubines. But in this aspect of David’s life he was not conforming to God’s purpose and standards for marriage, Gen 2:24; Deu 17:17; Mk 4:6-9; Eph 5:25-31. His chaotic family situation made almost inevitable the tragedies that followed. The Scripture gives no comment on this, but allows future events to provide their own bitter comment on David’s polygamy. A household made up of wives who had good reason to be jealous of each other, and over any interest David took in their children. And children deprived of the security of knowing their father loved their mother and was loyal to her, would have no loyalty or protective care for the children of wives who were rivals of their own mothers. 

3:6-11 During the war.. Abner MADE HIMSELF STRONG FOR/had been strengthening his own position in the house of Saul- Ish-Bosheth was a weak man made king by Abner. Abner made the decisions and it was increasingly clear that he was the real ruler in Israel. Saul.. a concubine named Rizpah.. Ish-Bosheth said.. Why did you sleep with my father’s concubine- **6 Taking the wife or concubine of a former king could be a step towards taking over his role of being king, 16:21; 1 Ki 2:22. Abner’s growing power gave Ish Bosheth reason to suspect that he was usurping Saul’s position and prerogatives. But knowing his own weakness and failure Ish-Bosheth may have been echoing the suspicious attitude of his father Saul that moved him to accuse a better man of treason, 1 Sam 18:7-12. 

Abner was very angry- Whether the accusation was true or false is unclear. Am I a dog’s head **7 on Judah’s side- Abner says that to accuse him of acting in a way that dishonoured Saul was to suggest he was on David’s side. He was angry and indignant. Abner had been battling to preserve Saul’s dynasty as rulers over Israel. He had faced frustration in military defeats, and in the thankless task of trying to make Ish Bosheth look like a king. Ish Bosheth’s criticism suggests that Abner had started to act as if he should be king, by starting to take over Saul’s harem. No doubt he had been already considering defection, but this accusation, true or false, from his puppet, was the last straw. 

I am loyal to the house of your father Saul and to his family- He doesn’t say he is loyal to Ish Bosheth the puppet king he had placed on Saul’s throne, 2:8-10. David had praised Jabesh Gilead for their loyalty to Saul - Abner praises his own loyalty. I haven’t handed you over to David. Yet.. you accuse me WITH A FAULT/an offence involving this woman- He may have been claiming he was falsely accused. Certainly he was claiming that he was so important a man that it was an insult to criticise him for something as trivial – in his view - as an affair with a woman. Whether the accusation was correct or not, it was in Abner’s view of no importance. Treason against his puppet was far more of a temptation to him – why shouldn’t he unmake what he had made when he didn’t like his creation? 

May God deal with Abner.. if I do not do for David what the LORD promised him on oath- Abner knew of the Lord’s promise. Yet had opposed David before and after Saul’s death, in deliberate defiance of what he knew to be God’s will. Cp 2:4; 1 Sa 16:13. He lightly swore by God to do what God had commanded, and would use God’s will as an excuse for breaking his own oath to the man he had set up as Israel’s king. He would stop defying what he knew to be God’s will as now it was in his own self-interest to change sides and be General of God’s army, under David. A blatantly godless view of the situation. We need to beware of the sudden tendency to see God’s will in any matter, when that happens to be what suits us best.

Footnote **6 A concubine was a secondary wife, Ex 21:8-10; Deu 21:11-13, obtained by purchase or as spoils of war. She had lesser rights than a wife and could be divorced, but in that case was allowed to go free. She could not be sold as a slave, Gen 16:2-3; 21:10; Ex 21:8, 11; Deu 21:10-14; Mal 2:14-16.

Footnote **7 Dogs were unclean animals, Lev 11:26-28. To call someone a dog, or treat them as a dog was an insult, 16:9; 1 Sa 17:43. To call oneself a dog was an act of humility, 9:8; 1 Sa 24:14; 2 Ki 8:13. 

TRANSLATE/transfer the kingdom.. SET UP/establish David’s throne over Israel- No doubt it was clear that the way things were going, 3:1, it was only a matter of time before David’s men would have taken over the whole country. He may have been looking for an excuse to negotiate such a settlement while he still had the power to make a good deal for himself. He certainly responded promptly to criticism, and had his answer ready. But what an unworthy motive for such a worthy action! He showed an unprincipled willingness to support whichever leader would best advance his own interests. Cp 2:8-9; 3:6. Ish-Bosheth did not dare.. 

3:12-16 Abner sent messengers.. to say to David Whose land is it?- A rhetorical question conveying the meaning, In the matter of who should be king of Israel, why not Make A LEAGUE/an agreement with me.. I will help.. bring all Israel over to you- As if to say “Let’s put the past behind us, and be friends.” Abner makes a cautious approach – he had recently killed David’s nephew Asahel. 

WELL/Good, said David. I will.. But I REQUIRE/demand.. you bring Michal daughter of Saul- Not “my wife.” It was a political matter, not a matter of affection. David doesn’t seem to doubt that Abner could persuade the Northern tribes to own him as king. But he insists on one thing that would strengthen his claim to be King in Saul’s place. A useless son of Saul is nominally King of Israel. A daughter of Saul was nominally David’s wife. The return of Saul’s daughter to David may symbolise the return of Israel to him. Saul had given his daughter Michal to David, so her being with him would proclaim that he was Saul’s son-in-law with a secular claim to the throne. If, as it seems, he had never divorced Michal, her living with Phaltiel amounted to adultery. Her being returned could therefore be seen as establishing righteousness. What David did was legal. It wasn’t kind. ** 8

David sent.. to Ish-Bosheth- David required the return of Michal to be handled by her brother. This proclaimed publicly that he was Saul’s son-in-law. DELIVER/Give me my wife Michal- He had paid the bride price and Saul had given Michal to David, 1 Sa 18:25-27. Saul’s daughter was his first wife and had the right to be counted as his queen. This would give a focus of loyalty to Israelites who wished to be loyal to King Saul’s family. While Michal had been wrongfully taken from David by his being exiled there seems to have been nothing but hurt pride and political gain behind David’s action. And it further complicated his marital affairs. 

Ish-Bosheth.. had her taken away from her husband PHALTIEL/Paltiel son of Laish- 1 Sa 25:44. Her husband.. went.. weeping behind her.. to Bahurim- The last Benjamite city on the way to Hebron, 16:5; 17:18. This seems to indicate a deep bond of affection between Michal and her husband. And if so their being parted was a personal tragedy, even if it was for the good of the nation of Israel. Then Abner said to him Go, RETURN/back home- If Abner is to prosper Michal must go to David, and Paltiel must go home without her. His words may be all the sharper because Paltiel was being loyal to Michal, and Abner was betraying her and her brother. 

Footnote **8 David had paid the dowry. He was legally entitled to have Michal as his wife as he hadn’t divorced her. In a sense he had deserted her (but at her suggestion) to save his life. It was wrong of Saul to take Michal from David and give her to Paltiel, and her return was in a sense the righting of a wrong, but a painful one to Paltiel and presumably to Michal. While David is the hero in the Scripture record, it also honours others at David’s expense when that is a truthful report. In this matter Paltiel is the hero, not David. Michal was being used as a political pawn in the game of Saul’s family versus David, so Abner could negotiate. Nothing is said of her being welcomed by David, or of any warmth or friendship between them. 

3:17-21 Abner HAD COMMUNICATION/conferred with the elders of Israel- The heads of families of the tribes and clans in Israel. Messengers could be sent to the various towns to pass on the message to whatever elders existed. Cp the use of the term in 5:3; Ex 3:16; 1 Sa 8:4; 1 Ki 8:1, 3. They had demanded a king, and been granted Saul. The king alone had nation-wide authority, but within their own community the elders continued to exercise authority. Where kingship was uncertain, their decision was vital. Cp 1 Ki 12:1-17. 

IN TIME PAST/For some time you have wanted to make David king- This may have been true as a number of David’s mighty men, 23:8-38, had come from Israel. Or, Abner may have said this to excuse his sudden switch of support to David. Abner may be confessing that he had put Ish Bosheth on the throne, against the possibility that the elders of Israel might have preferred David. Now do it! For the LORD HAS SPOKEN OF/promised.. THE HAND OF my servant David I will SAVE/rescue my people Israel from.. all their enemies- Throughout Israel Samuel was highly regarded as the Lord’s servant, Judge and Prophet, 1 Sa 3:19-21; 4:1; 7:3-17; 10:17-25; 12:1-5; 25:1. As the Lord’s agent he had anointed both Saul and David. How pious Abner seems all at once, as Saul, having chosen to persist in defying God’s purposes, could suddenly credit God with making it possible for him to kill David, 1 Sa 23:7. 

Abner also spoke IN THE EARS OF/to the Benjamites in person- As his relatives and key supporters they had been granted privileges by Saul , 1 Sam 22:7. They would not have these privileges under David, but they lived close to the Philistines, and their land was easily invaded by them, 1 Sa 13, etc. A feeble Benjamite king in Mahanaim would be less help to them than a competent king in Judah. Having received sufficient backing from the rest of Israel, Abner took the trouble to discuss the matter with them personally, and work out what they would require in order to become supporters of David. 

Then he went.. to SPEAK IN THE EARS OF/tell David ALL THAT SEEMED GOOD TO/everything that Israel and the whole house of Benjamin wanted- When Saul was made king, Samuel had laid down God’s rules and requirements for king, kingship and kingdom, 1 Sa 10:17-25; 12:1-25. Here it seems that Abner was bringing a set of rules and requirements dictated by Israel and Benjamin in order to set up David’s kingdom on their terms. Unless these coincided with the Samuel-given terms laid down by God they would bind David to obey men rather than God. If so Joab by his sin in killing Abner may have averted a God-dishonouring peace. Israel got what it wanted when it chose Jeroboam, and that included Golden Calves, etc 1 Ki 12.

Abner.. came to David at Hebron- It was to be a negotiated settlement on terms acceptable to Abner and Israel’s other representatives. If this had been ratified it might have contained requirements which would have hindered David’s freedom of action, and hindered his being what God wanted him to be personally as Israel’s King-Deliverer. And hindered his correctly picturing aspects of Messiah’s rule. 

Abner said.. I WILL ARISE/Let me go at once and GATHER/assemble all Israel.. make a LEAGUE/compact with you.. you may REIGN/rule over all your heart desires- Israel and David were to get what they wanted. God isn’t mentioned. David sent Abner away.. in peace- No doubt he felt pleased with what he has achieved for himself. But did he deserve it by his last minute change to the winning side? This statement that they were fully accepted makes clear that Joab’s killing of Abner was in defiance of David. 

3:22-25 David’s men and Joab returned from a raid.. a great deal of SPOIL/plunder- Hopefully from Philistine or other enemy territory. But the continuing hostilities mentioned in 3:1 may have involved raiding and looting each other’s land. Cp 4:2. If Abner and his men had come home rich from raiding Israel, peace with Israel might have been unwelcome. Apart from voluntary gifts a king in Israel as yet had no organised means of raising funds, 1 Sa 10:27. Raiding was the simplest means of funding an army, and keeping them in fighting trim, 1 Sa 27:8-10; 30:1-31.

Abner was no longer.. in Hebron.. David had sent him away.. in peace.. Joab went to the king and said What have you done? .. Why did you let him go?- Joab, the loyal and successful general, victorious as usual, arrived in Hebron with much spoil. He was angry that his rival Abner had arranged to bring greater spoil to David – the whole nation of Israel. If, as is possible, the spoil Joab brought had been gained in Israel that would sharpen the contrast. 

Abner.. came to deceive you and.. find out everything you are doing- Joab did his best to discredit Abner. Abner was a rival to his position as he might insist on being Commander of the Israelite armed forces as his reward for the merger between Israel and Judah. To Joab Abner is the killer of his younger brother, and rival for army leadership, so he shouts his anger at David, and slanders Abner. His claim that Abner is deceiving David covers the fact that he himself is hiding from David his plans, as Asahel’s next-of-kin, to kill Abner.

3:26-30 Joab.. sent messengers after Abner, and brought him back- Joab may have pretended something in the peace treaty needed to be discussed, but his motive was murder. He may not have wanted a negotiated peace, confident that he and his men could conquer Israel soon, and enjoy the process. He put his personal revenge as a higher priority than the ending of the bloodshed in the civil war, as the murder of Abner must delay re-unification. 

David did not know.. Abner returned to Hebron, Joab took him aside into the gateway, as though to speak to him QUIETLY/privately- If Abner wasn’t inside Hebron, he wasn’t covered by the protection of that city of refuge. Asahel had been killed in battle. Although Abner could be blamed for having caused the battle, 2:14, it’s unlikely that under God’s Law, Num 35:12; Deu 19:11-13, Joab had any right to revenge Asahel’s death. Abner hadn’t deliberately killed out of pre-battle malice. He had tried to avoid killing Asahel, 2:21-23. Abner was entitled to a trial, Num 35:22-25. If the murder was within the city gate, it was also in breach of the city-of-refuge status of Hebron. 
when David heard.. he said I and my kingdom are.. GUILTLESS/innocent before the LORD concerning the blood of Abner- David disowned any personal or state involvement in the killing. He neither knew of Joab’s action beforehand, nor approved of it. He viewed Abner’s death as murder, and a national tragedy. LET IT REST/May his blood fall upon the head of Joab and upon all his father’s house!- As King, David was committed to enforce the Law, 1 Sa 12:24; Deu 17:18-19. Instead he called down a full curse from God on Joab as a murderer. Cp the curses set out for violation of the covenant, Lev 26:14-39; Deu 28:15-68. 

3:31-34 David said to Joab and all the people.. REND/Tear your clothes.. put on sackcloth MOURN BEFORE/walk in mourning in front of Abner- By insisting that Joab join the mourners he humiliated him, and made it clear that the killing of Abner by Joab was unjustified. It was a national disaster that should be thoroughly mourned. King David FOLLOWED/walked behind the bier- Abner was given a state funeral, and Joab and his soldiers were required to join in the official mourning. This was a diplomatic action which would help to keep the peace process on track. But it went beyond mere diplomacy. David totally disassociated himself from the murder by asking God to thoroughly curse the murderer and his family. And by proclaiming the importance of Abner to Israel and the unjustness and loss involved in his death. And by refusing to eat until the day of mourning was completed. But the process of re-unification was delayed, probably for some years. 

They buried Abner in Hebron, and the king LIFTED UP HIS VOICE AND/wept aloud at Abner’s GRAVE/tomb- Abner and David had parted in peace with the prospect of peace being restored to divided Israel. And their becoming strong enough to clear the Philistines from the land. A sin of personal vengeance, such as David had avoided re Saul, meant that peace was postponed indefinitely. But when it came, in God’s good time, it wouldn’t be cluttered by restrictions that Abner had negotiated. 

All the people wept also. The king sang this lament for Abner DIED/Should Abner have died as A FOOL/the lawless- Nabal- Stupid, worthless man die?- Perhaps saying that only an inexperienced soldier should have been as foolish and easy to kill as Abner had been. David protests at the injustice of this. It wasn’t a suitable reward for the life Abner had lived. His death was a wicked murder. Your hands were not bound.. You fell as one falls before wicked men– His clear conscience had made him an easy victim for a wicked man’s attack. All the people wept over him- As leader of God’s people, David lamented the death of Abner as with Saul, and in doing so moved his people to suitable grief.

3:35-39 They came TO CAUSE/urged David to eat MEAT/something.. but David took an oath.. were pleased- Including presumably the twenty representatives from Israel who had accompanied Abner. David’s mourning was sincere, but it was also politically wise. all the people, and all Israel UNDERSTOOD/knew that IT WAS NOT OF the king TO SLAY/had no part in the murder of Abner- Seeing David leading the mourning, refusing to eat, etc meant they were able to return home to assure their people that it wasn’t a matter of David having enmity to the house of Saul, the northern army or people. 
the king said.. Do you not KNOW/realise that a prince- Sar- Appointed leader, army commander. a great man has fallen in Israel- Abner’s attempt to bring the kingdom to David died with Abner, but David is referred to several times as the King in these closing verses. today, though I am the anointed king, I am weak- Rak- Tender, sensitive, restrained. David’s words imply that he realised that he had a moral obligation to execute Joab, but political expediency prevented that. Presumably many in Israel would agree with him. To this day similar issues arise when a country attempts reunification after civil war. What “war crimes” must be acknowledged, investigated? Which should be forgiven and which avenged? 

These.. sons of Zeruiah are too HARD/strong- Qasheh- Obstinate, impudent, heavy, cruel, rough. for me- At this critical stage David didn’t feel free to punish Joab. Abner’s death robbed Israel of the commander of their army. To have killed Joab for killing Abner would have robbed Judah of their Army Commander. This could encourage Philistines etc to attack. David wouldn’t risk the possible disorganisation. We may see this as foreshadowing David’s unwillingness to intervene and enforce God’s Law in his own family. Or we may see it as being in accord with his role as typifying Messiah in rejection, leaving it for Solomon, as Messiah reigning in power to deal with Joab, 1 Ki 2:5-6; 29-35. 

May the LORD repay the evildoer according to his evil deeds- David closed the state funeral by adding a comment on the situation to his court – no king can be better in his governing than his servants are willing to be. And he places them in God’s hands, as earlier he’d placed Saul and Abner his general in God’s hands for judgment, 1 Sa 26:18-25.

4:1-3 When Ish-Bosheth.. heard Abner had died.. HIS HANDS WERE FEEBLE/he lost courage- He was king because Abner had made him king. Abner had organised Israel’s army and directed it. Ish-Bosheth had been weak, and Abner strong, 3:11. Without Abner he didn’t know what to do. He had been afraid of Abner, and unable to do anything to prevent him making a treaty with David for David to become king of Israel. What place had been agreed for Ish Bosheth in that future we’re not told, but now there was no strong man to limit David’s revenge or mercy to his rival.

all Israel WERE TROUBLED/became alarmed- Whatever individual Israelites thought of Abner, he had held an army together and maintained law and order within what was left of Israel. And provided some check against invading enemies. That measure of security was gone. Israel had wanted a king who would lead their army, 1 Sam 8:20, Ish-Bosheth wasn’t brave enough or competent to do this. In the general panic two men decided to act. 

Saul’s son had two men.. CAPTAINS/leaders of raiding bands- Semi-independent army units, living by raiding as David had at Ziklag. Raiding the Philistine oppressors, hopefully, but Israel and Judah raiding each other was probably the warfare described in 3:1. Their work was probably like Joab’s 3:22, funding the army and the king’s government by raiding – demanding “Taxes” and fighting and taking loot if it wasn’t handed over. The two men had some courage and ability but were greedy mercenaries getting what they could for themselves in a lawless situation.

Baanah.. Recab.. Beeroth is.. part of Benjamin because the people of Beeroth fled to Gittaim- Perhaps the Gittaim in Neh 11:33. and lived there as SOJOURNERS/aliens- Gur. to this day- Beeroth was a Gibeonite city, Josh 9:17, in the area allotted to the tribe of Benjamin, Josh 18:25. The Benjamites had dominated the original inhabitants and forced them out to a less desirable location. 

4:4 Jonathan.. had a son.. LAME/crippled.. Mephibosheth- Merib-Baal- 1 Ch 8:34; 9:40. He who contends with or for Baal. But in Samuel the name is adjusted to avoid naming the idol-god Baal, Ex 23:13, when using his name. So the writer of Samuel changes Baal to Bosheth– Shame, shameful thing. Jonathan’s son is mentioned as he had a claim to the throne. But being lame he couldn’t lead Israel in battle so wasn’t able to rule. Everything was working out against Saul’s family. 

4:5-8 Baanah.. CAME/arrived.. he was taking his noonday rest.. SMOTE/stabbed him.. ESCAPED/slipped away- Or slipped in. The household was small and like the king, it was helpless, inactive, not on guard. LXX/GN has the woman at the door had become drowsy while she was sifting wheat and fallen asleep, so Rechab and Baanah slipped in.
BEHEADED/cut off his head.. took it.. to David at Hebron, and said.. BEHOLD/Here is the head of Ish-Bosheth, son of Saul, your enemy, who SOUGHT/tried to take your life- They thought David would view this as good news, as any worldly-wise man would be delighted to hear that a rival had been eliminated. They expected they would be rewarded. the LORD has avenged.. **9 the king against Saul and his SEED/offspring- God forbids murder. These murderers claim credit for having removed a king not anointed at God’s command, so that the God-approved king David could be king of all Israel. 

4:9-12 David answered.. As surely as the LORD lives, who has REDEEMED MY SOUL/delivered me out of ALL ADVERSITY/trouble- David kept in mind that he had been delivered out of all his troubles, including Saul’s persistent attempts to kill him. Living in fellowship with God, and looking at everything from God’s point of view, had kept David from revengeful actions against Saul. And it kept him from being glad about the wicked actions of these men. The only reward that he would give them is the reward God’s law demanded – death, Gen 9:6; Ex 21:12; Lev 24:17; Num 35:31. Their claim to have acted to protect David from his murderous enemy the feeble Ish Bosheth was ridiculous. David was living by faith – obedient trust in the Lord God of Israel - and time and time again the Lord had demonstrated His ability to protect David and empower him as His servant. The Lord’s servants have no need to act in criminal ways to preserve their lives and service. To do so is God-dishonouring unbelief, disgracing the Lord’s name with works of the Devil. Power gained in the world by serving-worshipping its Prince was utterly rejected by our Lord and Master, Mt 4:8-10. 

When a man told me Saul is dead, and thought he was bringing good TIDINGS/news- God has no pleasure in the death of the wicked, Eze 33:11, and David in heart-fellowship with Him wept over the news of his enemy Saul’s death, 1:2-27. I.. SLEW/put him to death.. How much more when wicked men have SLAIN/killed A RIGHTEOUS PERSON/an innocent man.. on his own bed.. not demand his blood- God’s Word required this, Gen 9:5-6. God can use evil actions, as He used Judas’s betrayal of Jesus, but that is no excuse for evil actions. In the end all men will reap what they sow, Gal 6:7. We who are saved by the grace of God must live with that in mind, 2 Cor 5:10; 1 Pet 1:17. In a sense David benefitted from Ish-Bosheth’s death, and so did Israel. But to do so it was essential that David enforce God’s Law, and not reward treachery and murder. Murder defiled the land with the blood of the wrongly-killed man, Gen 9:5.

David COMMANDED/gave an order.. they killed them.. cut off their hands- That had murdered Ish-Bosheth, and feet- That had run to bring his head and the news, to David. hung the bodies by the pool in Hebron- A symbolic action and public proclamation of David’s attitude towards the murder. It also indicated that they had died under God’s curse, Deu 21:22-23. But they took the head of Ish-Bosheth and buried it in Abner’s tomb at Hebron. 

Footnote **9 This sounds pious. In all ages hypocrites have imagined they can honour God by disobeying His commands. Christians have been commanded to love one another, Jn 13:34-35; 15:12-17; 1 Pet 1:22; 1 Jn 3:10-18, and maintain unity, Jn 17:21; Eph 4:1-6. How easily, and how often Leaders in the Church have defiled the body of Christ with loveless controversy and divided congregations. It’s easy to identify spiritual corruption in others and be proud of coming out from among them, 2 Cor 6:17. Yet almost impossible to “come out, and separate ourselves” from the unclean things of godless pride, self-righteousness, bitterness and slander, Eph 4:30-32, as we do so. David knew God better than these men did. God was well able to enthrone His king in His own time and way, righteously. God would not guide men to break his law in order to enthrone his king. In their fleshly view of God “the end justifies the means.” They took the Lord’s name in vain by giving Him the credit for their cowardly murder of the king to whom they had pledged loyalty!

5:1-25 David Victorious King of Israel & Judah [1 Chr 11:1-3]

(God had promised that David would be the King-Deliverer of His people Israel. Saul and Abner had wasted years of their lives opposing this. Now, at last, more than seven years after Saul’s death, 5:5, Israel was left with no alternative to David as their king. God’s chosen people Israel were united in their desire to commit themselves to David’s rule. Contributing to this were: His past military success, 1 Sa 18:13-14, 30. Prophetic proclamations that he was God’s choice, 3:10, 18; 1 Sa 16:1, 12-13; . Abner’s decision, 3:9-10, 17-18. And David’s respectful treatment of their now dead former leaders, 1:11-27; 2:5-7; 3:28-36; 4:12; 1 Sa 26:8-23. )

5:1-3 All the tribes of Israel- That is the elders representing them. came to David at Hebron- From 1 Chr 12:23-40 we learn that large groups of armed men came with them. This would provide for safety in travelling and assure David there would be a large body of men to draw on when it became necessary to defend Israel from her enemies. 

said, We are.. BONE.. FLESH/your own flesh and blood- And so was acceptable as a king under God’s Law, Deu 17:15. They recognised that they were all fellow-Israelites. All had a share in the promises made to Abraham, and the privileges and responsibilities that went with it. David’s life and work had been appropriate expressions of that relationship – receiving refugees from all Israel into his band, sparing Saul, honouring Abner at his funeral, refusing to accept news of the death of Saul and Ish-Bosheth as good news. 

In TIME/the past.. you.. led Israel on their military campaigns- 1 Sa 18:5, 13-14, 16, 30. Wisely they ignored Saul’s enmity towards David, and the conflict in the years since Saul’s death. During that time Saul and Abner had defied God’s will that David should deliver them from their enemies. Now they look back at the days when David, as Saul’s right hand man, successfully led Israelite soldiers against the Philistines and delivered Israel, 1 Sa 17:41-18:30. They accepted David on that basis, looking to him to lead them against their enemies, 1 Sam 8:18:20. The ministry of Samuel, and the chastening experience of the years since, has moved them to desire David to be God’s Anointed Servant-king, to fulfil the spiritual and material blessings for them that God Himself desired. This is spiritually a great advance on Abner’s view of the situation - what David could get and what Israel could get, 3:12-20. His death, and the death of his master Saul seems to have lifted the thinking of Israel above pre-occupation with personal selfish wishes. 

the LORD said.. FEED/shepherd- Raah- To tend a flock, rule, be shepherd to, provide friendly care. my people Israel.. BE A CAPTAIN OVER/become their ruler- Nagid.- 1 Sa 9:16; 10:1; 13:14; 25:30, etc. This is the third and most important reason for making David their king. As their king he could fulfil God’s purposes and promises. This is the first time David is described as the Shepherd of Israel. David had been a kind, brave and effective shepherd in secular life, 1 Sa 17:34-37. He would show the same God-dependent, protective care for Israel as their king. In this he would accurately reflect the faithful shepherd care God had for His people, Gen 49:24. 

When all the elders.. to David at Hebron, the king made a LEAGUE/compact- Karath Berith- To “cut a covenant.” A religious ceremony involving a sacrifice of an animal to the Lord. Hebron was a city allotted to priests, Josh 21:10-11, so they may have been involved. But we expect Abiathar as High Priest would take the lead in this covenant-making, and in the anointing of David as king. with them at Hebron, before the LORD- David entered into a mutual agreement with the Northern tribes. Unlike the terms they had given Abner to lay down, and David to accept, it’s stated here that this was enacted in the LORD’s presence. It’s reasonable to assume that the spirit of the agreement was similar to that the Lord had laid down through Samuel, 1 Sa 10:25; 12:20-25, and that any additional details were in harmony with the Law that God had laid down for Israel. Cp 2 Ki 11:17. David ruled in Judah by right of the choice of the elders of Judah, 2:4. He ruled Jerusalem by right of conquest, 5:6-10. He ruled Israel by mutual contract. Israel later, for good reasons and bad reasons, refused to renew that contract with his grandson Rehoboam, 1 Ki 12:1-16. 

they anointed David king of Israel- He had already been anointed king of Israel by Samuel; as a pledge that he would become Israel’s king. In 1 Sa 16:13. He had been anointed king of Judah by the elders of Judah, 2:4. He was now anointed publicly as king of all Israel, and welcomed as such. David was king because God had chosen him to be king. He was king because God’s people chose him to be king. The writer sees no contradiction between these two complementary facts. (Or we could say he was made king under God’s sovereignty… and under the sovereignty God has delegated to mankind... ) But there are clouds on the horizon. David had gone to Hebron after asking and receiving God’s guidance, and Judah had crowned him as their king without limitation. We read of no-one seeking or obtaining guidance from the Lord preceding this anointing. But at least it wasn’t organised by Abner – a long-time enemy of David and God’s will for David as Saul’s right hand man, 1 Sa 20:24-25 to 26:5. He had set up Ish Bosheth as king in defiance of what he knew to be God’s will, 3:9-10. He had turned to David for selfish reasons, in spiteful response to criticism from the man he had made king. 

5:4-5 David was thirty years old- In his prime, as Joseph had been when he took up his official position under Pharaoh, Gen 41:46. It was also the age at which Levites took up their service, Num 4:3, 23-47. The Lord Jesus began His public ministry at a similar age, Lk 3:23. when he became king, and he reigned forty years- A full testing, a fully fulfilled stewardship. David was 10 years younger than Ish Bosheth and reigned 20 times as long. What God organises is better in every way! His life was 7x10 or 10x7 a symbolic number. 

In Hebron he reigned over Judah seven years and six months- Hebron had been central for Judah when Judah was the full extent of his kingdom. And it was easily defended from Philistine attack when the nation was vulnerable. But it was too far south to be acceptable to the nation as a whole. 

And in Jerusalem he reigned over all Israel and Judah thirty thee years- By mentioning Israel and Judah separately the Lord reminds us that the relationship King David had with Judah, and with Israel, remained separate, even when the kingdom was united. Judah and Ephraim had been the dominant tribes at the conquest, Judg 1:8-29. Their contributions to the national army are listed separately, 1 Sa 15:4, etc. Their rivalry continued until at least the time of exile. In Messiah’s kingdom they will be united in mutual love, Isa 11:12-13; Eze 37:15-22; Hos 10:10-12. 

5:6-16  David Conquers Jerusalem [1 Chr 11:4-9; 14:1-7]

(David had grown up at Bethlehem, not far from Jerusalem, and would know the strengths and weaknesses of its defences. He knew it’s importance as a junction for trade routes North and South, and East and West through Israel. These provided easier access from all parts of Israel than Hebron had. As it was on Judah’s border with Benjamin, Josh 18:28, it provided a link with the Joseph tribes, Ephraim and Manasseh. Instead of it being a Canaanite barrier between Judah and the northern tribes, Jerusalem would be a city that united them. By capturing Jerusalem David added to his reputation as a military leader. And demonstrated that he was taking up the challenge of giving “rest” in the promised land to Israel, by subduing their enemies to a greater degree than Joshua, Heb 4. (The remaining Canaanites weren’t wiped out, Judg 1:28, etc. Land was bought from Araunah.)  The city David conquered covered about 12 acres and so would have housed about 3500 people.) 

5:6-8 The king.. WENT/marched to Jerusalem **10 to attack the Jebusites- A Canaanite people, Gen 10:15-16; Num 13:29; Josh 11:3; 18:16. This is the first recorded act of David as king of all Israel. Hebron had served his purposes well, but to have continued to rule from there would have given the impression of a Pro-Judah bias. The capture of Jerusalem by David is given in the barest outline. The mechanical details are treated as unimportant. That allows us to meditate on the political and spiritual importance instead – of it becoming the city of David, and later the city where the Lord dwelt among His people. 

The Jebusites to David, You will not get in here. EXCEPT THOU TAKE AWAY/Even the blind and the lame can ward you off- Jerusalem was surrounded on three sides by steep hill slopes, and had a concealed water supply so could be defended easily. They may have put lame and blind men on the walls and said that the city was so easily defended they would be adequate to keep invaders out. To us it may seem ridiculous that a small fortress of a small tribe should defy and ridicule Israel’s great hero. This is recorded to remind us that while David’s triumphs sound easy as we read the record - at the time, each step forward was likely to be against human expectations and rational probability. A great work of God’s grace was involved, and a great work of David’s obedient faith. 

They thought David cannot get in- But failed to realise how daring, loyal, and efficient these men had become in David’s service, 23:15-23. And the measure in which they had learned to share David’s faith in the Lord, and willingness to risk their lives to accomplish His purposes for His people, 1 Sa 17:26, 32-37, 42-54. Nevertheless David TOOK/ captured the STRONGHOLD/fortress- Matsud of Zion the city of David- The strong point of the city, or another name for the whole fortified city. The city of Jerusalem grew much larger, but the name Zion was sometimes applied to the whole city as the city of God, Isa 1:8; 2:3. 

On that day David said, WHOEVER GETTETH UP/Anyone who conquers the Jebusites will have to use the GUTTER/water shaft- Tsinnor- The word is used elsewhere only in Ps 42:7 WATERSPOUTS/waterfalls. Jerusalem’s water supply, the Gihon spring, was outside the city walls. That Tsinnor refers to a tunnel or shaft by which city people could obtain water safely during siege, makes sense. **11 Hezekiah improved the system, 2 Chr 32:30. 

Footnote **10 Jerusalem had been an important Canaanite city with its own king in the time of Abraham, Gen 14:18. It was captured by Joshua, Judg 1:8, 21, but seems to have been recaptured by Canaanite Jebusites as they held it in Josh 15:63. The city is called Jebus in Judg 19:10, 1 Chr 11:4. 

Footnote **11 There has been much argument about the nature of the water supply arrangements at this time. And the use made of it by David’s men. Until recently it has been assumed that Warrens Shaft, discovered in 1867, was used, but in recent years it has been found not suitable for lowering water containers. Since 1995, the foundations of a tower covering the Gihon spring has been excavated. It had a 15m x 18m base, with walls 4m thick, made of large stones. At least one more tower of similar size seems to have guarded a 7m x 3m pool cut into the rock. Grooves cut into the rock above the pool suggests that a wooden platform above the water gave easy access. Associated pottery fragments date from 17th-18th cent BC. So long before David, Jerusalem had a secure water supply. Access to the pool was through a tunnel dug through the soft limestone from inside the city walls. It and the towers seem to have gone out of use in the 8th to 7th centuries BC, judging by the pottery remains found in and over them. This suggests that Hezekiah’s tunnel made the old access unnecessary. Bar 94/4, 99/1.

to reach those lame and blind who are HATED OF David’s SOUL/enemies. HE SHALL BE CHIEF CAPTAIN- 1 Chr 11:6 says Joab showed his daring, and fitness by taking the lead in this. He isn’t named here, probably because he has featured as Abner’s murderer and is under David’s curse.

That is why.. not COME INTO/enter the HOUSE/palace- What was meant by this saying is unclear. It may merely echo the words of the Jebusites. Or it may mean that the conquered Jebusites (who had originally used the expression the lame and blind as an insult to David) weren’t allowed to come into his palace. If so David reversed the insulting remarks made to him by the Jebusites, by saying, “When it was YOUR city you said your lame and blind would keep me out. Now it’s MY city you are the ones I’m excluding as too lame and blind to come in. “

5:9-12 David.. took up residence in the FORT/fortress and called it the city of David- It was normal for a conqueror to rename a city. Bar 97/4. His first concern was to enlarge it to make it a safe political capital. Only then did it make sense to bring in the ark of the Lord and make it a stable central religious sanctuary. He built ROUND ABOUT/up the area around it from the MILLO/supporting terraces- Millo- Filling, filled in area, rampart. These terraces would have widened the narrow neck of the hill between the fortified city, and the upper hill where later the Temple stood. David’s palace seems to have been built on that widened area. One of the ancient remains uncovered at Jerusalem is a steep bank of boulders, generally called the “Stepped Stone Structure.” This was originally 30m tall, 45m wide at top. Sealed areas of under-filling are from the 13-12th BC On top of it 11-10 cent BC. Bar 85/6, 97/1, 98/4. This steep supporting bank seems to be referred to in Neh 3:15.
DAVID/he WENT ON AND GREW GREAT/became more and more powerful because the LORD God Almighty was with him- Israel weren’t God’s people because they were great, but because He took them up in their smallness, and made them great, Deu 7:7-11. The same was true of David, and of Israel under his leadership. 

Now Hiram king of Tyre- An important town on the coast of Lebanon, inhabited by the Phoenicians, a Canaanite people. Tyre was now their leading town. Sidon had been the leading town earlier, Gen 10:15, 19; Deu 3:9; Josh 13:4, 6; Judg 3:3; 1 Ki 5:6. This is the first recorded international recognition of Israel. It made sense because as David established the power of Israel, Israel could control the land trade routes by which spices etc reached the Lebanon ports to be traded with Egypt, and all around the Mediterranean sea. The Lebanon coast was steep and rocky, so had good harbours, but little farm land. Tyre, Sidon etc depended for their food supplies on Israel, 1 Ki 5:10-11; Acts 12:20. 

sent messengers to David- A diplomatic or trade delegation, recognising David’s and Israel’s rising status, and developing a mutual trade link. with cedar TREES/logs, carpenters and MASONS/stonemasons, they built a HOUSE/palace for David. **12 David PERCEIVED/knew that the LORD had established him as king over Israel- Saul lived in a large ordinary Israelite house made of local materials.

Footnote **12 Kings of the nations, and other important people, lived in houses which had walls and ceilings of cedar wood inside their stone walls. Cp Jer 22:14; Hag 1:4. That Hiram saw David as a market for Lebanon’s cedar trees was a sign that he had become a “real” King. David rejoiced in this as a proof that God had done what He had promised He would do. 

And had exalted his kingdom for the sake of his people Israel- The establishment of David as an effective king of a significant nation was seen to be a further step in the Lord’s ongoing redemptive work on behalf of Israel His people. Abraham, Isaac, Jacob, Joseph, Moses, Joshua Samuel, and now King David. 

5:13-16 After he left Hebron David took more concubines and wives- Some suggest David married wives from leading families in other parts of Israel to strengthen national unity. Perhaps, and if so it was worldly wisdom. The fact is that having secured Kingship over the whole of Israel David used that position of wealth and power to continue to multiply wives in defiance of Deu 17:17. This was sowing seeds for much further trouble. more sons.. Shammua, Shobab, Nathan, Solomon, Ibhar..- Cp 1 Chr 3:5-8; 14:3, with some spelling variations. There Shammua/Shimea, Shobab, Nathan, and Solomon are listed as sons of Bath Sheba. While some read this verse as God rewarding David with fruitful wives as promised to those who obey the Law, Lev 26:9; Deu 28:11, it defied Deu 17:17. That Solomon is listed last of the sons of David and Bath Sheba may mean this is a shortened statement and that the other sons were born before Solomon, but are regarded as irrelevant. 

5:17-25 Victory Over the Philistines [1 Chr 14:8-17]

5:17-21 When the Philistines heard that David had been anointed king over Israel.. went up.. to SEEK/search for him- As king of Judah in Hebron, he was hard to get at and civil war between his men and Abner’s, 3:1, meant that he was little threat to them. But now that David had been accepted as king of all Israel, he would be interested in reclaiming Israelite territory such as the fertile Jezreel area, etc, 1 Sa 31:7. And he would have the manpower to do that. The Philistines were right in thinking that now David would cause trouble for them. These two campaigns, and David’s God-ordered victories. seem to have ended the power of the Philistines to be a serious threat to Israel. **13 

David heard.. went down to the HOLD/stronghold- Matsud- Used of the fortress in Jerusalem, 5:7, 9, and a wilderness stronghold in 1 Sa 22:4; 24:22. Either may be meant here, depending on whether their attack was before or after David conquered Jerusalem. But Philistines moving towards Jerusalem would come up the valley of Rephaim so it may well have been the newly-captured city of David. **14

Philistines.. valley of Rephaim- The valley runs up from the Philistine plains to near Jerusalem. David inquired of the LORD- Cp 2:1; 1 Sa 23:2. Presumably by Abiathar’s use of the Ephod. Shall I.. attack the Philistines? Will you DELIVER/hand them over..? The LORD answered.. Go, for I will DOUBTLESS/surely hand the Philistines INTO THY HAND/over to you.

So David went to Baal Perazim- The Lord who breaks out, This use of Baal shows that at this stage there was no objection to the use of Baal for the Lord. Cp The Lord’s command at a later date, Hos 2:16. there he defeated them. He said, As THE BREACH OF WATERS/

Footnote **13 Some of the heroic actions referred to in 21:15-22; 23:8-23, may have happened during this stage of the conflict, but 21:15 seems to have been at a later stage as by then David was becoming too old to be in a battle. 

Footnote **14 Ordinarily one is said to go up to Jerusalem, not down, but the Hebrew word Yarad- Down may merely mean to withdraw, etc. It’s used of going uphill from Gilgal to Bethel in 2 Ki 2:2. 

waters break out, the LORD has broken out against my enemies- As a true Theocratic king/King under God, David had asked guidance from God, followed it, and, having been successful, credits the victory to God’s action. It was the Lord’s victory, although David was the tool God had used in granting the victory. That is true of all the triumphs of His servants. Cp 1 Sa 10:18, 27; 11:13; 12:11; 14:23; 17:11, 45-47.
The Philistines LEFT/abandoned their IMAGES/idols- Apparently they had taken them into battle as the Israelites had taken into battle the Ark of the Lord, 1 Sa 4:3. David.. carried them off- And in obedience to Num 33:52; Deu 7:5, 25; 12:3, burned them, 1 Chr 14:12. This humiliated the Philistines as they had done to Israel, 1 Sa 31:8-10. 

5:22-25 Once more the Philistines came up.. valley of Rephaim. So David inquired of the LORD- David didn’t take for granted that the Lord would want him to do the same as before. In the Lord’s service it’s wrong and foolish to assume that methods that have been used of the Lord, are to be endlessly repeated, and endlessly successful. FETCH A COMPASS/circle around behind them- Attacking them from behind would cut them off from their natural line of retreat, and so ensure that the defeat was more thorough. 

Attack.. OVER AGAINST/in front of MULBERRY/balsam trees. As.. you hear the sound of marching in the tops- The Lord would be going into battle, invisibly, on their behalf, as in Josh 6:2-5; 8:1-2; 10:8, 14; 11:6. David’s wars completed Joshua’s wars. The sound – presumably of a gust of wind in the tree tops - would be the reminder that the Lord and His Heavenly hosts were in action, and it was time for them to act. (Spiritually the Lord can so direct our evangelising, teaching, or charitable efforts that we’re in step with the work of His Spirit, and so be effective.)

Move quickly because.. the LORD has gone BEFORE/in front of you- As in Judg 5:4; Ps 68:7. to SMITE THE HOST/strike the Philistine army- Israel had wanted to be like other nations, with a king to go before them into battle, 1 Sa 8:20. God was doing better than that. As in the time of Moses, and Joshua, Ex14:13; Deu 31:8; Josh 3:5-17, the Lord would go out before them, and David would lead them in following the Lord, His will, His commands, to achieve His purposes. David did as the LORD commanded him- As had Noah, Gen 7:9, 16, Abraham, Gen 21:4, Moses, Ex 7:6. SMOTE/he struck down the Philistines.. to Gezer.

6:1-23 David Brings the Ark to Jerusalem [1 Chr 13:1-14; 15:1-16:6, 43]

(The Tabernacle with the ark, altars, etc was built so that the Lord God of Israel should be honoured as being among His people. This and the pillar of Cloud/Fire were constant witnesses to His presence and care, Ex 25:1-40:38. After the conquest it was settled at Shiloh, Josh 18:1, but the Lord and His ark became neglected by the Israelites, and disgraced by the behaviour of the sons of Eli the Priest, 1 Sam 2:12-17. They took the ark into battle and it was captured by the Philistines. The Lord’s judgment actions made them honour Him. As they did the Israelites at Beth Shemesh, 1 Sam 4:3-7:1. It had remained in a private house, apparently neglected by Israel. David had established a political capital, central to the life of national Israel, at Jerusalem. To him the Lord Himself was central, and must be the central factor in Israel’s national life. To bring the ark up to Jerusalem would express that thought, and encourage Israelites to think in such terms. The bringing in of the ark was held up for 3 months by the tragic death of Uzzah and lessons learned from that. Its arrival was marred by the taunts of David’s wife Michal. Notice how often the names of the Lord and of David occur – their interaction is the core of the chapter.)

6:1-2 David GATHERED/brought together.. of Israel- Jerusalem was already accepted as the political capital of Israel. If it was to be their religious and spiritual capital it was essential that the ark of God be there, as it symbolised that God was their God, and His presence had been granted to them as His people. chosen men, thirty thousand- Cp Saul’s standing army of 3000, 1 Sa 13:2; 24:2; 26:2. David involved ten times that number in this task of honouring the Lord. So, the news that they took back to their families and relations would give a direct link with the whole nation of Israel. The death of Uzzah, blessing on Obed Edom, the joy in Jerusalem, would have a major impact on the nation. 1 Chr 13:1-14 has details of David consulting before assembling Israel to bring up the Ark. And as Kirjath Jearim was not far from Philistine territory the large number of men would have impressed them with David’s growing might.

DAVID.. and all his men set out from BAALE/Baalah of Judah- Another name for Kirjath Jearim, Josh 15:60; 18:14; 1 Sa 7:1; 1 Chr 13:6. It seems the ark had stayed there almost a century. to bring up.. the ark of God- Ex 25:10-22; 1 Sa 4:3-4, 21. which is called by the name.. of the LORD- Yehovah God OF HOSTS/Almighty- Tsaba. Cp 1 Sam 1:3. This rather involved statement insists that the ark is what it is named, because the Lord has deliberately put His name – His presence there. It is Named with His Name, but He isn’t limited to it, He is the Lord of HOSTS, omnipotent, omnipresent, etc. David was concerned with the Lord, and the honour of His Name being preserved in Israel, and before Israel’s foes. The importance of the ark is seen in Scriptures such as Ex 25:16-22; 40:20-36; Num 7:89; Deu 10:5; 1 Ki 8:9; 2 Ki 19:15; Ps 99:1; Isa 37:16. 

who is enthroned between the cherubim.. upon the ark- Ex 25:17-22; 1 Sa 4:4; 1 Chr 28:2; Ps 80:1; 99:1. David valued the Lord’s presence in the midst of Israel, communicating with them from above the mercy seat. As Israel’s king it was appropriate for David to view the ark as the throne of Israel’s true, invisible king, Judg 8:23; 1 Sa 8:7. 

6:3-5 They set the ark of God UPON/on a new cart- David followed the ideas of the Philistines, 1 Sa 6:7, rather than the instructions of the Law, which required the ark to be carried on the shoulders of the Levites. Even the priests were forbidden to touch it, Ex 25:12-14; Num 4:5-6, 15; 7:9; 1 Chr 15:13-15, so presumably it had been lifted on to the cart by the carrying poles. The new cart made sense as conforming to local religious customs, but the Lord made it abundantly clear that they must not ignore His already expressed will. 

Uzzah and Ahio.. DRAVE/were guiding the new cart with the ark of God on it- These may have been grandsons of Eleazar, 1 Sa 7:1. Ahio walking in front- Leading the oxen. In 1 Sam 6 they had needed no human guidance, but these priests, as with Hophni and Phinehas may have come to think of themselves as rather important, and God’s ark as something that needed their care and supervision. 

David and.. Israel PLAYED/were celebrating- Sachaq- To laugh, etc with all their might before the LORD, with songs.. harps, PSALTERIES/lyres, TIMBRELS/ tambourines, CORNETS/sistrums, cymbals- They were making a wonderful procession, having a happy time, but it’s not impossible that their actions were self-centred. There is no mention of the authorised silver trumpets, Num 10:2, or rams horns, Josh 6:4. Their thinking may have run “We have a wonderful Kingdom and a new capital city, we’ll add God to it so He will help us.” If they had some idea of using God for their purposes and glory, the tragedy that followed damped down any shallow joy, and made them face the fact that Our God is a consuming fire! Heb 12:29. David wasn’t going to be able to add the presence of God as ornamentation to “David’s city,” 5:9. 

6:6-8 Uzzah.. took hold of the ark of God, because the oxen SHOOK IT/stumbled. The LORD’s anger WAS KINDLED/burned against Uzzah FOR/because of his ERROR/ irreverent act- Shal- Fault, error. His intentions were no doubt good – to steady the ark to prevent it falling over, or falling off the cart. But his action suggested that the Lord wasn’t able to care for His ark. Touching the ark was forbidden, Num 4:15. The judgment that had fallen on the irreverent curiosity of the men of Beth Shemesh, 1 Sa 6:19, should have been sufficient warning for this to be remembered. At the time when David was taking a major forward step in making Jerusalem the centre of the worship of God, it was vital that it be made clear to everybody that this wasn’t something David could do to honour a passive, helpless God. On the contrary who God was, and what He wanted done, was all-important. Those who serve Him must take His rule seriously, Lev 10:1-3; Josh 7:24-25; 24:19-20; Act 5:1-11. **15 

Therefore the LORD struck him down and he died there beside the ark of God- For the third time in the book of Samuel God showed that He was well able to care of His ark, 1 Sa 5:3-12; 6:19-20. 

David was DISPLEASED/angry- David was angry at God for being angry at Uzzah. This is a dangerous state of mind for any servant of God. It indicates that our attempts at serving God were seriously flawed. David had been doing his best to honour the Lord. It was natural that he should resent the Lord’s violent judgment action. But he had an important lesson to learn, and it’s a lesson for us all. He had organised this great celebration to honour the Lord by taking His ark joyfully into David’s own city. And instead of co-operating the Lord had killed a central figure in the procession – one of the presiding priests! The Lord had in effect disowned the whole procession by expressing His displeasure in the way it was being carried out. His action forced David to take the rules about transporting the ark seriously And forced everyone to learn the truth of Lev 10:3. 

6:9-11 David was afraid of the LORD.. How SHALL/can the ark of the LORD ever come to me- Human wisdom suggests that as Jerusalem was Israel’s safest fortress it would protect the Ark. And having it there would add to the prestige of David’s capital city and encourage the worship of the Lord at the central level of Israelite life and government. But living close to a God who struck down His devoted followers when they misjudged what actions were required of them was a high-risk situation. Would it be safe to have God living next door to the Government? The fear generated by this incident of God’s judgment was beneficial, as it had been with Achan, and would be with Ananias, Acts 5.

God had made clear that He doesn’t allow Himself to be organised. His people must deal with Him on the basis of what He is and does, not on their whims. David’s fear may have begun as an angry sense of his own guilt, Gen 3:10; Deu 5:5, and the inability of human nature and its good intentions to cope with the presence of the LIVING God. But from this a genuine respect for the Lord that desires to honour Him, and is blessed with spiritual blessings, can develop, Josh 24:14; 1 Sa 12:24. Fear was a wise reaction to the fact that God had frustrated his purposes to bring the ark to Jerusalem to the glory of God, and of David. It moved him to make important changes, and next time he honoured God.

Footnote ** 15 Unless the Philistines touched only the carrying poles, they seem to have touched the ark and lived. If so, we must remember that the nearer any man is to God, and to the knowledge of God, the more responsible he becomes, Lk 12:47; Jas 3:1. The ark was the nearest representation of God, until Jesus walked this world. 

SO DAVID WOULD/He was not willing to take the ark of the LORD to be with him in the city of David- It became clear to David that he could not add to his own glory or convenience by the presence of the ark. His relationship with God wasn’t on that basis. DAVID CARRIED/took it aside to the house of Obed Edom the Gittite- Perhaps born in Philistine Gath, or Gath Rimmon in northern Israel, Josh 21:20-25. Or someone who had gone to Gath with David? He seems to have been a Kohathite Levite, 1 Chr 15:16-18, 24; 16:4-6, etc. ..the LORD blessed him and ALL/his entire household- With fertility, 1 Chr 26:5-8. This showed that the presence of God was a great danger, or a great blessing, depending on the attitudes or actions of the people. 

6:12-15 King David was told The LORD has blessed the household of Obed Edom- This reassured David that provided he lived and ruled by God’s revealed will, the presence of God’s ark would be a blessing in Jerusalem. So David went down and brought up the ark of God.. to the city of David, with GLADNESS/rejoicing- Ps 24 seems to have been written for this occasion. Uzzah’s death resulted in them fearing the Lord. The rejoicing didn’t cancel that fear. **16 The fear of and respect for the Lord moved them to obey His command to have the ark carried by Kohathites. The Fear of the Lord and the Joy of the Lord are inseparable – two sides of the coin of His blessing on His people. 

When THEY THAT BARE/those who were carrying the ark of the LORD had taken six PACES/steps he sacrificed OXEN/a bull and FATLINGS/a fattened calf- I take this to mean that at every seventh step – steps, 1,2,3,4,5,6, then a sacrifice. This showed their concern that God should not intervene in judgment as he had in striking Uzzah, Before ending any seven steps on the journey they offered a sacrifice to God to honour Him and seek His approval on the journey. It was also a constantly repeated sort of brief Sabbath rest, sanctifying the journey. Their wish to be constantly pleasing the Lord is a challenge to all His servants in all ages. If these sacrifices were voluntary peace offerings, Lev 7:11-18; 17:1-6, they would have contributed flesh for the happy feasting appropriate to the occasion, 6:19. 

David, WAS GIRDED WITH/wearing a linen ephod- This was normal clothing for a priest or Levite, Ex 28:6; 1 Sa 2:18; 22:18. In what sense David and his son Solomon were counted as priests is never made clear, nor under what circumstances. But clearly David was acting as a priest here, and at Araunah’s threshing floor, 24:24-25. And Solomon was a priest in his prayer of dedication of the temple, 1 Ki 8:18-64. This seems to be a necessary link with the Kingly Priesthood of Christ after the order of Melchizedech, Ps 110:4; Heb 6:20. If Jerusalem was Melchizedek’s Salem, Gen 14:18, there may be a sense in which David, having conquered that city for God, took up something of Melchizedek’s priesthood. danced- Karar- **17 To whirl or dance. before the LORD with all his might. 

Footnote **16 1 Chr 15:1-16 records David preparing a Tent for the Ark in Jerusalem. Ordering the Levites to sanctify themselves, and carry the Ark as ordained in the Law. Also organising Levites to praise the Lord.

Footnote **17 Karar is used only in 2 Sam 6:14, 16. Raqad- To leap, skip, or jump about, often for joy is used in 1 Chr 15:29. And of happy children dancing, Job 21:11. See also Ps 29:6; 114:4,6; Ecc 3:4; Isa 13:21; Joel 2:5; Nah 3:2, for the “dancing” of cedars, mountains, wild goats and chariots. 

While he and the entire house of Israel brought up the ark of the LORD with SHOUTING/shouts and the sound of trumpets- The record mentions without comment that the ark was carried by people this time, and that the joy of the people was expressed in shouting, and blowing trumpets, not with the medley of musical instruments. 6:5. This time David and the Israelites conformed to the Law, not to human ideas. **18 David exerted himself vigorously to show that it was the Lord who was important, and that he was using all his energy to honour the Lord. And this time he did so as a priest, wearing a linen ephod, not as a King in royal robes. He was now honouring God not by natural actions, but spiritually by actions directed by God’s Word. 

6:16 As the ark of the LORD was entering the city of David, Michal daughter of Saul- The words remind us that her attitude was that of Saul’s daughter, not that of David’s wife. watched from a window- She wasn’t out in the streets joining in the celebration and worship. She kept apart as an onlooker, looking through a window. This suggests she looked at things through her own mental frame, from the viewpoint of one born a princess. She had learned from Saul to look at the world concerned for her own importance – he had soured the celebration over a great victory, by objecting that he didn’t get enough credit, 1 Sam 18:6-9. Had he earned any! We must beware of adopting that critical detachment from the actions of our local assembly that concentrates on failings, and ignores the spirit of things. Pharisees found fault with what God approved, because they had no fellowship with Him in His righteousness or His mercy. Mt 9:13; 12:7. 

when she saw King David leaping and dancing before the LORD, she despised him- By calling him KING David there is a hint that she thought it unKINGly, rather than immodest. Michal had a large idol in her home in the early days of her marriage to David, 1 Sa 19:13. That she is called Saul’s daughter suggests she had no appreciation of the spiritual importance of the ark as symbol of God’s presence among His people. Or of it being available where all Israel could honour Him and claim His guidance. To her it was simply a matter of David behaving in much the same way as an exhibitionist lout. She had lost her home and affectionate husband, where she had been appreciated and valued. She had reason to be unhappy to be returned to David to become a wife in an unreasonably large harem. All she gained was the dignity of (perhaps) being counted as queen. From her point of view that dignity had been lessened by David dancing like a dervish! 

6:17-19 They brought IN the ark of the LORD and set it.. IN THE MIDST/inside the TABERNACLE/tent that David had pitched for it- This was done without abolishing the existing worship centre at Gibeon, 1 Chr 16:39-40, where Zadok had been installed as priest. In 2 Sa 15:25-29 he was serving in the tent at Jerusalem. 

Footnote **18 There was no command to worship the Lord with musical instruments other than trumpets although they were used in the procession Saul met, 1 Sa 10:5-6. Music and dancing were a spontaneous reaction of celebratory joy on special occasions, Ex 15:20-21, etc. But instead of the light-hearted musical accompaniment typical of secular expressions of natural happiness, the second attempt was marked by a succession of animals being sacrificed, and the blowing of trumpets – the only musical instruments authorised by the Lord in His Law. 

David sacrificed burnt offerings and PEACE/fellowship offerings before the LORD- 1 Sa 11:15. **19 AS SOON AS/After he had MADE AN END/finished sacrificing.. he blessed the people- As Solomon did later, at the dedication of the Temple, 1 Ki 8:55-61. in the name of the LORD OF HOSTS/Almighty- Tsaba. he DEALT/gave a CAKE/loaf of bread, a GOOD PIECE OF FLESH/cake of dates, and a FLAGON OF WINE/cake of raisins- Ashishah- Pressed together. Yayin- Wine, but possibly also grapes. AMONG ALL THE PEOPLE/to each person.. men and women- David, as the king-priest was following the precedent of Melchizedech who blessed Abraham in the name of the Lord, and provided him with bread and wine, Gen 14:18-19. In 1 Chr 16:4-42 David appointed a psalm to be sung. It appears again in Ps 105:1-15 and Ps 96:1-13.
6:20-23 When David returned home to bless his household, Michal, daughter of Saul- The expression hints that she was speaking as might be expected of Saul’s family. came out to meet him- And presumably in the presence of courtiers and household spat out her disdainful criticism. She speaks as a king’s daughter and king’s wife of the dignity appropriate to kingship which David has, in her view, fallen short of. 

How the king of Israel has GLORIOUS/distinguished himself.. disrobing- Galah- To uncover, strip disgracefully, exile, reveal, etc. He had taken off his royal robes and worn a simple linen ephod as the priests did. The Law required priests to wear under-garments to avoid nakedness in the Lord’s presence, Ex 28:42, so David’s priestly garments were such that his vigorous dancing would not have been immodest. in the sight of the slave girls of his servants as any vulgar fellow- Req- Vulgar, empty, worthless would- Michal accused him of showing off before the girls, like an exhibitionist lout. She says that a king should be seen as glorious but he had been seen by her as a vulgar show-off.

David said to Michal, It was before the LORD who chose me rather than your father- David replied that his behaviour was motivated by a desire to honour the Lord. And he was a better judge of what behaviour is pleasing to the Lord than she was. God had rejected Saul because his behaviour displeased Him. As Saul’s daughter she wasn’t fitted to judge what was the correct behaviour for a God-chosen, God-honouring king. It wasn’t surprising that David’s behaviour was acceptable to the Lord, but unacceptable to Saul’s family. His words were based on God’s mercy to him, and His sovereign choice, but, embittered by her bitterness they contain a sneer at her and her father. “You don’t like my behaviour as King of Israel – I have no need to please you. God chose me, and He is best judge of how I should behave.” David was right, but the element of petty spite wouldn’t have helped her to revere him, or worship his Lord. We must be careful when we respond to criticism. 

I will PLAY/celebrate- Sachaq- To laugh in pleasure or derision, to play or to fool around, Used of Samson having to amuse the Philistines, Judg 16:25, 27; The Israelite women celebrating victory over the Philistines, 1 Sam 18:6-7, etc. before the LORD- David was expressing his joy in the Lord, spontaneously and vigorously. He did this because he realised the Lord had granted to him wonderful privileges in choosing him to be the ruler and deliverer of His people Israel. David was a man of strong emotions and enthusiasms as expressed in the Psalms. 

Footnote **19 For the significance of these offerings see Booklet “God’s Law, the Lord & Us.” It isn’t clear whether he offered these personally as a priest, or merely provided the sacrificial animals and supervised the work of the priests. Saul as a non-Levite was condemned for offering a sacrifice in his panic, 1 Sa 13. Uzziah for offering a sacrifice in pride, 2 Chr 26:16-21. How was it different with David? Was he part of the Melchisedek King-Priest tradition? Ps 110:4. And forerunner of his “son” Christ the eternal King priest. 

I will become even more VILE/undignified- Qalal- To be light, despised, etc, I will be BASE/humiliated- Shaphal- Depressed, low. **20 in my own eyes- This may be read as meaning that David was so concerned with the glorious privilege of being a servant of the Lord, and a leader in public worship, that the secular glory of kingship and dignified kingly behaviour seemed trivial to him. OR it can be the kind of violent reaction to wifely criticism that many of us have been guilty of, saying something like “Look woman, I did what I did to please God and I don’t care whether YOU like it or not, so there!” 

But by these MAID SERVANTS/slave girls you spoke of I will be held in honour- This could mean honoured and respected as a man who honours God. If so he is saying Don’t worry about the servant girls of the palace, they may be low class people in your eyes, but as I act to honour God they will have sufficient spiritual insight to honour me for honouring God. Chapter 7 would support that. 

It was true that servant girls who had joined in the celebrations associated with bringing the Lord’s ark into the city were capable of a right understanding of David’s enthusiastic, if undignified, actions. But David wasn’t automatically speaking as a godly man. Michal had accused him of disgracing his kingly glory, and he may be hitting back at her by grasping her insulting words and using them provocatively. “You may call my behaviour undignified, base, humiliating or whatever – what do I care. I’ll keep on doing that sort of thing, even to the extent that I myself feel it may be disgraceful.” And at a cruder level his words can mean “I’ll do whatever I please, and if you don’t find me attractive there’s plenty of women who do, I don’t need you!” Chapter 11 supports that view of David. I do not think that we can be comfortable with David’s attitude and words. 

Michal daughter of Saul had no children- **21 As she was his first wife, any sons she bore to David would have had a strong claim to succeed him as king. This wasn’t going to happen. Scripture says she had loved him, 1 Sa 18:20, and faced her father’s anger for his sake, 1 Sa 19:11-17, but it’s never said he loved her. Like Saul she seems to have been spiritually insensitive and uncommitted to the Lord, so would have had no ability to understand David’s enthusiastic joy, but at the human level she lived and died in his palace with no reason for joy. As a person she deserves our sympathy. But there were sound political and spiritual reasons why it was better for her to be childless rather than for her son with ancestry half Saul half David to be Israel’s next ruler. 

A fruitful womb was a blessing from the Lord, Ex 23:26; Deu 7:14; 28:11, and so this may be stated as the consequences of the Lord’s action. It may be seen as a punishment for her pride, and another example of the Lord’s judgment on the house of Saul. Or as a reminder that a critical spirit is a great cause of unfruitfulness. Michal had expressed concern about David’s kingly honour being disgraced by his behaviour. The record closes by mentioning her barrenness – a deep disgrace, in the thinking of those times. 

Footnote **20 Shaphal elsewhere is treated as a virtue, self humiliation, etc, Prov 29:23. David was prepared to risk being misunderstood in his efforts to honour the Lord, as Paul was 1 Cor 3:18; 4:10. 

Footnote **21 This may, or may not, imply that David refused to continue to grant her the marital rights any husband owed to his first wife, Ex 21:10. Michal may have been naturally infertile, as she had no children with David when in a loving relationship with him, 1 Sam 18:20-19:17. And none in the years with her fond husband Paltiel. 

7:1-17 God’s Covenant-Promise to David & his Family [1 Chr 17:1-15]

(Although it’s not called a Covenant here, it’s called one in 23:5; Ps 89:3, 28, 34, 39. Cp Ps 132:11. The Hebrew word Bayith can mean a house-building, or a household-dynasty. David wishes to build a “house” for God- the temple. God says that instead He will build for David, from his descendants, a royal “house-dynasty.” David’s son will build the Temple of God in Jerusalem. And David’s descendants, and no others, have the right to rule in Jerusalem. All the positive and beneficial aspects of kingship in Israel flow from this covenant that God made with David. But the fulness of this can come only under David’s descendant who will reign forever - when their true King, Christ, “the Son of David” is rejected by Israel, and returns to reign, 1 Sa 8:7-9; Isa 9:1-7; Zech 13:1-9; Mt 23:39; Rom 11:1-32. etc. 

The form of this covenant is similar to those in current kingdoms which assured the king of “eternal” right to the throne for himself and his descendants as long as they were loyal to their over-lord. But what God promised to David grows out of God’s covenant with Abraham granted in sovereign grace and assured of a successful conclusion on that basis. The Promise to Abraham and his seed of being an unlimited universal blessing is repeated to David and his seed. And this was, and will be, fulfilled in Jesus the Christ the Son of David. In Him, and in Him alone, can the purpose of Gen 1:26-27 be achieved, Rom 8:1-30. That sonship discipline will be exercised builds on the covenant of Sinai with its requirement that Israel keep the Law. 

This isn’t just a proclamation of the right to kingship of David and his dynasty. The intentions of God’s King must be submitted to God’s intentions. The approval of God’s prophet can be countered by the disapproval of God. God is the hero, not David. David’s ideas are fine at the human level, but they need to be corrected by God to conform to the pattern of His high and holy purposes. And they depend on His sovereign grace. That is the only basis on which anything can be done in this world of rebel sinners. 

The importance of this is clear as it’s the longest statement made by God since His revelation to Moses at Sinai. It sets out the way in which His purposes for Israel and mankind will be fulfilled. From it the later prophecies unfold in Isa 9:1-7; 11:1-16; 16:5; 40:1-31; 52:13-53:12; 55:1-13; Jer 25:5-6; 30:8; 33:15-26; Eze 34:23-24; 37:24-28; Hos 3:5; Amos 9:11; Zech 12:7-8, etc right through to Mal 4:1-6. The promise of an eternal kingdom gave Godly Israelites something to hold on to throughout the apostasy of the nation, and the punishments that apostasy brought. It was central to Christ at His coming, and to all the truths that He unfolded to His hearers. Major doctrines that flow from it are: Jesus is the Son of David, Mt 1:1; Acts 13:22-23; Rom 1:3; 2 Tim 2:8; Rev 22:16, etc. He is the one who would rise from the dead, Acts 2:30; 13:23-39. The Builder of the house of God, Jn 2:19-22; Heb 3:3-4. The Throne is his, Heb 1:8; Rev 3:21, etc. And the eternal kingdom, 1 Cor 15:24-25; Eph 5:5; Heb 1:8; 2 Pet 1:11. The Son of God, Mt 3:17; 17:5; 27:43; Mk 1:1, 11; 9:7; Lk 3:22; 9:35; 20:13; 22:70; Jn 20:31; Acts 9:20; Heb 1:5; 4:14; 2 Pet 1:17; Rev 2:18. Born of a virgin, Lk 1:32-35.)

7:1-3 After the king SAT/was settled in his HOUSE/palace- As in 5:11-12. the LORD had given him rest from all his enemies- So it seems the battles and victories of 8:1-14 were behind him when this thought came to David. God had chosen and anointed him as a lad, and from then on the Spirit of God had sustained and guided him, 1 Sa 16:1-13. In faith he had fought the Lord’s battles, been acclaimed as king by the nation of Israel and had won for them security in the promised land. Therefore it seemed to him that the time had come to fulfil the promise of Deu 12:10-11. 

he said to Nathan.. I DWELL/Here I am living in a palace of cedar- This might make it seem that the king of Israel was more important than the God of Israel. while the ark of God DWELLETH/remains WITHIN CURTAINS/in a tent- The original Tabernacle-tent had been far more glorious than the tents of the Israelites. Situated in the centre of their camp it proclaimed the glory of God. But that tabernacle seems to have been destroyed and replaced by a more ordinary tent. David felt that God should be honoured by a grand permanent building in Jerusalem, the capital city of the established and secure kingdom of Israel. 

Nathan replied.. DO ALL.. IN THY HEART/Whatever you have in mind, go ahead and do it, for the LORD is with you- In consulting the prophet, David was consulting the Lord. David wanted to build in the capital city of the kingdom a royal house for Israel’s heavenly King, 6:2; Ps 132:2-5; Acts 7:46. The idea made such good sense that Nathan felt no need to consult the Lord, and gave instant approval, sure that it was a God-honouring project. **22 Some things are like that to God’s servants, but this is recorded so that we don’t take for granted God’s approval of even the best ideas. 

7:4-7 That night the word of the LORD came to Nathan.. Go tell my servant **23 David- David gladly takes up the name of servant eight times in this chapter. He is called the Lord’s servant in 1 Ki 11:13, 32, 34, 38; 14:8; 2 Ki 19:34; 20:6; 1 Chr 17:4, 7; Ps 89:3, 20; Jer 33:21; 22, 26; Eze 34:23, 24; 37:24. 

the LORD says; SHALT THOU/Are you the one to build me a house- David’s desire was commendable, 1 Ki 8:18-19, but this particular service to God required a different type of servant. David’s gift and mission were to fight the Lord’s battles until Israel was securely at rest in the promised land, 7:10; 1 KI 5:3. That role involved him in much killing. As the Temple was to be a house of prayer to all nations, it was not appropriate for it to be built by a man whose main task was the slaughter and subduing of Israel’s enemies, 1 Ki 5:3; 1 Chr 22:8; 28:2-3. 

I have not dwelt in a house from the day I brought the Israelites out of Egypt to this day- In fact when He brought Israel out of Egypt He was certainly with them effectively, but at that stage did not have even a tent residence. A residence wasn’t essential. 

BUT HAVE WALKED IN/I have been moving from place to place- God’s presence among His people wasn’t static, limited to a Temple. It was dynamic, free to move among them. with a tent IN A TABERNACLE/as my dwelling- Mishkan- Residence, tabernacle, tent. In the wilderness God had moved ahead of His people, and chosen where they were to stop and pitch their tents. In the book of Judges His ark had been at Shiloh, where a more permanent structure seems to have been built, 1 Sa 1:9; 3:15. The Lord reminded David that it had been unsuitable for Him to have a permanent house as long as the Israelites were on the move. And owing to enemy attacks they were still unsettled, 1 Sam 31:7. This didn’t deny that as the Lord made Israel secure in the land it would be appropriate for a permanent temple to be built. 

Footnote **22 Prophets were God’s agents, His appointed messengers. Sometimes they had a specific revelation of God’s will. But they weren’t just God’s speaking-trumpets. They were men of God who by their past fellowship with Him in His purposes could be expected to have sound ideas about what His will on any matter was likely to be. They answered questions accordingly, confident that God would re-direct them if their first answer happened to be wrong – as it was in this case. The role of Elders, Shepherds, Teachers, and Christians generally today calls for a similar willingness to express honest opinions when people look to us for help. As well as passing on Scripture verses and principles relevant to the situation we should join enquirers in seeking confirming guidance from God. As we are God’s servants we can rely on Him to correct the errors we may make. It’s as we walk with the Lord that He gives further guidance if needed, Gen 24:27; Isa 30:21. 

Footnote **23 Others God called His servants include Abraham, Gen 26:24; Jacob, Eze 37:25; Moses, Num 12:7-8; Josh 1:2, 7; 2 Ki 21:8; Caleb, Num 14:24; Isaiah, Isa 20:3; Zerubbabel, Hag 2:23; Job, Job 1:8; 2:3; 42:8; Nebuchadnezzar, Jer 25:9; 27:6; Israel, Isa 44:1-2, 21; 49:3; and the Messiah, Isa 52:13; Zech 3:8. 

SPOKE I A WORD/Did I ever say to any of their rulers- Shebet, Tribes, rods/staffs – as a symbol of authority, and so rulers. that I have commanded to FEED/shepherd.. Israel- God’s purpose in raising up rulers over Israel was that they should direct their energy and skill to the task of shepherding His people. And by doing it well they would honour God and fulfil His purposes. Why have you not built me a house of cedar?- The kings of the nations of the world considered that their “gods” had made them kings with a view to their serving them by building glorious temples etc. David must not have that idea. The welfare of Israel, as God’s people, was His constant concern and the reason for His living among His people. He has never suggested they should build a temple. 

7:8-11 Now.. tell my servant David, This is what the LORD OF HOSTS/Almighty says I took you from.. from following the SHEEP/flock to be ruler- Nagid- The word King is used sparingly in the historical books. Often, as here, they are called simply the ruler, whether they are a Judge or a King. This may have been done as a reminder that the Lord Himself was Israel’s one, true, and personal king. 

over my people Israel- God didn’t need David to build an impressive temple to witness to His reality and importance. God had revealed Himself, His character and glory in taking a shepherd boy from his flock, using him to destroy Goliath and bring deliverance for Israel. David had been honouring God by responding to His sovereign grace. What God had done in all the incidents in David’s life was a brighter and clearer witness to His glory than any temple he could build. The life of David was a living-temple witness to God. The same is true of us, 1 Cor 6:19. 

I- Note the frequent use of “I” by God, the I AM who had sent Moses to deliver them from Egypt. WAS/have been with you wherever you have gone- As He had been with Israel, and been their protection through the wilderness etc. I have cut off all your enemies.. HAVE MADE THEE A GREAT NAME/Now I will make your name great- Among God’s people - Israel, and the Christian church - David’s name has been greatly honoured. God would continue this sovereign grace in his life. He has chosen and protected David so that Israel should be secure in the care of Shepherd David whose house and throne He has made secure. 

And I will APPOINT/provide a place for my people Israel..  plant them.. MOVE NO MORE/no longer be disturbed.. ever since.. I appointed JUDGES/leaders of my people Israel- Israel had only partially received the blessing of rest in the promised land which the Lord had promised when he called them out of Egypt, Ex 6:5-8. This promised rest had already been achieved by David in a greater measure, over a greater area of Israel, than the “rest” achieved by Joshua, Josh 23:1. But the later prophets rightly interpreted Scripture as pointing to a complete fulfilment, Isa 9:7; 16:5; Jer 23:5-6; 33:15-16. David had made a good beginning at this, and still had battles to fight, but his work wouldn’t cease when his life ceased. His descendants would be taken up in Sovereign grace, and would benefit from his example of obedient faith in the Lord, until the ultimate “Son of David,” would win a spiritual victory that would lead to the full fulfilment of every promise made to Abraham and to Israel.

I HAVE CAUSED/will also give you rest from all your enemies- David will complete the task God has given him. The defeat of Israel’s enemies will be irreversible, and their position as a nation free to serve the Lord will be established. There will be no going back to the situation under the Judges and Saul, although unbelief and disobedience will continue to bring them under judgment and defeat. David battled with those who opposed God, His people and His purposes. In this he pre-figured Christ who in His Cross defeated those who opposed God’s Redemptive, saving purposes. David must defeat Israel’s enemies before the temple could be built. And Christ on the Cross must win the victory and provide the basis on which the Church could be built. 

7:11-13 The LORD declares to you that the LORD himself will MAKE THEE/establish a house for you- In His eternal purposes the Lord will build a house, a royal dynasty, for David. Cp Isa 16:5; Amos 9:11; Acts 15:16. David will not build a house for the Lord. David is the object of God’s Sovereign Grace, and He now reveals that His purposes for His people, Abraham’s descendants, will be fulfilled in David, and his descendants. God will raise up no kings for His people outside the family of David’s descendants. The dynasty will last forever. This is an unconditional covenant, founded entirely on God’s Sovereign purpose, decree, foreknowledge and grace – like those with Noah, Gen 9:8-17; Abraham, Gen 15:9-21, and Phinehas, Num 25:10-13. (Conditional covenants were with Abraham Gen 17, and Israel at Sinai, Ex 19-24.) 

When your days BE FULFILLED/are over.. I will SET/raise up (In the LXX this is Anastaso- linked with Anastasis- resurrection, used of Christ in the NT.) THY SEED/your offspring to succeed you- In contrast to Saul, after David’s death kings would continue to come from his descendants. God will raise up a son of David to sit on his throne and reign in peace and glory. Cp 1 Ki 1:48. **24

Who will come from your own body- **25 Cp Gen 15:4. In the sense that this refers to Solomon it suggests that he was not yet born at the time these words were spoken. Certainly the greater fulfilment was in Jesus descended through Mary, physically from David, and yet of whom God the Father from heaven proclaimed This is my son. Mt 3:17. Cp 7:14. I will establish his kingdom.

He is the one who will build a house for my name- For the Lord who is what His Name declares Him to be personally, and in relation to Israel – The Eternal self-existing Lord God, of Hosts/Almighty, etc. God’s purpose is that the Temple, His settled house, will be built when His people Israel are securely settled in the land, under a king ruling peacefully, unchallenged. Beyond the grave of David the warrior, the Temple would be built by Solomon reigning in peace and righteousness, 1 Ki 5:5; 6:1-38. Then the Lord’s throne, the Ark, will be permanently housed in it. And beyond the grave of Christ crucified the Church would be build by Christ risen and ascended. And in the day to come He will return to reign in Peace and Righteousness in such power that none can challenge. When the Lord Jesus took up His ministry He made three claims relevant to this verse. He would build a temple, Jn 2:19-22. An eternal throne, Mt 19:28-29. An imperishable kingdom, Lk 22:29-30; Jn 18:36. 

Footnote **24 David’s “Seed,” echoes God’s speaking of the Seed of Eve, and of Abraham, Gen 3:15; 13:15; Gal 3:16. Christ being raised up demonstrated that He was truly the promised Seed of David who would live and rule for ever, Acts 2:30; 13:23. God promised Abraham a seed to possess the land of Israel, and also to be a blessing to mankind generally. God’s promise to David takes up and extends the earlier promises. 

Footnote **25 The thought, “Was Absalom, a son born of his own body, about to replace him as king in Jerusalem and be blessed of God,” may have tormented David as he fled from Jerusalem. If so the taunts and accusations of Shimei were a minor concern easily ignored. 16:10-12.

I will establish the throne of his kingdom for ever- Olam- An indefinite period of time without any ending, and so potentially eternal. This lays a solid foundation for the concept of the Messianic kingdom which was developed by the later prophets. This was advanced a great step further by the public ministry of our Lord as declared by Him in the Synagogue at Nazareth, Lk 4:16-20. But only after His atoning death on the cross, and his resurrection, was it possible to see the spiritual fulfilment of His Messiahship in relation to the Christian Church, which is His body. And the future spiritual and physical fulfilment in the Messianic Kingdom promised so strongly in Isaiah, Ezekiel, Zechariah, Rom 11, etc. Cp Ps 89:30-38; Isa 9:1-7; Mt 1:1; Lk 1:32-33, 69; Act 2:30; 13:23; Rom 1:2-3; 2 Tim 2:8; Rev 3:7; 22:16. 

7:14-19 I will be his father.. he will be my son- This is a vital point. Gideon, Samson, Saul, etc had been treated as servants, blessed, rewarded, and disciplined on that basis. A great privilege. But a higher privilege was being granted to David and his descendants – they would be treated as sons. One can dismiss a servant. A son is to be disciplined, rather than disowned. This expresses the special relationship God would maintain with David’s descendants, reflecting the fact that David was God’s chosen king and representative, to rule His people in His name. Cp Ps 2:7; 45:6; 89:27. In Jesus Christ the prophecy reaches its ultimate fulfilment, Mt 1:1; Mk 1:11; Heb 1:5. That this was a covenant relationship based on God’s sovereign grace is stated in 23:5; Ps 89; 132:12. **26 In a sense God may be said to have adopted David, and through him, his dynasty, as his son, Ps 2:7-8; 89:26-28. 1 Chr 17:1-27, omits reference to sinning and chastening, after I will be his father and he shall be my son. 

When he COMMIT INIQUITY/does wrong, I will CHASTEN/punish him with the rod of men.. inflicted by men- Given by men and received by men, in the ordinary course of life, reaping and sowing, cause and effect. The Berkley translation is a reasonable alternative, I will correct him with the rod as men must be corrected, and the strokes that come on the sons of Adam. They would be a “Dynasty under Discipline” as part of their being a dynasty bound to God by the ties of family care and obligation. This echoes the warnings in the Law that transgression would be disciplined by God using human oppressors to bring home to Israel the reality of their sinning, Lev 26:25; Deu 28:25, 49-52. It was fulfilled literally in the case of Solomon 1 Ki 11:14, 23-26. That Jesus as Messiah suffered – for our sins, not his own – is referred to in Heb 5:8-9. 

But my MERCY/love- Chesed. SHALL NOT DEPART/will never be taken away from him, as I took it away from Saul.. Your house and your kingdom SHALL BE ESTABLISHED/will endure- Aman- To build up, support, be firm, be true, be faithful, endure, etc. This can be true of what God is promising and doing, but it can also be true of what David has committed himself to, and is doing. Ahimelech had said David was Faithful- Aman, 1 Sa 22:14; and so had Abigail 25:28. These are relevant to the Lord’s words. forever before me- The word Covenant- Berith isn’t used here, but it is on the basis of God’s sovereignly-declared relationship with them, that the family ties of Chesed can function. Only this provision of grace would make it possible for the dynasty to continue. And that grace would triumph in the work of THE Son of David which worked backward and forward from the cross of Calvary to make a life of sonship possible for those who believed.

Footnote **26  In 5:3 the elders of Israel entered into a covenant relationship with the king in the Lord’s presence. At least in 2 Ki 11:17, Jehoidah the priest. in installing Joash as king, combined elements of the Davidic covenant with this coronation covenant. Perhaps it was so done at other times – Cp Josiah as king binding the people into a covenant with the Lord – a covenant aimed at ensuring the nation fulfilling His purposes by doing His will, 2 Ki 23:1-3. 

Your throne will be established for ever- This promise of an everlasting kingdom became the focal point for many later prophecies, and powerfully influenced the Messianic hope in Israel. The OT history shows that the rule of David’s descendants was often severely threatened. It was usurped by Athaliah, 2 Ki 11:1-3, and finally overthrown by Assyria and Babylon. It was never re-instated, though Zerubbabel came back as governor of a small area around Jerusalem. The Maccabean/Hasmonean kings who established a Jewish kingdom before being replaced by Herod and his family, were Levites - not of Judah, or David’s family. It is fulfilled in Jesus Christ the promised descendant of David, Lk 1:32-33, See also Ps 2:7; 1 Chr 22:10; Acts 13:33; Heb 1:5; 5:5. 

Nathan reported to David all the words of this VISION/entire revelation- Nathan passed on to David the  whole content of the Lord’s message. Cp Samuel to Eli, 1 Sa 3:18. David accepted it all by faith, and sought the Lord’s presence so that he could reply in praises and petition. Thus fellowshipping with the Lord in heart, mind, and intention to play the role the Lord had in grace provided for him. 

7:18-29 David’s prayer [1Chr 17:16-27]

(In response to God’s declaration David pours out his heart and soul in thankful praise and worship at the glory and greatness of God’s purposes. He expresses wonder that God would make such commitments to himself and to his descendants. And acknowledges that what God had pledged to him was pledged for Israel’s sake - that its purpose is the fulfilment of God’s covenanted promises to His people. And that its ultimate effect will be the honour and praise of God throughout the world. David’s response was of similar length to God’s statement through Nathan, so it’s important. God’s magnificent declaration of Sovereign grace needed to be taken up in humble, bold faith, so that its blessings could be appropriated and enjoyed. David’s response to God’s grace has been a model of what is meant by faith in the word of the Living God. It’s as we listen to the things God says to us, and by His grace and His Spirit take them up, that they transform our lives and effectively witness to Him. )

Then King David went in- Presumably into the tent where the Ark was kept, 6:17. and sat before the LORD- God had promised that He would be with the ark, in the presence of His people, Ex 25:22. So to sit in God’s tent was to sit before the Lord. But this wasn’t simply a matter of physical locality. It was a matter of David’s desire to be in the Lord’s presence. **27 He rested and relaxed in awed wonder that acknowledged both the greatness of God’s grace to him, and the effectiveness of God’s grace as assuring the fulfilment of those purposes. David showed his confidence that without further prayer or action on his part God would do all that He had promised. In the face of the Lord’s amazing statement to David about the future, David sat as a recipient of God’s overwhelming grace, and thought of all God is and has promised. He cheerfully abandoned his own idea of working for God, 7:1-3, in the wonder of what God revealed of His work.

he said Who am I O LORD, GOD? Adonay Yehovah- This phrase seems to be used when speaking to God in close fellowship-prayer. It was first used by Abraham in discussing with God the fulfilment of the promises regarding the birth of Isaac, Gen 15 2, 8. The next time by Moses in discussing with God the possibility of his being allowed to go over Jordan into the promised land, Deu 3:24. Here David is discussing the wonderful promises just received. 

Footnote **27 The expression before the Lord is used of all sorts of actions and localities, 3:28; 5:3: 6:5, 14, 16, 17, 21; 7:18; 21:9; 1 Sa 1:12, 15, 19, 22; 2:17, 18, 21; 7:6; 18:19, 25; 11:15; 12:3, 7; 15:33; 21:6, 7; 23:18; 26:19; etc. David was eager to build a temple that would be worthy of the Lord, but he realised that such a temple was peripheral rather than central to worship and fellowship – to being with God.

and what is my HOUSE/family, that you have brought me HITHERTO/thus far- David is overwhelmed by the greatness and grace of the purposes which God had revealed to him. So often God in His wisdom has chosen to use the weak – Moses the refugee shepherd, Gideon’s 300, etc 1 Cor 1:25-29, and this fact makes the grace of God stand out more clearly. David confesses the wonder of God’s grace that had made a shepherd boy from an ordinary Bethlehem family, the King of Israel. And in His eternal purposes, the founder of an eternal kingdom in which every member would be blessed of God with a secure inheritance. 

as if this were YET A SMALL THING/not enough in your sight, O LORD GOD/Sovereign LORD- Adonai Yehovah, David rejoices in the wonder of what God in grace has already granted to him, but rightly confesses that it is trivial compared with the vast, eternal matters dealt with in the promise just received. You have also spoken FOR A GREAT WHILE TO COME/about the future of the house of your servant- Ebed- Slave. A slave was helpless, being totally at his master’s disposal. This could be resented by the proud or lamented by those ill-treated. But gloried in by those rejoicing in the glory of the Master they were privileged to serve, as He took them up to share in His plans and purposes. And gave them the honour of making a contribution to the further glory He had in mind. David took up the latter attitude, as did Paul the Apostle. David uses the expression of himself 10x in this passage. Others used it rarely, but they include Abraham, Gen 18:3; Jacob, Gen 32:10; Moses Ex 4:10; Num 11:11; Deu 3:24; Samson, Judg 15:18; Hannah 1 Sa 1:11; and Samuel 1 Sa 3:10. He knew that Saul had barely taken up his role of kingship before the Lord told him that his actions had disqualified him, 1 Sa 13:13-14; 15:10-11, 23, 26-29. Only those responding to grace in faith could possibly be blessed, and yet the Lord had proclaimed to David that his descendants WOULD be blessed with such grace and such responsive faith. 

IS THIS THE MANNER/your usual way- Torah- Law, word, custom, etc. of dealing with man, O Sovereign LORD?- Perhaps a statement This is your Law/word for man, O Sovereign Lord – expressing a summary of what the Lord has promised for David and his house. Or it may be expressing surprise at God making such a declaration as He had just made to David. God loves all men, and has loving purposes for them, but it was unusual for Him to speak plainly to them of future blessing that they would respond to in faith. He did speak in this way to Abraham, Gen 12:2-3; 15:4-21, and to a lesser extent others such as Jacob, Gen 28:12-15, and Phinehas, Num 25:11-13. 

7:20-25 What more can David say to you? For you know- The LXX uses Oida- To see, understand. This suggests that as the Lord knows and understands his human weaknesses, David can be confident in His promises as they are based on sovereign grace, and foreknowledge, as in Gen 18:19; For I know him that he will command his children. Cp our security stated in Rom 8:28-32. your servant.. For the sake of your word- Perhaps the promise of royalty from the tribe of Judah, Gen 49:10. and according to THINE OWN HEART/your will, you have done.

How great you are O Sovereign LORD GOD! There is no one like you- Cp 22:32; 1 Sa 2:2. That the Lord could make such promises made Him unique among all those things which men might worship. It required that He should know the future, without any uncertainty. That He should have such unchallenged authority that what He said would happen must happen. And that He should have such power that he could take up a weak, frail, fickle man - as even the best of men are - such as Noah, Abraham, Moses, Joshua, Samuel and David, and make for them wonderful triumphant futures. 

And.. Israel.. the one nation.. God went out to redeem as a people for himself- Israel’s uniqueness did not consist in her achievements as a nation, but in God’s choice of her to be His own people, Deu 7:6-8; 33:26-29. The Lord didn’t start with a powerful nation, and tip the balance of power in their favour. He took up an aged, childless man, Abraham - uprooted him - and even when his descendants were multiplying, made them helpless slaves in Egypt. He took up that nation of selfish, unbelieving thankless slaves and redeemed them in miraculous power. And then slowly taught and moulded them with infinite gracious patience. The OT makes that clear. Only an almighty, all-wise God of Love could have brought them through to the stage David was at. And to him had been opened an infinite future of glory. 

to make HIM a name for himself- God’s electing love, revealed in His dealings with Israel, didn’t lie in any goodness or greatness of the people of Israel, but in His own purposes. He chose to reveal Himself by taking up Israel, and by His dealings with them. This established His character and reputation – He became known as the Lord (what He was in Himself) the God of Israel (What He was seen to be in His dealings with them.) Cp Deu 7:6-8; 9:4-5; 1 Sa 12:22; Neh 9:10; Isa 63:12; Jer 32:20-21. Cp Deu 7:8; 9:26; 13:5; 15:15; 24:18. 

to perform great and TERRIBLE/awesome- Yare– To fear, make afraid, etc wonders by driving out nations and their gods from before your people- In following the LXX the Niv weakens the strong expression of God’s actions in settling Israel in the promised land against the resistance of the entrenched nations. you have CONFORMED TO THYSELF/established your people Israel as your very own forever, and you O LORD have become their God- What God had pledged to David He had pledged as the God of Israel. Cp Gen 17:7; Ex 6:7; Rev 21:3. 

7:25-29 And now LORD God, ESTABLISH/keep forever the WORD/promises.. ESTABLISH/Do as you promised, AND LET/so that your name will be MAGNIFIED/ great forever- It may sound insolent for a mere man to speak a command to God, but David in doing so was honouring God by taking Him at His word and in effect saying Amen! Do what you say you will do. And David is fully aware that when God has done what He has promised He will do, it will lead to the eternal magnifying of His name. Then men will say- people will be forced to confess that The LORD OF HOSTS/Almighty is God over Israel.

O LORD OF HOSTS/Almighty, God of Israel, you have revealed this.. saying I will build a house for you. So your servant has found IN HIS HEART/courage to PRAY/offer you this prayer- Abraham had believed God, and lived by that Faith. David believed the promises God made to him, and accepted that God would keep His promises. So he boldly took them up by faith, and proclaimed that it would happen just as the Lord has said it would. Such is Biblical Faith. Cp Heb 13:5-6.

NOW O LORD GOD/Sovereign LORD, you are God! Your words BE TRUE/are trustworthy, and you have PROMISED THIS GOODNESS/given this good promise- Cp Num 10:29, 32; Deu 26:11; Josh 21:45; 23:14; Isa 63:7; Jer 29:32; 32:40-41; 33:9, etc. Now LET IT PLEASE/be pleased to bless the house of your servant, that it may continue for ever BEFORE THEE/in your sight.. with your blessing.. will be blessed forever.

8:1-18   David’s Victories  &  Officials   [1 Chr 18:1-17]

(The promises God gave to David are followed by a summary of the partial fulfilment of the promise of national security, 7:9-11. Until then Israel had failed to occupy the full extent of their land, and had often suffered defeat and oppression. Archaeological explorations show that many Israelite towns had been destroyed in the previous century. In a few brief sentences we’re told that David put down any opposition to the rule of Israel. As a result the Philistines, Edom, Moab, and Syria were reduced to co-operating client states. Hamath, 8:9, and (presumably) Ammon 10:1, sent gifts = paid tribute to the rising power of Israel. It also records that David acted in faith by accumulating gold, silver, and bronze so his son could build a worthy temple to the Lord. )

8:1-2 AFTER THIS/In the course of time- In view of 7:1, chronologically these events probably belong between chapters 6 and 7. David SMOTE/defeated the Philistines and subdued them.. took Metheg Ammah- Literally The bridle of the forearm. Perhaps a poetic expression meaning that David had the Philistines under his control as a horseman would control the horse he rode. He had the Philistines saddled and bridled for use. Berkeley translation has Seizing the bridle of their mother city, linking it with David taking over Gath and its surrounding towns, as stated in 1 Chr 18:1. The Philistines had been Israel’s most dangerous rival and oppressor for more than 200 years, since the time of Samson, Judg 13:1. From this time onward Israel held the reins of power, although Philistines are mentioned in 1 Ki 4:21; 15:27; 16:15; 2 Ki 8:2-3; 18:8. 

HE/David SMOTE/defeated the Moabites- They had been persistent enemies, though Joshua had not been permitted to attack them. Balaam had prophesied they would be subdued by a Messianic “star” person who would arise in Israel, and David fulfilled this promise, Num 24:17-20. MEASURED THEM WITH A LINE, CASTING DOWN TO THE GROUND/made them lie down on the ground and measured them off.. put to death, and ONE FULL LINE/the third length allowed to live- This gruesome lottery shocks us - thanks to the influence of Christianity on our civilisation. In the ancient world it would have been seen as a normal, rational way of thinning down the number of potential resistors to Israel’s taking over the government of Moab. (As Hitler or Stalin wiped out ALL the captured officers of the Polish Army, in the Forest of Katyn massacre.) 

  Ruthless armies such as the Assyrians killed all captured soldiers - impaling them to die in the sight of the defenders of cities they attacked, etc. Note the cruelty of the offer made to Jabesh Gilead, 1 Sa 11:1-2. A thousand years later a Roman Caesar was happy to discourage the spread of Christianity by nailing up hundreds of Christians covered with oil and pitch to burn as illuminations for a “Garden Party.” Scripture records actions such as David’s honestly, without comment, and leaves the readers to judge the rights and wrongs of the matter according to the stage they have reached in the knowledge of the character and will of God. We are justified in assuming that God approved of Moab being subdued as he had predicted. We aren’t justified in assuming that God approved all that David did. David, as Christians are today, 2 Cor 5:10, was answerable to God for all his actions. **28

Footnote **28 This matter of human responsibility for the way people act under God’s sovereignty is made clear in such scriptures as Isa 10:1-19 where God says He will use Assyria to punish Israel for her apostasy and oppression of her own poor people. And yet Assyria will be held responsible for the way they choose to handle that role, and suffer accordingly. (The words of 10:14 have been found inscribed in stone in an Assyrian record of its campaigns. A witness to the accuracy of the Bible record.) Every servant of God is answerable for the way in which he chooses to make use of the gifts and opportunities God gives to him. 

8:3-8 David SMOTE/fought Hadadezer- Hadad (the Syrian name for Baal) is my helper. As we would expect, he goes down in defeat before David who has the Lord God of Israel as his helper. king of Zobah- A Syrian state north of Israel. Saul had fought Zobah with some success, 1 Sa 14:47. When he went to RECOVER HIS BORDER/restore his control along the Euphrates River- God had promised Abraham that his descendants would rule the land to as far north as the Euphrates River, Gen 15:18-21; Ex 23:31; Deu 1:7-8; 11:24; Josh 1:4. Here is a provisional fulfilment of this promise. It became a more solid reality under Solomon. See also Gen 17:8; Josh 21:43-45; 1 Ki 4:21-24. 

David captured a thousand of his chariots, seven HUNDRED HORSEMEN/thousand charioteers, and twenty thousand foot soldiers- Niv is based on the LXX and the Dead Sea scrolls, in agreement with 1 Chr 18:4. The MT here says merely that David captured 1700 horsemen. He HOUGHED/hamstrung- This made the horses useless for chariot warfare, although they could still be of limited use as slow-moving farm animals. Cp Josh 11:6.

RESERVED OF THEM.. a hundred FOR CHARIOTS/of the chariot horses- He may have deliberately obeyed the command to not multiply chariots as Israel’s king, Deu 17:16. A chariot army was expensive and it would distract Israel by providing them with an alternative centre of confidence to the Lord God of Israel, and to living in obedient fellowship with Him. That would be a disaster, Ps 20:7. It also made good sense at this stage. Chariots were useless in hilly and forest-covered country such as much of Israel was. And the government of Israel wasn’t organised to house, feed, and employ a large chariot army. 

When the SYRIANS/Arameans of Damascus came to help Hadadezer- Any northward expansion of Israel threatened them as well as the Syrians in Zobah. David SLEW/struck down twenty two thousand.. He put garrisons in the SYRIA/Aramean kingdom of Damascus.. became subject to him and brought GIFTS/tribute- This would bring great economic benefits for David and later for Solomon as Damascus was a key point in the trade routes between Egypt/Africa and Mesopotamia/Asia. The Sea coast trade route through Gaza and Beth Shan, and the inland “King’s Highway”, Num 20:17, 19; Deu 2:27, along the fringe of the desert, met at Damascus. David’s victories meant that Israel would now gain the greatest profit from both routes. Their garrisons giving security to passing caravans, and collecting fees. 

The LORD PRESERVED/gave David victory everywhere-This reminds us that the recorded victories aren’t purely secular events. They are also the outworking of God’s purposes and promises recorded in chapter 7. And the spoils of war won are specifically stated to have been set aside by David for use by the son who would, according to the promise, build a house for the Lord in Jerusalem. 

David took the gold shields- Gold-ornamented if battle shields. Solid gold shields would be useless except to be carried in political or religious festivities. Cp 1 Ki 10:16-17; 14:26-28. See also Lev 27:28; 2 Ki 11:10 for the setting aside of spoils for God as an acknowledgement that He had given the victory. and brought them to Jerusalem. From BETAH/Tebah- Niv adjusts to the spelling in 1 Chr 18:8, and Berothai- called by an alternative name Chun in 1 Chr. David took a great quantity of BRASS/bronze.

8:9-12 When TOI/Tou king of Hamath- A kingdom on the Orontes River, north of Zobah. heard that David had SMITTEN/defeated.. Hadadezer.. sent his son Joram- Jah is exalted, perhaps so named by David. He is called Hadoram- Hadad is exalted in 1 Chr 18:10. to King David to SALUTE/greet him and to BLESS/congratulate him.. Joram brought.. VESSELS/articles of silver.. gold- These gifts suggest that David was accepted as the superior power in the treaty, and it’s possible that Hadoram’s name was diplomatically adjusted to be polite to Israel and Israel’s God.

King David dedicated these articles to the LORD.. with the silver and gold from all the nations he had subdued- 1 Chr 22:2-5, 14-16. Solomon used these stored materials for the building of the temple, 1 Chr 18:6. **29 In 1 Chr 22:14 the total amount collected was huge. Secular records from the time confirm there was a large amount of Gold-silver-bronze in circulation. Bar 89/3. And that it was looted backwards and forwards as the fortunes of war ran. In contrast to David’s action which kept his heart loyal to the Lord when his riches increased Ps 62:10, is Solomon’s action in hoarding up riches for himself, and his heart departing from the Lord, 1 Ki 10:14-23; 11:4. We all at times, even the poorest of us, face a choice between God and Mammon, Mt 6:24-34; 13:22. 

8:13-14 David GAT HIM A NAME/became famous WHEN/after he returned from striking down eighteen thousand SYRIANS- Most Mss of the MT have this. /Edomites- LXX and some MT Mss have this. **30 in the valley of salt- The Dead Sea area, as in 2 Ki 14:7. 

8:15-18 David reigned over all Israel.. EXECUTED/doing JUDGMENT/just- Mishpat- A judicial verdict, formal decree. Cp his ruling about sharing plunder, 1 Sa 30:22-25. JUSTICE/right- Tsedaqah. Rightness, righteousness, justice. Righteousness and Judgement, are characteristics of God, Job 37:23; Ps 33:5; 36:6; 99:4; Isa 5:16; Jer 9:24; Mic 7:9. So every person or society that is pleasing to Him must act that way, 1 Ki 10:9; 2 Chr 9:8; Ps 106:3; Prov 21:3; Isa 1:27; 9:7; 56:1; Eze 18:5, 27; 33:14-19. Under His covenant God blessed such people, Gen 18:19; Ps 106:3; Jer 22:15; Eze 18:5, 27; 33:14-19. As king, David was responsible for the administration of justice in Israel. Cp 12:1-7; 14:1-8. David ruled by applying God’s just and righteous Law. In effect acting as God’s agent, ruling Israel as His people. Samuel had commanded Saul to do so, 1 Sa 10:25, and had himself done so, 12:3. 

Footnote **29 Individuals of course hastily buried their treasures when their city was attacked – cp the hoard of 9kg of silver found in Dor, buried by a householder before the city was destroyed, about 1000 BC. Bar 4/98. 

Footnote **30 In Hebrew Aram-     and Edom-    are easily confused. In 1 Chr 18:12, Abishai (acting under David) slew 18,000 Edomites. The 12,000 Edomites killed by Joab, Ps 60 title, may be part of the 18,000. They led separate sections of the Israelite army in 10:9-11. Or these verses may cover victories on different occasions. Both SYRIANS/Arameans, and Edomites may make sense if at that time the Syrians were controlling the inland trade route all the way down through Edom. The garrisons would be officered by Syrians even if they were mostly Edomite troops. So they could be referred to as Syrian, or Edomite soldiers.

Under Saul, Abner and a head shepherd, Doeg, are the only officials mentioned. David set up a more adequate state organisation. 

Joab.. over the HOST/army- 2:13; 5:8. Responsible to use the army to further truth and justice.  Jehoshaphat.. recorder- Zakar- To mark, remember, bring to mind, mention. He was an important official as in 2 Ki 18:18, 37; 2 Chr 34:8; Isa 36:3, 22. There is no definition of his work, or that of the Secretary. He may have been a kind of chief administrator, who handled dealings between different officials, and with the nation, so that management and responsibility were kept functioning effectively. Or he may have kept the official court/state records, administering and recording truth and justice so future generations could remember the wonders of the Lord, Ps 105:5. And have a standard by which to judge themselves by comparison with David. 
Zadok- A descendant of Eleazar son of Aaron, 1 Chr 6:4-8, 50-53; 24:1-3. His father Ahitub was a different man from Ahitub, Ichabod’s brother, 1 Sa 14:3 who belonged to the other priestly family of Ithamar, 1 Chr 24:3, as Eli did, 1 Sa 2:31, 33. and Ahimelech son of Abiathar- Abiathar was the son of a priest named Ahimelech, 1 Sam 22:20, and he is spoken of as being associated with Zadok in 15:29, 35; 17:15; 19:11; 20:25; 1 Ki 1:7-8, 19; 2:27-35; 4:4. So a scribe may have written the names in the wrong order here and in 1 Chr 24:3, 6, 31. But it’s possible that Abiathar had a son named after the earlier Ahimelech, his grandfather, although such a younger Ahimelelch never seems to be mentioned in association with Zadok. were priests- Concerned with spiritual matters. 

Seraiah- Possibly the man called Sheva, 20:25, Shisha, 1 Ki 4:3; Shavsha, 1 Chr 18:16, was SCRIBE/secretary- Saphar- To score with a mark as a tally or record, tell, show forth, etc. Possibly keeping records of political events, or records of stores and equipment, etc. As he is mentioned after the Recorder it’s likely that he assisted him.

Benaiah- His name means Jah has built. son of Jehoida- A priest, 1 Chr 27:5, from the southern Judah city of Kabzeel, 23:20; Josh 15:21. was over the Kerethites- From Karath- To destroy, consume, cut off, cut a covenant etc. so perhaps executioners. But it may mean they came from the island of Crete, as some Philistines did. and Pelethites- Perhaps from Pereth- Swiftness. If so they may have been couriers, official messengers. But possibly an alternative name for Philistines. See note on 1 Sa 30:14. They seem to have been foreign-born troops, kept separate from the national army. They formed David’s special royal guard, 23:22-23. 

David’s sons were CHIEF RULERS/royal advisers- Ben Kohen. Ordinarily this would mean priests, but although David fulfilled priestly functions at times there is no suggestion that his sons did. 1 Chr 18:17 says they were Chief officials. **31

Footnote **31 If David made his sons priests, that sounds a warning note. Like Eli he hadn’t disciplined his sons. Even Godly Samuel erred in making his sons judges, and they disgraced him. If in his pride he took it upon himself to make them priests, he was heading for trouble. Apart from Solomon they were either nonentities or disgraces. 

9:1-20:26  Records of Life in David’s Court

(These chapters, along with 1 Ki 1:1-2:46, give us a record of some important events in the life of David’s family and court. Their honesty makes the truth of their statements clear, in sharp contrast to the flattery of kings that marks other court histories from the ancient world. We are shown the follies and sins into which even such earnest and eager-to-please-God people as David can blunder. And the mercy of God that righteously insists that we reap what we sow, and yet over-rules so that we can still make a useful contribution to His purposes when we’re willing to learn by His discipline. As with all Scripture, this is written to help us, and so any knowledge we may gain is far less important than our desire to learn from it to please our Lord, and enjoy fellowship with Him. )

9:1-13  David & Mephibosheth – the Jonathan Covenant

(We’re not told when this happened, but only when he had captured Jerusalem, and defeated the Philistines was it safe to bring a lame man into public life. Then David fulfilled his promise to Jonathan and his descendants, 1 Sa 18:3; 20:42; 23:18; 24:21-22. Such loyalty was essential for anyone to have fellowship with God who Himself is totally faithful in His covenant-keeping kindness, Ps 15:1-4.)

9:1-4 David asked Is there anyone.. to whom I can show kindness- Chesed. for Jonathan’s sake?- As promised in 1 Sa 20:14-17. David had a busy life, but he didn’t forget Jonathan or his promise to him. While the situation in Israel was unstable, Saul’s relatives may have preferred to reside in poverty in obscure places. a servant of Saul’s.. Ziba- Saul’s royal property, along with his family inheritance at Gibeah would have been abandoned by his son Ish Bosheth when he fled to Mahanaim, 2:8. But a family servant-slave on the spot could quietly farm the land and store the harvests, and as the Philistine occupation receded become de-facto owner of the land. Saul’s family might well hesitate to claim it and farm it so close to David’s headquarters in Jerusalem, and within reach of Joab’s army, 2:12-32. (Gibeah was near Gibeon.) 

Are you Ziba?.. Is there no one left of.. Saul.. I can show God’s kindness?- Chesed. There is a son of Jonathan.. LAME/crippled- There were other descendants of Saul, 21:8, but Mephibosheth was the son of Jonathan in whom David was expressing an interest. Where is he?.. Ziba answered.. in the house of MACHIR/Makir.. in Lo Debar- Machir means sold, and Lo Debar means No Pasture. So some see crippled Mephibosheth, an outcast from the fallen house of Saul, as a good figure of the position of rebel mankind – living in a barren place, sold as a slave to sin, Rom 7:14, being redeemed by the Grace of the Saviour, David’s Son. His family’s inheritance was restored to him, and he was given a seat at David’s table. By Grace we have been made heirs of God, joint heirs with Christ. “Love so amazing, so divine demands my heart, my life, my all. But Machir was a wealthy man it seems, as he later came to David’s aid, 17:27. Perhaps his support for David then was in response to David’s showing kindness to his ward. Mephibosheth. Lo Debar may be another name for Debir in Gilead, Josh 13:26. If so it was a long way from Jerusalem. 

9:5-11 So King David had him brought.. When Mephibosheth- originally Merib-Baal. See note on 4:4. DID REVERENCE/bowed to pay him honour- This would be an awkward action for a cripple, but he made the effort. We don’t read of Ziba bowing like this. 

David said Mephibosheth! Your servant, he replied- Your loyal subject. This is phrased in the formal manner used by a superior identifying and establishing communication with an inferior. But it’s promptly followed by a friendly conversation designed to make Mephibosheth feel at home. David said.. I will show you kindness- Chesed. for the sake of your father Jonathan. I will restore to you.. Saul.. you will CONTINUALLY/always eat at my table. Mephibosheth bowed.. said, What is your servant- As David said in response to the Lord, 7:18. a dead dog AS I AM/like me- An expression of great unworthiness and humility. David had used it of himself as being a ridiculous target for King Saul, and the whole Israelite army in 1 Sa 24:14.

The king summoned Ziba.. said.. I have given your master’s grandson ALL/everything that belonged to Saul.. You.. TILL/farm the land for him.. Mephibosheth.. will always eat BREAD at my table- More a matter of high honour, than that of economic assistance. Mephibosheth.. at David’s table like one of the kings sons. **32

9:12-13 Mephibosheth had a young son named Mica- His descendants are listed in 1 Chr 8:33-39. Mica may not have been born at the time Mephibosheth was welcomed by David, if it was relatively early in David’s reign. His name could have been added to the record later. Ziba’s household were servants of Mephibosheth.. lived in Jerusalem, because he always ate at the king’s table.

This is the high point of David’s reign. The Lord had assured him of a permanent place for himself and his descendants in His glorious purposes. But David failed to rise to further heights in the second half of his reign. Instead of continuing to fight the Lord’s battles David stayed home and disgraced himself and his Lord by shameful actions - adultery and murder. 

10:1-11:27 The Ammonite War & David’s Sin

(During this period Syria was divided into small states. It’s unclear how these battles between Israel and Syria relate to those in 8:3-8, but an overlap is likely. The account in 8:3-8 is written from the point of view of Israel expanding to its promised frontier. This more detailed account is written from the viewpoint of the bitter war with Ammon. And this provides the setting for David’s sin with Bath Sheba, and the arranged murder of Uriah. )

10:1-19 David Defeats Ammonites & Syrians [1 Chr 19:1-19]

(Edom, Moab, and Ammon were small nations living in competition with each other. When David defeated them, 8:2, 12-14, it seems he gave preference to Ammon, and made a treaty of friendship with their king. This would have left Ammon dominating the other two, and in control of the inland trade route from Egypt to Syria. The wealth and power this gained for them seems to have made them arrogant. David has just been shown to be a trustworthy ruler who kept his covenant with Jonathan by his treatment of Mephibosheth. Now he tried to honour his covenant with Nahash by showing goodwill to his son and successor. But it didn’t work.)

Footnote **32 As he was lame, either The Lame and the Blind, in 5:8 refers to the racial group, Jebusites who displayed lame and blind as guardians of their walls. OR if it was an exclusion of the physically lame and blind an exception was made for Mephibosheth as an act of Grace and Chesed. 

10:1-2 ..the king of the Ammonites died, and his son Hanun succeeded him.. David thought I will show kindness-  Chesed to Hanun son of Nahash **33 as his father showed kindness- Chesed  to me. David sent.. to COMFORT/his sympathy to Hanun- Apart from personal sympathy the death of a king often caused instability in a country, and in its relationships with its neighbours. Treaties might not be renewed. David showed goodwill by sending a delegation from his court, and presumably he expected the new king to renew the treaty of friendship between Ammon and Israel, and continue paying tribute, encouraging trade, etc. 

10:2-5 When David’s men came.. the Ammonite PRINCES/nobles said.. Do you think David is.. express sympathy? .. David sent them to you to explore the city- Rabbah the fortified capital city of the Ammonites. 11:1; 12:26. spy it out and overthrow it?- Their view made some sense, but traders could have spied as easily. Pride and jealousy seem to have distorted their view as it did with the young friends of Rehoboam, 1 Ki 12:8-16. A young king such as Hanun may have resented the subordinate-to-Israel status of Ammon, and in his pride imagined they could break free. Profits from the inland trade route they shared would have enabled Ammon and Syria to accumulate money and troops, and become eager to turn the clock back to the days when Israel was afraid of them, Judg 11:4-28; 1 Sa 11:1-11. 

Hanun.. shaved off half of each man’s beard- Men were proud of their beards as a sign of masculine maturity. A man might cut or tear off part, or all of his beard as a sign of deep mourning, Ezra 9:3; Isa 15:2; Jer 41:5; Eze 5:1. But this action was a deliberate insult, making the men look ridiculous, and exposing them to mockery by all who saw them. Cp Neh 13:25; Isa 50:6. Israelites were expected to preserve their beards, except for special circumstances – removal of hair after being cleansed of leprosy, Lev 14:1- 9, and perhaps the beard as well as the head hair of a Nazirite, Num 6:18. 

Cut off their garments.. sent them away- A customary way of degrading prisoners of war, Isa 20:4. Being marched out of town jeered at by men women and children would be deeply insulting. And it’s not likely they would be able to get proper garments from anyone until they were out of Ammonite territory. This made them break the Law that they should wear a fringe on their garment, Deu 22:12 – the fringes would have been on the part thrown away - so it was an insult to the men, to their God, and to David their ruler who had sent them as a friendly gesture. 

When David was told.. The king said TARRY/Stay at Jericho until your beards have grown- Jericho wasn’t rebuilt as a city until later, in the time of King Ahab, 1 King 16:33-34. But as there were good springs of water there, and it was on the Jerusalem to Ammon trade route there would always have been some sort of settlement. David showed shepherd care by arranging for this delay, to lessen their shame. But there was a bigger issue. In the past Israelite judges had won victories, and then been content to rest, as long as they weren’t attacked again. That Israel was now consolidating itself as a secure and permanent kingdom required David to avenge this insult before other recently subdued kingdoms decided that they too would break away from Israel. 

Footnote **33 One Nahash king of Ammon had been a cruel oppressor of Gilead, defeated by Saul at the commencement of his reign. This must have been a later king of the same name as the time seems to be about 60 years later. 

10:6-8 When the CHILDREN OF AMMON/Ammonites SAW/realised.. they hired- Paying 1000 talents/30,000kg of silver, 1 Chr 19:6, for the use of twenty thousand SYRIANS/Aramean FOOTMEN/foot soldiers from Beth Rehob- An area near Laish-Dan, mentioned in Judg 18:28. Zobah- Mentioned in 8:3-12; 1 Sa 14:47. Maacah- Jos 12:5; 13:13. ISH TOB/men from Tob- Judg 11:3, 5. **34 The Syrian kingdoms to the North were natural allies. If together they could break free from Israel they would have independent control of the money-making inland trade route. The mobilising of Israel’s army is mentioned briefly. Ammon is recorded as making impressive preparation for victory. This suggests that, in addition to financial gin, an attitude of pride and the desire to humiliate David and Israel motivated them in making the breach. 

David sent Joab.. ALL THE HOST/with the entire army.. The Ammonites came out and PUT THE/drew up in battle IN ARRAY/formation at the ENTERING IN/entrance to their city gate- Their men being based on the capital city. the Syrians/Arameans.. in the FIELD/open country- They had camped south of Rabbah, at Medeba, according to 1 Chr 19:7. There would be neither room, nor water supplies for them within the city. Their chariots operated best in relatively flat, open country so they camped on pasture lands outside the town, ready to attack the Israelites as the Israelites attacked the town.

10:9-14 Joab saw.. THE FRONT/battle lines WAS AGAINST HIM BEFORE/in front.. and behind him- As the Israelite army approached to attack the town they saw there was a large army waiting to attack them from behind once they were engaged in battle. To avoid this he CHOSE/selected some of the best MEN/troops– Men experienced and competent in attacking chariot forces. **35 and PUT THEM IN ARRAY/deployed them against the SYRIANS/Arameans. He put the rest of the PEOPLE/men under.. Abishai.. against the CHILDREN OF AMMON/Ammonites. 

Joab said If the SYRIANS BE/Arameans are too strong for me.. come to my HELP/rescue, if the Ammonites are too strong for you, I will come AND HELP/to rescue you- There were two armies to face, but there was only one battle to win – or lose. Each group would fight better for knowing that the other group would come to their rescue if that was needed. This would require men to stay clear of the battle, and stand on high enough ground to send reports of help being needed. In fighting the Lord’s battles we need to pray for and be ready to help others, Gal 6:2; Phil 2:3-4.

Be OF GOOD COURAGE/strong and let us PLAY THE MAN/fight bravely for our people and the cities of our God **36 The LORD DO/will do what SEEMETH/is good TO HIM/in his sight- Joab was a blunt, practical man. He lacked the assurance with which Jonathan or David faced the Philistines in 1 Sa 14:6-14; 17:37, 45-51, but like the Philistines in 1 Sa 4:8-11 he faced the reality of a soldier’s responsibility. As we serve our Lord, often He doesn’t choose to give us assurance of success, but we are to do our best, confident that as we do so, we, and the outcome, are in His hands. 

Footnote **34 In 1 Chr 19:6-7 it mentions them hiring 32,000, plus the King of Maacah with his people, without mentioning the number that king brought. If he brought 1, 000 men, in both cases the total is 33, 000. 

Footnote **35 The Israelites had overcome their fear of chariot armies, Josh 17:16, Judg 1:19, etc, so must have worked out techniques to handle them. (As the Roman army when fighting the Carthaginians learnt to let elephants through between ranks, and spear them as they passed.)

Joab was a skilled general, and acted wisely, but he was also a man who trusted God as he worked. He based his appeal on the fact that their home towns were depending on their bravery and determination in the fight. They might not know what God’s will was as to the outcome, but it was up to them to give all they’d got in physical strength and battle skill, and rely on God to do his part and give victory to them. Ultimately defeat and victory are in God’s hands, but they can expect God to bless their efforts, as they are His people, Judg 7:15-22; 1 Sa 17:47; 2 Chr 20:15. 

Joab.. INTO THE BATTLE AGAINST/advanced to fight the SYRIANS/Arameans- Joab didn’t wait for them to attack. He led his men in a vigorous attack, they fled- They were “hirelings,” Jn 10:13. Their rulers would have been paid the hire. The rank and file were often left to get their reward by looting. The violent enthusiasm of Joab’s attack suggested there would be no easy pickings, so they ran.

When the Ammonites saw the SYRIANS/Arameans were FLED/fleeing- Defeat is infectious. They saw the large hired army running for home They knew that Joab’s men who had made short work of these allies would soon be free to join Abishai against them. So they fled.. and ENTERED/went inside the city. Joab returned.. to Jerusalem- Israelite armies were not geared for attacking walled cities, and it may have been too late in the year for the army to camp around the city and besiege it. 

10:15-19 the SYRIANS/Arameans.. GATHERED THEMSELVES TOGETHER/ regrouped- Without being paid to. This confirms the idea that they shared a common interest with Ammon in throwing off Israelite control. Hadadezer had SYRIANS/ Arameans brought from beyond the River– Euphrates. They went to Helam- A town on the northern border of Gilead. Shobach the commander of Hadadezer’s army WENT BEFORE/leading them.

David.. all Israel TOGETHER.. went to Helam. The SYRIANS SET THEMSELVES IN ARRAY/Arameans formed their battle lines.. they fled before Israel, and David SLEW/killed THE MEN OF/seven hundred- Seven thousand in 1 Chr 19:18. Numbers seem to have been easily mis-copied by scribes. of their CHARIOTS/charioteers and forty thousand of their HORSEMEN/foot soldiers. 

When all the kings that were SERVANTS TO/vassals of Hadadezer saw.. they made peace with the Israelites and SERVED/became subject to them- With the help of the Ammonites they could have controlled the inland route from the Euphrates to Egypt, and the route for Spices from Arabia etc. Israel now controlled the coastal trade route from Egypt which the Philistines had controlled, and the Syrian states would have wished to break their monopoly of both routes. But Israel with their allies Moab and Edom could bottle up the Ammonites in their cities, and control the inland trade route. This was David’s last recorded campaign against foreign powers. It consolidated Israel’s grip on the Syrian states as promised to Abraham, Gen 15:18.

Footnote **36 Cities of our God suggests that the sense of national unity was growing in Israel. Judges had been content to deliver from oppression a cluster of local tribes, and their success could be resented - as Gideon and Jephthah found, Judg 8:1-9; 12:1-6. Samuel had worked at developing a sense of national unity and mutual obligation under God, and Joab’s words reflected his acceptance of this. 
11:1-26 David’s Great Moral Sin

(Up to this point David has been portrayed as the ideal servant of the Lord in that he was willing to please the Lord, and to adjust his actions to be obedient to the Law. This was seen in his second attempt at bringing the Lord’s ark into Jerusalem. David wasn’t ever sinless. Joining the Philistines, 1 Sam 27-30, slaughtering Moabite prisoners, 8:2, and multiplying wives, 5:13, were contrary to God’s revealed will. But David’s obedience and Faith led to a fulfilment of the “Rest” God had promised, and blessings generally beyond anything Israel had known. Even more important, through him and his descendants the full and final fulfilment had been assured. Cp Gen 49:10; Num 24:17. In 7:5-16 we see the wonders of God’s Grace that lifts weak, mortal men up into sharing in His fellowship and eternal glory. We’re now shown (as vividly expressed in Ps 51) that God’s purposes and provision for rebel, sinful mankind also reaches down to them in the vile depths of their sin and corruption, with forgiveness and restoration to His glorious purposes. 

Long ago Matthew Henry suggested that the cause of David’s fall into sin was: Neglect of his business. Love of ease and indulgence. And that times of idleness weaken our resistance against temptation. Perhaps it wasn’t wrong for David to have stayed home at this stage. His men may have preferred that he not lead them in battle. (21:17 seems to refer to a battle before the subduing of the Philistines, 8:1. 21:15-22 is a summary of past events.) But he could have camped with his army. It was as he selfishly stayed home from fighting the Lord’s battles, he was exposed to the temptation to adultery, and promptly yielded to it. And murdered to avoid facing the anger of his loyal servant Uriah. 

The Scriptures record the disgraceful conduct of men of God because in His Word He holds up a mirror in which we can see the truth about our own natures. It shows that David, although God’s anointed king, chosen by sovereign grace, was still at risk from the failures and temptations of fallen humanity. He had a passionate nature that moved him to throw himself recklessly into battle in defence of God’s honour and God’s people as he did in facing Goliath. But his passionate nature could move him into reckless evil actions, as it did here, and in response to Nabal’s insult, 1 Sa 25:21-22. David fell into the trap of acting like any other oriental despot - behaving as if his God-given position raised him above the need to obey God’s Law. We all need to learn that the greater God’s grace is to us, the greater is our need to seek a humble heart that will be loyal to the Lord’s truth, commands, and promises, Ps 19:12-14; 1 Pet 1:13-25. None dare imagine that, without such exercise of heart, the privilege of being objects of God’s saving grace will protect us from sin, or the consequences of our sin if we yield to temptation. 

The promise of Messiah and Eternal Kingdom granted in sovereign Grace according to Foreknowledge-Election remained. His obedience to the Law had brought blessings to himself, his family and to Israel as a whole. Now his sin brought the judgment curses of the Law on himself, and his family, Deu 28:18, and even exile, Deu 28:64-67. And Israel suffered civil war. David lost his home and much of his family through sin. In due course, so would national Israel. But his restoration and painful rebuilding offered hope that it would be the same for National Israel. )

11:1 AFTER THE YEAR WAS EXPIRED/In the spring- KJV follows the MT in understanding that the words mean that this happened a year after the delegation had been sent. This would suggest it was appropriate retaliation for the treatment of the envoys. The Niv follows the LXX and Josephus in understanding the words to mean that at the end of the old year = when Spring came. when the kings go off to war- The autumn harvesting followed by the ploughing of the land and sowing of crops required all of the men in the rural community to be at home, working hard. When this was done the nation’s army could be called up for battle and used for several months without the nation losing the benefit of its crops. And the hot dry weather allowed an army to camp in the field, and maintain communications and supplies. 

David sent Joab.. the Israelite army. They destroyed the Ammonites- Invading armies “lived off the land” eating the stored food of the villagers and looting towns. and besieged Rabbah. **37 But David TARRIED AT/remained in Jerusalem- As often, Scripture gives no comment on the facts it states, but David’s remaining in Jerusalem seems to be mentioned as surprising, rather than with approval. That David was no longer sharing the hardships of his army may have been excusable because of his increasing age and responsibilities. But it may also be a hint that he was becoming slack and self-indulgent, and so would face temptations arising from that. 

11:2-5 ..AN EVENTIDE/One evening David.. walked on the roof of the KING’S HOUSE/palace- Resting during the heat of the day was normal, 4:5. When the day cooled the flat roof of a house, exposed to any breeze, was the most pleasant spot. Samuel had talked with Saul in the cool and quietness of the house roof, 1 Sa 9:25. While Joab and the army faced discomfort and danger, David the king had his afternoon siesta, and when the day cooled off he got up and strolled on his roof. And from his palace, able to look down on his neighbours, saw a beautiful woman and was tempted to use his superior position to send and get her for himself. 

he saw a woman WASHING HERSELF/bathing- Within walled cities people lived closely packed together. Living in a palace gave the king the privilege of privacy on his high rooftop, but his neighbours would have little privacy. She was washing her whole body to cleanse herself after the ritual impurity of her monthly period. Yet such obedience to ritual-Law became the occasion of serious sin against the moral; Law. This warns us that it’s easy to get details right yet to do wrong in the big things. The Pharisees did, Mt 23:23. Why she chose to bathe in her courtyard, and whether she knew she could be seen from the palace roof isn’t mentioned. The story is the story of David, his temptation, sin, and the consequences that followed. 

The woman was very beautiful- It wasn’t her fault that she was attractive to look at, and maybe she wasn’t to blame for washing where she could be seen. David may have been innocent in his choosing to glance into his neighbour’s backyard, and in his realisation that she was an attractive woman. That he was something of a collector of wives and concubines, 3:2-5; 5:13-16, was less creditable. And he was totally to blame for not looking the other way. Every one of us needs to remember that when faced with any temptation, to LOOK AT the possibility is the first step towards the sin. Unfallen Eve LOOKED AT the fruit, thought about what the serpent had said, and, quite naturally took it and shared it.

David.. INQUIRED/sent to find out about her.. Bathsheba the daughter of Eliam- The only Eliam mentioned was one of David’s loyal, brave fighting men, 23:34. And he was the son of Ahitophel, David’s wise counsellor. That Ahitophel was later Absalom’s supporter and so bitterly opposed to David that he gave the advice that Absalom disgrace his father by taking his concubines, 16:20-23, fits well with Bath Sheba being his grand daughter.

wife- So God had said NO! to David’s desire. The news that the beautiful woman was another man’s wife didn’t quench David’s lustful desire, Mt 5:28, and he brushed the information aside as irrelevant. And in doing so brushed aside his responsibility to obey God's Law, Ex 20:14, 17. 

Footnote **37 Israel’s army lacked the equipment and skill to smash their way into a fortified town. So they camped around the town, blocked the entry of food and other supplies, and beat back any attempts to break out. They could do this comfortably in the dry season. Shortage of food, water, and the outbreak of sickness through problems in waste disposal would soon weaken the city. 

of Uriah **38 the Hittite- Both Eliam and Uriah were among the mighty men-heroes, David’s personal bodyguard, 23:34, 39, so their being linked by marriage wasn’t surprising. They had been loyal to David and protected him through the hard years as fellow-soldiers fighting the Lord’s battles. So to take her would be treachery to a battle comrade. She was the grand-daughter of his trusted and wise counsellor Ahitophel, so to take her would be dangerous folly. But our hearts are so wicked and deceitful, Jer 17:9 that, put in the balance against his lustful desire, David brushed aside these highest obligations to God and man. She was an attractive female and he would make use of her. 

David sent messengers to get her- He knew he was already sinning against the 10th commandment. That having been informed that the attractive woman was already married he didn’t immediately ignore her showed that he had already committed adultery with her in his heart, Mt 5:28. His sin against the 7th  commandment soon led to sinning against the 6th also. Sin yielded to often snowballs rapidly. Whether Bath Sheba was in any way to blame is left unclear. It’s made perfectly clear that David was fully responsible for the sin. It’s David’s story we’re being told. The way he reacted to Nathan’s charge, 12:7-15, and his words in Ps 51, make it quite clear he knew God’s command against adultery, Ex 20:14; Lev 18:20; Deu 5:18, and that death was the penalty, Lev 20:10; Deu 22:22. 

She came.. and he LAY/slept with her- There is no comment on her attitude, or responsibility. She must have known that adultery was forbidden, and made her liable to the death penalty, as being in the city she had only to protest loudly and David could not have proceeded. But to refuse a king would not be easy. Whatever her attitude may have been, the responsibility was overwhelmingly David’s. As king his freedom of action was beyond question. (FOR She WAS/had purified herself from her uncleanness.)- That there was nothing ritually, Lev 15:19-30, and aesthetically objectionable about their sexual union, concentrates attention on the MORAL objection to it. It also makes clear that she wasn’t already pregnant by her husband Uriah.

Then she went back home- Members of her household, and those servants of David involved in contacting her would be aware of the situation. Heb 4:13 reminds us that there is no such thing as a secret sin, although Satan lies to us that “no one will know.” And very rarely can any sin avoid becoming a matter of speculation and gossip. Satan is eager to see the Lord and His servants blasphemed, 12:14, and we have no reason to expect that if we choose to sin, the matter will remain hidden. The woman conceived and sent word to David, saying I am WITH CHILD/pregnant- She left the next step up to David. According to the law as adulterers they should have been stoned to death, Lev 20:10; Deu 22:22. 

11:6-9 So David sent.. to Joab, Send me Uriah the Hittite- That David would be wanting information about the progress of the war would seem reasonable. When Uriah WAS COME/came.. David DEMANDED/asked how Joab was- Shalom, how the PEOPLE/soldiers were- Shalom. and how the war PROSPERED/was going- Shalom. David is recorded as asking about the Shalom- Peace, wellbeing, wholeness, etc of Joab, the soldiers, and the military campaign, but the answers aren’t recorded, suggesting he wasn’t really interested. We readers know that David had shattered the Shalom of Uriah’s home. And there could be nothing of God’s Shalom in David’s heart with a guilty conscience, and fear that his sin would become public knowledge.

Footnote **38 Uriah in Hebrew means “My light is the Lord,” so it seems he had faith in the God of Israel. There had been a Hittite Empire in the land that is now Turkey and they traded and colonised southward towards Egypt. The Bible mentions them in Gen 10:15; 15:20; 23:3-20; Deu 7:1; 20:17. The Hittite Empire had fallen but Hittites were common in the lands that are now Syria, Lebanon, and Israel. 

Then David said.. Go down to your house and wash your feet- In other words, go home and enjoy home comforts, including having sexual union with his wife. This would allow Uriah to think that he had fathered the child that Bath Sheba would bear. and a MESS OF MEAT/ gift from the king was sent after him- This would suggest that the King appreciated his servant Uriah, and wished them to have an enjoyable time celebrating his home-coming. 

But Uriah slept at the DOOR/entrance of the KING’S HOUSE/palace with his master’s servants and WENT/did not go down to his house- We’re not told why. His house was within sight of the palace, 11:2. It seems God over-ruled so that David was prevented from smoothing over the situation by making it appear that Bath Sheba had become pregnant by her husband. **39 Uriah expresses his loyalty to the king by going no further than the palace gate, and slept there with the guards, on call if needed. 

11:10-13 David.. asked.. Why didn’t you go.. Uriah said.. The ark, and Israel and Judah ABIDE/are staying in tents.. Joab and THE SERVANTS OF my LORD/lord’s men are camped in the open fields- Some think this means the ark was in a tent with the Israelite army. But apart from Israel’s taking the ark into battle in the care of apostate priests, 1 Sa 4:3-11 such a thing isn’t known. Presumably the ark of God was still in its tent in Jerusalem, 6:17. 

SHALL I THEN/How could I go down to my house to eat and drink and lie with my wife- Uriah’s loyalty to his fellow soldiers – kept from homes and wives by the war – stands in stark contrast to David’s betrayal of Uriah. **40 While Uriah and most of David’s bodyguard were risking their lives to fight David’s war, David, loafing at home, had stolen Uriah’s wife with no better excuse than that she was beautiful! 

As.. I will not do THIS/such a thing–Uriah explained his actions on the basis of his playing fair with his comrades by not claiming privileges not open to them. The nation is at war, and Uriah is loyal to his battle companions. It is unthinkable for him to claim his normal rights to his home and wife while they are deprived of theirs. A bitter reproach to David who was living comfortably in the palace indifferent to the hardships of the men fighting for him And in indulging himself had reached into Uriah’s home and taken his wife, in defiance of human loyalty, and God’s specific command.

David said.. TARRY/Stay here one more day.. WHEN DAVID HAD CALLED HIM/At David’s invitation- David added to his guilt and enlarged his sinful deceit by pretending to honour Uriah with a feast. and David made him drunk- In the hope that in that condition he would forget his scruples and go home to Bath Sheba. As anyone gets under the influence of alcohol his scruples and principles are weakened. If as a result Uriah forgot his good intentions and staggered off home, Bath Sheba would surely have made sure that an alibi for her pregnancy would result. But.. Uriah.. did not go DOWN TO HIS HOUSE/home- In spite of his chemically impaired reasoning. 

Footnote **39 Some suggest that when Uriah, a leading soldier, found that he had been called to travel forty miles to give information that would normally be carried by young men it may have made him suspicious. Or that he may have heard rumours from David’s guards at the Palace Gate, and so refused to go to his home and be part of the cover up. But nothing in the story suggests that Uriah was a jealous or suspicious husband. We’re simply told what happened, and Uriah is shown as a noble character, loyal to his army companions. 

Footnote **40 From 1 Sam 21:4-5 some suggest soldiers on military duty were required to abstain from sexual relations so as to maintain ritual purity so that God could be with them supportively. But Lev 15:18; Deu 23:10-11 required them to stay outside the camp only until evening. Uriah could easily have been ritually clean before he arrived back in camp.

11:14-15 David wrote a letter to Joab and sent it with Uriah- God had not allowed David to hide his sin. He was now faced with the choice of confessing his sin, and exposing himself to public disgrace and God’s forgiveness. OR of ordering Uriah’s death so that he could legally take Bath Sheba as his wife, and acknowledge her son as his. David decided to make sure Uriah got killed in the war. And added to his guilt by making Uriah carry the letter that demanded his murder. An officially sealed letter would mean that only Joab would know its contents. David had cursed Joab for killing for personal reasons, 3:27-30. Yet he asked Joab to arrange to have a loyal friend killed to cover up David’s sin. Joab could be relied on to do this, but no doubt he would ferret out David’s secret reason. 

he wrote SET/Put Uriah in the FOREFRONT/front line OF THE HOTTEST BATTLE/where the fighting is fiercest; and RETIRE/withdraw from him so he will be struck down and die- Having failed in his attempt to make it seem that Bath Sheba’s child was fathered by Uriah, David decided that to hide the scandal Uriah must die, and arranged for this to happen. 

  Although military wisdom was to avoid getting close to the city walls where the defenders had the advantage, occasional attacks would test the strength and the determination of the defenders. David ordered Joab to use such an attack as the means of getting Uriah killed. To men it might look to be a routine battle tactic. But in the sight of God, and David’s conscience, it was a treacherous and cunning murder. In a night he committed adultery, now in the daylight he commits murder – from a safe distance. 

Joab.. ASSIGNED/put Uriah.. where he knew VALIANT MEN/the strongest defenders were.. some.. SERVANTS OF DAVID/men in Joab’s army fell; moreover Uriah the Hittite was dead- Uriah was killed as planned, but a number of other loyal soldiers also lost their lives needlessly -–as a result of David’s sin, and his attempt to avoid open scandal. 

11:18-25 Joab sent David ALL.. CONCERNING THE WAR/a full account of the battle.. the king’s WRATH RISE/anger may flare up.. may ask.. Why did you.. Who killed Abimelech the son of Jerub-Besheth?- Alternative spelling of Jerub Bosheth, an alternative name for Jerub Baal, so that the name of the heathen god would not be mentioned, Josh 23:7. a woman throw an upper millstone on him.. so he died in Thebez- Judg 9:52-53. 

If he asks you this, say.. your servant Uriah the Hittite is dead- Joab knew that this would quench any criticism David might make of the battle tactics as this was all that David was interested in. Joab had obeyed David’s orders, but he left the news David wanted to hear until last. This makes it seem likely that as a good general he was annoyed at being forced into a militarily foolish action as part of a hidden murder. The messenger.. SHOWED/told David everything Joab had sent him to say.. Your servant– Another stab at David’s conscience. Uriah the Hittite is dead ALSO.

David told the messenger, Say this to Joab, Don’t let this THING DISPLEASE/upset you, the sword devours one as well as another- David hypocritically pretended Uriah’s death was a random event normal in war. He knew well that it was a deliberate use of the enemy to murder a loyal friend whose continuing to live had become inconvenient. MAKE THE BATTLE STRONG/Press the attack against the city- Joab was encouraged to conquer the city, by David who had utterly failed to conquer his own spirit, Prov 16:32. 

11:26-27 When Uriah’s wife heard.. she mourned for HER HUSBAND/him- There is no suggestion that her mourning wasn’t genuine, though it would also be the solution to a very difficult situation. For OT mourning customs see Jer 6:26; 22:10; Eze 24:17; 27:30; Joel 1:8; Zech 12:10. After the time of mourning was PAST/over- The length of mourning varied from seven day to a full month in the case of important people such as Aaron and Moses, Num 20:29; Deu 34:8. The mourning period for Uriah, before David could marry Bath Sheba, was probably at least a month. A woman captured in war was allowed that, Deu 21:11-13, so surely the dead husband would be honoured with a similar period of mourning. 

David SENT AND FETCHED/had her brought to his house, and she became his wife and bore him a son- This provided protection for her and the child, and David accepted responsibility for their future. It would also have provided support for any rumours that had previously circulated. Cp David’s action when Abigail was widowed, 1 Sa 25:39-42. Uriah may have had no kinsman to be her Goel, and take responsibility for his widow, Ruth 3:2-4:12. As he was closely bound to David as one of his “Mighty Men,” 23:8-39 it could have been seen as an act of royal kindness. If, as it seems from the record, Bath Sheba was childless, their son would be legally counted as being Uriah’s, and entitled to any inheritance he may have left, Deu 25:5-6. But that Bath Sheba was a beautiful woman would remove any idea that David was behaving in a self-sacrificing way. And his harem would have viewed her with suspicion. Even if others kept the secret they could be relied on to search out the scandal. 

But the thing.. displeased the LORD- **41 Not only had David deliberately broken a number of God’s commandments, he had selfishly abused his honoured position as shepherd of Israel, 5:2; 7:8. That God had given him that role required that he should protect all Israelites, not exploit them to satisfy his own lusts. 

12:1-  God’s Verdict on David’s Sin

(David’s sin didn’t cancel God’s promises to him and to his descendants – after all God knew all that David and they would do – but it did modify them. David and his descendants had been promised God’s blessing would follow them Ad Olam– forever. David is told that as a consequence of his sin the sword also will follow them, Ad Olam– forever. The penalty for David’s sin was death, Lev 20:10; Deu 22:22, but the Lord in mercy would permit him to live, suffer, and learn. The penalty promised Israel for the religious adultery of joining themselves to idols was also death. Deu 7:25-26. God in His mercy would also leave them to live, suffer and learn. When David’s attention was caught and his verdict on the rich man given, Nathan reminded him how rich God has made him, protecting him, and providing for his needs, including plenty of sexual partners. And how despicable it was of him to take the one wife of a poor man. In the parable the poor man gave to the daughter-like lamb for mutual enjoyment. The rich man took and killed what was beautiful.)

12:1-3 The LORD sent Nathan to David- Prophets were sent by God to give a message from Him. In this case Nathan was sent to the king God had anointed and empowered to shepherd His people, Israel. And who had wickedly abused that privilege-responsibility. 

Footnote **41 This deliberately under-states the situation, and hints that while to all appearances David had “Got away with it,” that was certainly not so. Under no circumstances is God “mocked,” by those who choose to ignore Him, and His Law, and His loving righteous care for ALL people. It is particularly foolish for God’s servants to imagine that because His grace to them has been great, and the work He is doing through them is successful, He can let them ignore their obligation to live in fellowship with Him in their private lives. We are responsible to Him for what we teach and for how we live, 1 Tim 4:16.

  Perhaps a year or more elapsed before the Lord faced David with His challenge. Ps 32 and 51 refer to the struggle that went on within David. The son of David’s sin was now a small boy. It was important that David, and all readers of the account, should be faced with the reality of his sin and the consequences. David and his descendants had been given wonderful promises in chapter 7, but this increased, rather than lessened their responsibilities. David would now learn the reality of the discipline that God has spoken of at that time, 7:14. 

he said, There were two men.. one rich, the other poor- So begins a striking parable. David, and all of us, could judge sin in others more readily than he could judge it in himself. So the parable led him into the situation where he could see in its true perspective the nature of his sinful action. It was David’s responsibility to hear cases and set standards by which justice was administered in the kingdom. We see him being asked to do this in 14:1-17, and Solomon giving a judicial verdict in 1 Ki 3:16-28. 

The rich man had MANY FLOCKS/a very large number of sheep.. the poor man.. one little ewe lamb.. it grew up with him and his children. It shared his OWN MEAT/food, drank from his cup and LAY IN HIS BOSOM/even slept in his arms. It was like a daughter- Bath, as in the name Bath Sheba. to him- Eating, drinking and sleeping speak of loving care, safety, and intimacy – what Uriah deprived himself of, 11:11. Nathan caught David’s attention with a story of interest to a shepherd heart, and far enough outside his own guiltiness, to enable him to react to it honestly. 

12:4-6 Now a traveller came.. but the rich man SPARED/refrained from taking one of his own sheep- It was a chance happening. He was bound to honour his guest with a good meal, and as a rich man could easily do so. Even by human standards it was disgraceful for him to steal rather than use his own resources. Instead. he took the ewe lamb that belonged to the poor man..

David burned with anger WAS GREATLY KINDLED against the man and said to Nathan, As surely as the LORD, the God of Israel lives- A strong vow, as in 1 Sa 14:39, but this time it isn’t a routine matter. David was identifying himself with God, in what he knew would be God’s attitude in such a situation. He himself would act in judgment against such a man, righteously conscious of the fact that he was doing God's will, acting on God's verdict.

the man who did this SHALL SURELY DIE/deserves to die!- It was the meanness of the rich and powerful man that shocked David, and rightly so. And this neatly paralleled the meanness of David, who had a harem to satisfy his sexual desires, and almost unlimited opportunity to expand that harem. Uriah had only one wife, and the closeness that went with that situation. David’s indignation at the sin (his identification with God’s verdict on it) remained when he realised that he himself was the guilty one in the story. That shows his basic character was God-oriented. 

He must pay for that lamb four times over- In obedience to Ex 22:1. because he did such a thing and had no pity- we expect a good judge to be dispassionate in his judgment. But David was a passionate emotional man, and deeply upset by the situation, gave an honest-hearted verdict. Four-fold payment met the monetary loss. But the man deserved to die for the suffering he inflicted uncaringly – THAT special lamb, that situation, had been murdered. David’s consciousness of his own sin may well have fuelled the heightened distress he shows about the situation presented to him. 

12:7-9 Then Nathan said to David, THOU ART/You are the man!- David is tuned in to the totally unjust meanness of his action. He who had a boundless field for satisfaction of his sexual desires had chosen to take the only wife of another man, and in doing so had killed an essential quality of their relationship – marital loyalty. And as a cover up has in fact killed the “poor man” of the parable. 

THUS SAITH/This is what the LORD.. says, I anointed you king over Israel.. delivered you from.. Saul. I gave your master’s house to you, and your master’s wives- We read only of one wife 1 Sa 14:50, and one concubine, 3:7; 21:8. **42 This strengthens the view that Nathan is speaking in general terms of the rights that an incoming king, of a new dynasty, had in some Gentile nations. Apparently such a new king automatically inherited the personal property of the king he displaced, as well as his public position. This included taking over his predecessor’s servants and harem. (At least in theory. There’s no suggestion that David did this.) He would be responsible for their maintenance even if he had nothing else to do with them. To turn a Queen out of the palace to depend on her relations, or chance, wasn’t acceptable – note Jehu’s scruples in 2 Ki 9:34. There was also the possibility that unless the womenfolk of the Ex King were kept in the palace they might become the focus of a rebellion, 1 Ki 2:13-25. 

I gave you.. Israel and Judah- 2:4; 5:2-3.. I would have given more- In view of all that God had given him he had no needs which weren’t easily satisfied, within the limits of God’s will revealed in the Law. Therefore his action was not only a deliberate sin, it was also totally inexcusable. Why did you despise the COMMANDMENT/word of the LORD- Forbidding adultery, Ex 20:14. David had showed contempt for God and His Law by choosing to do what God had forbidden. This had broken on his side the covenant bond between himself and God. 

You KILLED/struck down Uriah.. took his wife- In the face of all that God has given David (including wives and the preservation of his life) his taking away of Uriah’s wife, and Uriah’s life, was a disgraceful display of shameless ingratitude. You killed- Harag- To slaughter, murder. him with the sword of the Ammonites- The fact that he was killed in battle, and might well have been killed in battle without David’s intervention, is irrelevant in God’s sight. David had ordered Uriah’s death, and so had murdered him. 

12:10-12 therefore, the sword will never depart from your house- Three senior sons of David died violent deaths – Amnon, 13:28-29, Absalom, 18:14-15, and Adonijah, 1 Ki 2:24-25. From then on the history of his descendants doesn’t seem abnormally violent. But because of Solomon’s sin in seeking sexual gratification by taking forbidden wives, Jeroboam wrested the kingdom from David’s Grandson Rehoboam by the sword. And Pharaoh Shishak looted Jerusalem. There were violent incidents later in the dynasty, particularly when Joash was the sole survivor, 2 Ki 11:1-2. While God’s Love would never be taken away from David’s house, 7:15, neither would the sword of God’s judgment on sin. 

Footnote **42 To have taken Saul’s wives after his death wasn’t permitted under the Law, except in the case of a childless widow by someone acting as next of kin. Absalom’s action in taking over part of his father’s harem was a politically-motivated defiance of David and of the God of Israel. 

you despised me- When David despised God’s known will, he was despising God Himself. That is still true today. It applies to all that may be known of God’s will as revealed in all the Scriptures, 2 Tim 3:16; 2 Pet 1:21. and took the wife of Uriah- David had of course sinned sexually, and deserved the death penalty, Deu 22:22. Nathan’s parable had convicted him of the selfish meanness of his action. But the key to his sin, and all sin, is that by sinning he had despised the Lord, and the Lord’s purposes for himself, and the others involved. Note the link between sinning, and falling short of the glory God had intended for each person, Rom 3:23. 

the LORD says, Out of your own household I am going to RAISE UP EVIL AGAINST/bring calamity upon you- Absalom’s rebellion drove David from Jerusalem, 15:1-15. And that was a direct consequence of Amnon following his father’s example by breaking God’s law, Lev 18:9. As is the way with fallen mankind, his son found it easy to copy David’s high-handed action in sinning, but showed no sign of learning from him the grace he showed in his repentance. 

I will take your wives and give them to THY NEIGHBOUR/one who is close to you- The Law of equal retribution, Ex 21:24; Lev 24:20; Deu 19:21, would be fulfilled in the sword killing members of his family. And his sexual sin against Uriah being answered by similar sin against members of his harem. David’s sin would be directly linked with those sins – sword with sword, adultery with adultery, but, as in normal life, the harvest would be greater than the sowing. You did it in secret, but I will do this BEFORE THE SUN/in broad daylight before all Israel- The public disgrace recorded in, 16:22. And note the direct link with David’s sin in that this was organised by Bath Sheba’s Grandfather Ahitophel. 

12:13-14 Then David said to Nathan, I have sinned against the LORD- This was the heart of the matter. He had sinned against Bath Sheba, Uriah, and other soldiers killed in the attack he arranged to make sure Uriah got killed. By his bad example he had sinned against all who knew of his action. But the central fact was that by sinning against the Lord and His Law all the other sins followed. God set the scene so that David’s heart would be open to the conviction of the reality of his sinful actions, and thus he was enabled to sincerely confess his sin, hate and reject it = repentance. We don’t know how long it took for this to be achieved, but God isn’t in a hurry. He works with future events and eternity in mind, to get the best possible results in people’s lives. (O Lord have mercy on our own loved ones in this.) In contrast to Saul’s shallow confession of his sin in 1 Sa 15:13-31, when David was challenged by God’s Prophet, he made no excuses. The sincerity of David’s conviction and confession is supported by the evidence of Ps 51. 

Nathan replied The LORD has ALSO- Gam- Also, nevertheless, etc, and used of the ankle as linking the leg and foot. The point is probably that the sin, confession and sincere repentance, forgiveness and cleansing are inseparable. There is nothing automatic or arbitrary about God’s action in forgiving and putting away of David’s sin, or of our sin. It is linked with the fact that David had put his sinful action from him with disapproval. As long as a man clings to his sin, God cannot have fellowship with him, as that would mean that God was fellowshipping with the man in the man’s sinning. PUT/taken away your sin- David experienced the relief and joy of having his sin forgiven, Ps 32:1-5; 51, 8-12. 

THOU SHALT NOT DIE/You are not going to die- David’s blunt unqualified confession of sin is matched by God’s blunt assurance of unqualified forgiveness. The relationship between David and God was restored. The Law was given as an act of compassion, and an invitation to fellowship, and that over-rides the mechanical application of its penalties. David’s sin would produce death and disgrace, and that would serve as discipline. But God is compassionate, merciful, forgiving, Ex 34:7, and David’s experience of that mercy would be an incentive for many other sinners to repent, Ps 32:1-5; Rom 4:6-8. 

God had released David from the death penalty required for adultery, and for murder, Lev 20:10; 24:17. We dare not see this as God letting David off lightly, or lightly imagine that God will let us off the penalty if we sin. There would have been times when, as step-by-step he reaped the bitter consequences of his sowing, he wished that he had instead been granted the quick, clean penalty of death. While his life was spared so he could continue to serve his Lord there is a sense in which he was required to restore fourfold – the death of Uriah was matched by the death of four of David’s sons. 

God’s mercy shown to David in sparing him from the death penalty is in strong contrast with the lack of mercy shown by the rich man in relation to the poor man’s lamb/David in relation to Uriah and his wife. While the Law must be upheld, and unpleasant consequences must follow from breaking its commands, there are times and ways in which mercy should spare people from its penalties, Mt 9:11-13; 12:1-8. God can do this in such a way that the result is good, but only by heavenly wisdom can we rightly make such decisions. David lived for the same reason that Israel would live after sinning, Deu 32:26-27; Eze 11:16-21; Hos 11:8-11. David had passed the death sentence on himself, but God cancelled that death penalty for a succession of events that would educate David in the ways of God and fellowship with God. And, through him, for generations of readers down to this day.

HOWBEIT/But because by THIS DEED/doing this you have GIVEN GREAT OCCASION TO/made the enemies of the LORD BLASPHEME/show utter contempt- Naats- To blaspheme, despise, etc. The words may convey two truths. David had himself treated God’s Law, Bath Sheba, and Uriah with contempt. And in doing so he had made himself, and his position as the Lord’s anointed king, contemptible. And inevitably this reflected on His Lord. David’s actions gave those who hated the Lord reason to think and speak of the Lord as approving of such actions. It made people blaspheme God by thinking that God lived by the moral standards of his human agent David. Hophni and Phinehas were destroyed because they showed contempt- Naats for the Lord’s offering, by changing the rules to satisfy their own desire for meat roasted with its fat. 1 Sa 2:17.

And simply, David had shown contempt for God and His Law by his use of sexual union in a way contrary to God’s will, so The son born to you SHALL SURELY/will die- **43 The child of David’s sin can never be a joy to him. Cp Prov 9:17-18; 20:17. The wages or fruit of sin is death, Rom 6:23; Jas 1:12-16, and that is a lesson symbolised here. David doesn’t die, but he must see another die as the consequence of his sin, and realise the bitter consequences of disobeying the Lord’s commands. We need to realise that to spare His people from bitter consequence, God had made even those commands we find hardest to keep, out of the great love in His heart towards His people. All of us must reap what we sow. And perhaps especially those who are most clearly the objects of God’s sovereign grace - for judgment must first be executed among those who are nearest to our Loving, righteous, God of truth, Deu 4:22-24; 1 Cor 6:9-11; 11:29-32; 2 Cor 6:14-7:1; Heb 12:28-29; 1 Pet 1:13-2:3; 4:17. 

Saul had disqualified himself from God’s service, and yet was allowed to continue his reign without God’s help. David’s repentance meant that he was able to rely on the Lord’s fellowship and empowering so that he could live out his reign able in some measure to achieve what the Lord wanted him to do. 

12:15-17 After Nathan had gone.. the LORD struck the child that Uriah’s wife- Uriah is named to remind us that the child was born of adultery, and God in His merciful judgment would over-rule so that the child who should never have been conceived would not grow up as a witness to David’s sin and shame. If the Law was followed, the child could not be received into the community of Israel, Deu 23:2. 
David BESOUGHT/pleaded with God for the child- David had sinned recklessly, but not casually. He wasn’t indifferent to Bath Sheba, or to the child she had borne him. The child was important to him, because he had a real love for her, and concern for her happiness. He was desperately in earnest in his prayers to God that the child might be spared. In our modern world sins such as David’s are constantly depicted as if they were natural, even if a bit wrong, and the overall effect is entertainment that encourages viewers to copy the lifestyle. Scripture tells the story realistically, the pleasure, the shame, the pain. As a result it is unlikely that any reader could feel free to imitate David, imagining that to do so was a matter of indifference. David showed a wholesome concern for the sick child, and complete faith in the mercy of God, who would if possible spare the child. He fasted.. 
The elders of his household.. but he.. would not eat BREAD/any food with them- David’s behaviour surprised them. There would be a succession of births in a king’s harem, and some infants would die. This wasn’t an important son – there were many older sons to inherit. David knew God’s mercy, and he displayed regret and remorse as fully as he could, in the hope that by showing he had learned his lesson without the loss of the child, the child might be spared to them. His actions showed that the child’s life was dearer to him that his daily food or personal comfort. 

12:18-23 On the seventh day- When the time was ripe. **44 the child died. David’s servants FEARED/were afraid to tell him.. David noticed.. he PERCEIVED/realised the child was dead. Then David got up.. After he had washed, **45 AND ANOINTED HIMSELF/put on lotions and changed his APPAREL/clothes he went into the house of the LORD. David accepted that death ended the situation. He put it behind him, Phil 3:13, by washing himself, and going into the Lord’s presence, and in that strength taking up normal life again. 

Footnote **43 Why should an innocent baby suffer or die for the sins of its parent? is a human protest. And empty. Sin and its consequences have NEVER neatly fallen on the sinner, and the sinner alone. And only a fool would suggest that David, torn by his love and his consciousness of guilt, and watching Bath Sheba and the child suffer, suffered less than his largely unconscious child. The cry of “There are no illegitimate children, only illegitimate parents,” had a kindly ring when it was used to abolish legal penalties against illegitimacy, and even the use of the word illegitimate. It was true that in NZ perhaps 10% of children may have suffered the stigma of being called illegitimate. But within a generation as a result of that “kindness” and the government’s concern to see that no one suffered economically from marriage break-ups, in my last school 54% of the children lived under the cruel reality of homes without having both parents, loyal to them and each other. 

Footnote **44 Some think the son fell ill at birth, so as Circumcision was on the eighth day, Lev 12:3; Lk 1:59; 2:21; Phil 3:5, he would not have been circumcised with the sign of being within God’s covenant with Israel, Gen 17:14. But 12:15 talks of a child, not a new-born baby, taking ill.

Footnote **45 The OT need to be clean before God, Ex 30:20; Isa 1:18; 52:11, is echoed in the NT in such places as 2 Cor 7:1, 1 Jn 1:7-9, etc. Of course no man can make himself clean, it is God’s work of grace, Eze 36:25; Mt 8:2-3, but we’re commanded to co-operate with that grace.

and worshipped- Demonstrating his humble acceptance of the disciplinary consequences of his sin. And of appreciation of the Lord and His will, as he faced the loss of a child which he obviously valued. Note the contrast with Saul’s response in 1 Sam 15:25-31. David’s sin had deserved death. Death had come to his son instead. He may well have preferred that he die and the son live, as in 18:33; 24:17. No reader can imagine that David, as a man after God’s heart, restored to fellowship with God, any longer viewed adultery lightly.
he went into his own house.. they SET BREAD/served him food and he ate- Seven days of mourning seem to have been normal. In this case David had fulfilled these seven days of mourning while pleading with the Lord before the child died. 

His servants asked .. Why? .. He answered While the child was still alive, I fasted and wept. I thought, WHO CAN TELL WHETHER GOD/Who knows? The Lord may be gracious to me and let the child live- David had spent seven days in desperate prayer to God, pleading that his son should live. That wasn’t wasted time. His taking of Bath Sheba was a disgraceful expression of sinful lust. David was a sinner. His mourning demonstrated that such wilful sinning wasn’t his intended or preferred way of life. He displayed the God-given concern for his son that God created man to have. He was a sinner who sought the grace of God to limit the harm done to others by his sin. God had kept His word of Judgment. The child was dead. Equally God could be relied on to keep His promises and words of mercy. So in Faith David took up his life again, knowing that God’s holiness, righteousness and love towards him continued to be utterly reliable. 

But now he is dead, WHEREFORE/why should I fast? Can I bring him back again? I will go to him- Cp Jacob’s Lament when he thought Joseph was dead, Gen 37:35. The triumph of God’s grace in David’s life is seen in that while he had commented cynically on Uriah’s death, 11:25, he is now serious and earnest in his comment on his son’s death. **46 

12:24-25 Then David comforted his wife-- David’s sin with her meant that until 12:15 she was called Uriah’s wife. The child of that sin is now dead, and death leaves no options for change, so it is time to put the past behind them, **47 and she is called David’s wife. Having received the comfort of accepting fellowship with God in His justice and mercy, he was able to comfort his wife. 

She gave birth to a son, and they named him Solomon- Under the circumstances the greatest comfort Bath Sheba could have would be another child to love. Although they had come together as a result of David’s sin, there was no suggestion that David should divorce her – two wrongs don’t make a right. In 1 Chr 3:5 Solomon comes fourth in the list of their sons - if so the others may be omitted here, as he was the son who was the great comfort to both parents.

Footnote **46 The boy was an infant. David’s words indicate that there is life beyond the grave in which he would know the child who had just been taken from him. His words of confident expectation have been a comfort to many parents who have also seen their infant children die, and look forward to seeing their children again. 

Footnote **47 And that is so with us also – a time for forgetting that which is behind Phil 3:13. The past cannot be undone, and we must reap what we have sown. But God always provides a way forward for his children, and they must seek true repentance, and take up that way to His honour and glory, and their blessing, in the measure they can. This truth has to be borne in mind in the modern world of divorce, re-marriage, etc. 

The LORD loved him.. sent BY THE HAND OF/word through Nathan.. to name him Jedidiah- Loved of the Lord. Cp 1 Chr 22:9. This is an assurance that from his birth the Lord had a special care for him, as he had with Samuel, 1 Sam 2:26, etc. The name Solomon proclaimed that he would rule in Shalom- peace, enjoying the fruits of David’s lifetime of fighting the Lord’s battles on behalf of Israel. The child of their sin died, the child of these forgiven sinners not only lives, but is beloved of the Lord and has a high destiny in the purposes of God. **48 This may symbolise the fact that all that sin produces in our lives must die, that which Grace and the Holy Spirit produce in our lives will live forever, Rom 8:5-25.

That the Lord indicated that His love and blessing rested on the new baby would be a comfort to both David and Bathsheba. David must still reap the consequences of the sin which he had showed. But, as always, God desires the sowing of good seed that is assured of a harvest of good.**49 

12:26-31 David Captures Rabbah [1 Chr 20:1-3]

(Having reached forward at least two years in David’s personal history the interrupted story of the siege of Rabbah is taken up again, and brought to its conclusion. It wasn’t appropriate for us to read of David’s victory over the Ammonites until we read of God’s grace bringing to David to the point where he was able to have victory over his having chosen to sin. David’s crimes must be shown to have been dealt with before we can be allowed to see the crime of the Ammonites dealt with. Only when David has been restored to God can he be seen as being given victory by God over Israel’s enemies. )

12:26-31 Meanwhile Joab fought against Rabbah- and captured the royal CITY/citadel.. taken THE CITY OF WATERS/its water supply- Even while the Lord was disciplining David, He gave victory to Israel over the people who had treated Israelites with contempt. Joab had captured the central fortress containing the king’s palace, and the fortification defending the city’s water supply. The rest of the city must fall soon. Solomon, the “prince of peace” had been born. It is time to put the war behind us. 

Now GATHER/muster the rest.. TAKE/capture it. LEST/Otherwise I will.. and it will be named after me- An act of selflessness on Joab’s part, and also probably a sovereign intervention of God’s grace which reminded David that there was more to his life than feeling guilty about his personal sin. Being king placed responsibilities on him that remained as long as he lived. Joab had his faults, but he was never a usurper. His words were a rebuke to David, suggesting that he should have been leading the army himself, rather than leaving Joab to do the work and gain the credit for the success achieved. 

Footnote **48 There is a lesson for us forgiven sinners in this, we have an obligation to take up the forgiveness and restoration and go ahead in fellowship with the Lord and His purposes, as the Apostles Peter and Paul did. God can bring a good future out of a bad past, and do so without lessening the inevitability of our reaping what we have sown. He delights to do so. 

Footnote **49 God used the union of David and Bath Sheba to produce Solomon, a partial portrayal of the promised Messiah. It seems that it was in God’s will that the couple should marry and produce this son. If David had gone to the war. Or had looked the other way, and obeyed God's Law when he had seen Bath Sheba, Uriah might still have died in the war. David could have without sin taken Uriah’s widow to be his wife. And had as their son a Solomon uncorrupted by David’s example of wrongful sexual indulgence, 1 Ki 11:1-13. We dare not think that David’s repentance brought blessing from David’s sin. Repentance, granted and taken up cannot undo sin, but grace enables contrition, Ps 51:17, and subsequent obedience, to bring blessing. Even sin is not all loss, final loss, inevitably, Rom 5:20. 

David.. went to Rabbah.. TOOK/captured it. He took the crown from the head of their king- Melek. it’s weight was a talent of gold- 34 Kg or 75lb, approx. Such a heavy crown couldn’t have been worn normally by any king. Perhaps it was placed on David’s head briefly as an indication that he was now king over the Ammonites. It was so heavy that some suggest it was a golden crown from the head of the Ammonite god Milcom- Molech, 1 Ki 11:5, etc. That name is very easily confused with the Hebrew word for King– Melek. The LXX treats the word as a personal name rather than a title. 

He took a great quantity of SPOIL/plunder.. brought out the people.. PUT THEM UNDER/consigning them to labour with saws, HARROWS OF IRON/iron picks and axes.. work at brickmaking- Victorious kings usually made use of prisoners of war as slave labour to get national building projects done as in 1 Ki 9:20-21. Cp Ex 1:11. Some have interpreted these words as meaning that David brutally tortured the surviving Ammonites. The words could equally be interpreted as meaning that he used them as forced/slave labour. Much of Scripture is left open to alternative interpretation (that’s true of life itself) and each of us passes judgment on himself by what he chooses to believe of others as he passes judgment on them. 

That the tools mentioned were those normally used in hard work makes the natural sense that of forced labour, and that would seem more in keeping with David’s general attitude. Cruelty to captured soldiers would normally involve the use of battle weapons at the time of capture. The Israelite army had spent more than a year in devastating Ammon. Cities would have to be rebuilt, and fortifications to house Israelite garrisons. It would be a natural thing to end the war by making the conquered Ammonites rebuild the country for Israelite rule. He did this to all the Ammonite towns. Then.. returned to Jerusalem.
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