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WEEK 36, DAY 1                1 Samuel 31; 2 Samuel 1; I Chronicles 10:1-14  

 

Good morning.  This is Pastor Soper and welcome to Week 36 of Know the Word.  Today we 

finished the Book of I Samuel, and with it the sad story of King Saul, and began 2 Samuel in which 

the focus of the story shifts entirely to David.  Originally, as I think I shared with you before, the 

two books of Samuel were held together as one book -- together they form a unified whole.  They 

were divided into two books at the time the Greek translation of the Old Testament (called the 

Septuagint) was made. 

 

Now the first thing that we need to talk about today is the fact that we are presented with two 

substantially different accounts of exactly how Saul died.  In the account of I Samuel 31 and the 

parallel (almost identical) account found in I Chronicles 10, we are told that an injured King Saul, 

unwilling and afraid to be taken captive to the Philistines, killed himself in the midst of the rout on 

Mt. Gilboa, when his armor bearer refused to do the job for him, by falling on his own sword.  The 

armor bearer then, seeing what the king had done, followed his master into death by duplicating his 

action.  When we get to 2 Samuel 1, however, we find a foreign mercenary, an Amalekite, arriving 

at the camp of David bearing the crown and bracelet of Saul.  When closely questioned by David 

his story is, "I found the king wounded and dying in the midst of the battlefield.  Since I didn't think 

that he could live, I agreed when he asked me to finish him off, and I brought you his crown and 

bracelet because I recognize your claim to be the next king." 

 

Two different versions but not because there is any question about what really happened.  It seems 

clear enough that the account of I Samuel 31 and I Chronicles 10 is the correct one.  Shortly after 

Saul's suicide, this Amalekite mercenary apparently happened on the scene – (maybe he was there 

when it happened!) -- and thinking that David will be glad to hear of his arch-rival's death he takes 

the crown and bracelet to the man who will be king and exaggerates his role in the affairs of the 

day, in the hope that a grateful David will reward him according to the magnitude of the deed.  

Given the rivalry between Saul and David, the ferocity with which Saul sought David's life, and the 

obvious need that Israel now has for a strong king, the Amalekite was certain that he would be 

treated like a hero and rewarded generously. 

 

But all David can hear when the Amalekite gives his report is the sentence ,"I killed the king."  That 

is the thing that David himself would not do, nor allow to be done, on the two occasions when Saul 

fell into his hands.  God alone has the right to remove the king.  (I wonder what the leaders of the 

English Parliament were thinking about when they executed their king in 1649 -- certainly not this 

passage of Scripture.)  The Amalekite framed a lie calculated to ingratiate himself to David.  His 

misfortune was that David believed his lie.  So he died because he had dared to kill the king.  

Perhaps Saul's injuries were not mortal -- perhaps he would have lived had not he chosen to fall 

upon his sword. 

 

This passage of Scripture is interesting in light of the current issue of assisted suicides which has 

received a great deal of media attention in our country. The consistent attitude of Scripture toward 

the subject of suicide is that God and God alone has the knowledge and authority to decide when a 

person should die and is the only one who can make that decision.  Certainly David understood that 
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with reference to King Saul.  An even more obvious case is available to us in the Book of Job, who, 

when afflicted with every conceivable distress and suffering, in immense physical agony, hears his 

own wife say to him -- "Job, give up.  Just curse God and die."  Whether she was encouraging him 

to commit suicide (my view) or believing that if he cursed God, the Almighty would be provoked to 

strike Job down in death, we cannot say with certainty.  In any case though, she was encouraging 

Job to take steps to end his life and this he resolutely refused to do.  That decision belongs to God. 

 

The passage before us deals with the action of assisting someone who has decided to end his or her 

life.  It ought to be obvious that if suicide is not an available option to the man or woman of faith, 

then assisting someone to commit suicide is not an appropriate activity either, and David's response 

to the Amalekite's report supports that view emphatically. 

 

Saul was not a coward.  Though he had many faults, the biblical history gives us no reason to 

believe that cowardice was among them.  On many previous occasions he had led his army into 

battle and acquitted himself admirably.  The stories of what ancient enemies did to opposing kings 

when they captured them alive are graphic enough, however, to explain why Saul did not choose to 

allow himself to be captured.  (One favorite treatment practiced in the time of the Philistines was to 

pin the enemy king to the ground by driving stakes through his extremities and then skin him alive.) 

 The way in which the Philistines treated his dead body may be evidence enough to suggest that 

Saul's fears were not entirely groundless.  Displaying Saul's body on a wall and placing his head in 

the temple at Dagon (I Chron. 10) may have been a payback for Israel's treatment of Goliath so 

many years before... 

 

I want to take a few moments to get in a little geography lesson here: Let me read a few paragraphs 

from a book on I Samuel written by a Scottish scholar in the last century named William Blake. (1) 

"The Plain of ESDRAELON where the battle between Saul and the Philistines was fought has 

been celebrated for many a deadly encounter from the very earliest period of history.  Monuments 

of Egyptians history deciphered make it very plain that long before the country was possessed by 

the Israelites, the plain had experienced the shock of contending armies.  The records of the reign of 

Thutmose III, who has sometimes been called the Alexander the Great of Egypt, bear testimony to a 

decisive fight in his time near Megiddo and enumerate the names of many towns in the 

neighborhood, most of which occur in Bible history, of which the spoil was carried to Egypt and 

placed in the temples of their gods.  Here too it was afterwards that Barak encountered the 

Canaanites, and Gideon the Midianites and Amalekites.  Here Jehu smote all that remained of the 

house of Ahab and Jezreel with all his great men and familiar friends and priests, until he left none 

remaining.  Here Josiah was slain in his great battle with the Egyptians.  Here was the great 

Lamentation after Josiah's death celebrated by Zachariah the morning of Hadad Rimmon in the 

valley of Megiddo.  In short ESDRAELON has been the chosen place of encampment in every 

great contest carried on in the country until the disastrous march of Napoleon Bonaparte from Egypt 

into Syria.  It is no wonder that in the symbolic visions of the Apocalypse a town in this plain called 

Armageddon is selected as the battlefield of the great conflict when the kings of the whole earth are 

to be gathered together into battle on the great day of Almighty God.  Battle after battle has been 

fought in the space between Jezreel and Gilboa to decide who should be the master of the whole 

adjacent territory.  It was here that Saul made his last stand against the Philistines."   
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After a crushing rout like the one that Israel had just experienced, it would have taken a great deal 

of courage for the men of Jabesh Gilead to sneak across the Jordan to Beth Shan and recover the 

bodies of Saul and his sons from the city wall.  It proves that the city of Jabesh Gilead had not 

forgotten Saul's actions on their behalf at the very beginning of his reign.  Just as a point of 

information, cremation was not a common practice in Israel (except in cases of notorious 

criminals.) It was probably used here because the Philistines had mutilated the bodies of Saul and 

his sons, and because the men of Jabesh Gilead had wanted to make sure that those bodies did not 

fall back into the hands of the Philistines again.  In any case, the bones were preserved and buried, 

followed by a week of fasting as a sign of public mourning for Israel. 

 

If you had opportunity to read the parallel passage from I Chronicles you may have noticed that 

reasons were assigned to the death and failure of King Saul.  We are told there that Saul died 

because, "he was unfaithful to the Lord, he did not keep the word of the Lord and even consulted a 

medium for guidance and did not inquire of the Lord" -- unfaithfulness, disobedience, and 

divination.  Those are the words that summarize the story of King Saul.  He started well, but he 

didn't finish well.  He is not a very good model for us. 

 

The song that David composed and taught Judah to sing after learning about the deaths of Saul and 

Jonathan is amazing.  There is no righteous gloating in it.  Nothing like, “look how God has 

vindicated me in the matter of my enemy.”  There is none of that -- just real grief and mourning, not 

only over Jonathan's death -- but even over Saul's death.  That is quite amazing.  David, who 

obviously knew all of Saul's weaknesses, chooses to remind the people of Israel about all that Saul 

had done for them -- bringing real prosperity and many victories.  "How the mighty have fallen," he 

cried.  (Another biblical phrase that has found its way into the language of our culture without many 

people knowing where it came from.) 

 

"In life," he sings, "Saul and Jonathan were loved and gracious and in death they were not parted.... 

O daughters of Israel weep for Saul..."  There does not seem to be a jealous or vindictive bone in 

the body of David.  He wants Israel to remember the good things about who Saul was and what he 

did.  In this song we see David at his very best. 

 

Our time is gone.  There is more that I would like to say to you, but I believe I need to say goodbye 

for now.  This is Pastor Soper.  You have a great day and I'll talk with you again tomorrow. 

 

Klock and Klock p. 429-430) 
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WEEK 36, DAY 2             2 Samuel 2-3, Psalm 101 

 

Good morning.  This is Pastor Soper.  Today you read 2 Samuel chapters 2 & 3 and Psalm 101, a 

song which some scholars think may date to the period at which David first became king over 

Judah. 

 

The main players in these two chapters are, as I am sure that you have already noted, David himself, 

who accepted the invitation of Judah to become its king; Ish-Bosheth, the son of Saul who became 

king over the rest of Israel after his father's death; Abner, Saul's relative and general who set Ish-

Bosheth up in his kingdom; and Joab, a military power on the side of David and a man with a very 

bad temper. 

 

The story line is fairly straightforward.  With Saul's death there is chaos in Israel. The princes of 

Judah who have already been wooed by the gifts that David sent after he recovered the booty taken 

by the Amalekites at Ziklag, remember that Samuel has already declared that David is the choice of 

God for the throne, and since their relationship with him is strong already, they proceed to invite 

him to become the king of Judah, if not all of Israel.  In other quarters, however, the esteem for 

David is not quite so high. Abner is a relative of Saul and the general of the armies of Israel (or at 

least of what is left of them after the debacle at Gilboa). David, to him at least, is still the enemy, 

and his recent alliance with the king of the Philistines is all the reason Abner will ever need to cast 

grave doubts in the minds of most loyal Israelites about the wisdom of accepting David as the king 

of Israel.  "Traitors", we can almost hear him saying, "do not make good kings."  "Men of Israel, 

while it may be true that in our recent war with the Philistines, David did not fight on the side of our 

enemies, it is certainly true that he was not here with his army to help defend the nation of Israel. In 

fact, our ignominious defeat at the hands of the Philistine dogs is easily explained by the fact that 

many of the best soldiers of Israel were not here to fight with us, and until right up to the moment of 

the battle, were actually committed to fighting against us. This is the doing of David, the enemy of 

Saul and the enemy of Israel. He will never be our king."   

 

I'm pretty sure that rhetoric very much like that must have sounded and resounded in the halls of the 

Israelite people, and all the more so after it became evident that the tribe Judah had invited David to 

be their king. Abner, who obviously had designs on political power, if not upon the throne itself, 

took as much of the army as he could resurrect and began to work for the establishment of Ish-

Bosheth as the next king of Israel.  The instability of the situation is evident from the fact that Ish-

Bosheth is unable to keep the capital of his realm at Gibeah, but removes it to the other side of the 

Jordan River, well away from the reach of the Philistine hordes. 

 

The record of these chapters is a bit confusing because it tells us that David reigned as the king of 

Judah for 7 years, but that Ish-Bosheth reigned as king of his domain for only two years before he 

died. It is possible to reconcile these figures by assuming that either it took Ish-Bosheth a number of 

years to establish himself as the regent over the remnant of Saul's realm, while Judah went over to 

David almost immediately after the defeat at Gilboa, or that after the death of Ish-bosheth ,which 

we will read about tomorrow, there was an extended period of time which elapsed before David 

was recognized by the rest of the nation as their king.   
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The latter seems more likely to me than the former, simply because David had aligned himself for a 

time with the Philistine king, and as a result of that action, which was taken without first consulting 

the Lord, David made it more difficult for the nation that he loved to accept him as king and he 

extended the time necessary for that process to occur.  When we act on our own, independent of the 

Lord's revealed will, we usually end up compounding our difficulties.  God can and does still work 

out His eternal purposes in and through us, but the route gets more complicated and circuitous than 

it would have been if we had listened more closely for his voice. 

 

There is a contrast here, which I'm sure you noticed.  We are told that David inquired of the Lord 

before he went up to Judah.  In spite of his occasional lapses, this man really did want to please God 

and to do his will.  Abner, on the other hand, made no such inquiries of God before moving to 

establish Ish-Bosheth upon the throne of his father Saul.  David is determined now to honor the 

Lord, but he still pays attention to politics.  That is at least part of the reason that he commended the 

men of Jabesh Gilead for their actions in rescuing the bodies of Saul and his sons from the 

Philistine's public display case.  Implied in David's message of thanks and recognition is an 

invitation for Jabesh Gilead to join the wise citizens of Judah who have made him their king.  The 

invitation went unheeded.  It would be several more years before the good men of the Trans-Jordan 

would own David as their king. 

 

I cannot be certain that Psalm 101 was actually written at this point in the life and career of King 

David, but there are many Bible scholars who believe that it fits here, and it clearly opens up his 

heart and intentions with regard to the way that he would rule his people.  (It also shows us, in light 

of the account of Joab's treacherous dealings with Abner, how hard it is for a good and righteous 

leader, with the best intentions in the world, to insure that righteousness does in fact prevail in his 

kingdom.) 

 

If Psalm 101 does date to the beginning of David's reign over Judah, here are the things the new 

king wanted to major upon:  

 

1) living a blameless life  

2) keeping his eyes from vile things  

 

3) hating the deeds of faithless men and not allowing them to cling to him -- having nothing to do 

with evil men  

 

4) silencing slanders of proud men and  

 

5) staying away from liars.   

 

Notice a couple of things with me now: First, David was smart enough to know that kings (and 

leaders) attract people who want power and influence and are willing to say and do just about 

anything to have it.  Flatterers are attracted to the courts of kings like nails to powerful magnets.  

David knew going in that the view you get from the top is very often a distorted view, fed to you by 

the people around you who want to control you for their own ends.  Every leader in history has had 
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to learn that lesson very quickly.  Good leaders learn it and make resolutions like the ones we are 

hearing from the lips of David here.  Bad leaders somehow miss that lesson and start believing all 

the wonderful things that people around them are saying about them and to them.  If you are a 

leader and people start saying wonderful things about you -- be careful not to take your publicity too 

seriously.  You may be setting yourself up for a very big fall. 

 

The second thing that we need to notice here is that even though David understood very clearly how 

important it is to surround yourself with the right kind of people -- the ones who will tell you the 

truth even if that isn't what you want to hear, and the ones who are committed to doing the right 

thing as opposed to the expedient thing -- it is still hard to accomplish that goal.  David wanted to 

lead a pure and blameless life and not look on vile things.  He really meant that.  But chapter 3 tells 

us that six different sons were born to David while he was king in Hebron -- by six different wives. 

 David surely knew that polygamy wasn't an approved practice in Israel, and while it could have 

been argued that two wives in David's case were "acceptable" because his wife Michal had been 

taken away from him and given to another by King Saul when he married Abigail the widow of 

Nabal -- (I guess if you work hard enough you can rationalize that one) -- but there isn't any way at 

all you can justify the other four!!  But there you have it.  I think that we can positively identify at 

least four or five more times in the life of David when he didn't call for Abiathar the priest to have 

him inquire of the Lord.  I know what the Lord's answer would have been if David had stopped to 

ask the question:  "Lord, should I take another wife?"  Well, why did he do it?  The results are 

going to be disastrous for him.  I'm sure it was because it was politically "necessary," "expedient" or 

some other such word.  Kings need allies and a great way to get them is to marry into them.  That is 

the real reason that David wanted Michal back.  Not so much because he really loved her, as 

because having her back beside him would both humiliate Ish-Bosheth, who didn't seem to have 

much success in controlling the women of his royal household, and also strengthen David's own 

claim to the throne of Saul.  At least some of the other wives mentioned clearly fall into the 

category of political alliance as well.  If you were a king, well certain compromises -- let's call them 

responsibilities – came with the territory.  Many a leader down through history has been tripped up 

by pretty similar logic.  "Of course you want to be righteous -- but you need to understand that there 

are certain things that a leader has to do to solidify his position."  I think that's how it goes. 

 

Then there is the business of Joab.  By David's own words, Joab was not the sort of person he 

wanted to keep around him.  He was ambitious.  He was a liar.  He was a murderer and a slanderer -

- I guess that makes him a man of a perverse heart -- the kind the Psalm says David the king will 

keep far away from.  But there he is, right next to the throne.  And even when David finds out about 

his treachery with regard to the death of Abner (who was no pearl either), David does not "cut him 

off."  He gets angry, he demands an apology and forces Joab to attend the funeral and do homage to 

the memory of his adversary, but he does not immediately punish him or see that justice is done.  

Why not?  Probably, because politically, it is too risky.  David's hold on the kingdom is just not 

firm enough.  In fact, the account here is not very clear, but it may well be that for a period of time 

David allowed the responsibility of Joab in Abner’s death to be covered up, so that the former 

followers of Ish-Bosheth would not even know how Abner had died.  Psalm 101 speaks of great 

intentions, but you need to know that just saying this is the kind of person I want to be does not 

guarantee that you will always live up to the standards that you have adopted. 
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Now, before we close this morning you need to hear me.  I am not trying to destroy David's image 

as a righteous king.  In fact, he was a righteous king.  But it wasn't just because he had great 

intentions and it surely wasn't because he always lived up to the standards he had adopted for 

himself.  David was a great king because, even though he was very human, and much more often 

than either he or we would like to admit he blew it badly, he was a king who knew how to "get 

back" to God -- how to restore fellowship that had been broken.  In short, he knew how to repent of 

his sin; and just as the book of Psalms is filled with Praise Songs that worship and adore the 

greatness of God, it is also full of Penitential Psalms that express true brokenness over sin and 

humble and genuine repentance. 

 

The big difference between Saul and David in the end may not be that Saul sinned more often than 

David, but that David repented more often (and more truly) than Saul.   Leaders are not people who 

do not make mistakes.  In fact, they probably make bigger mistakes than ordinary people.  But 

leaders know what to do about their mistakes and their sins and how to restore fellowship that has 

been broken with God. 

 

This is Pastor Soper.  You have a great day and I'll talk with you again tomorrow. 

 

 

WEEK 36, DAY 3              2 SAMUEL 4-6 

 

Good morning. This is Pastor Soper. Today you read II Samuel chapters 4-6. 

 

I think that most of us would admit to cherishing certain special days in our lives when some very 

significant events occurred that somehow stand out more and more as time goes by. Those banner 

days are forever etched in our memories as turning points or climaxes that divide our lives into their 

several chapters. 

 

I suppose that some people have more of these “landmark” days than others, but all of us mark 

some of them- like the day we got married.  As I look back on my life, that is one of my big days!  

David was no different from us, except that he seemed to have a lot more “landmark” days than 

most of us. 

 

The day he first met Samuel and got anointed, would have been one of his marked days, the day he 

killed Goliath was certainly another.  The day Jonathan’s arrows flew far beyond their mark was a 

third.  (I guess wedding days were not quite as significant for David as for me.  When you get 

married as often as he did, some of the specialness of the occasion is bound to be lost on the 

repetition.) 

 

Our reading today however has put us in touch with three of David’s “landmark” days.  The day he 

was anointed king over all of Israel, marking at last the fulfillment of what Samuel the old prophet 

had predicted so many years before, was the first.  Even though this was the third time that David 

was anointed king, I am sure that it was still one of those life changing days for him.  Then there 
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was the day that Jerusalem- the city of David, as it quickly came to be called, was captured.  

Finally, there was the day that the ark of God arrived in Jerusalem to take up its permenant  

residence in David’s new capital.  These three days would forever be etched in the memory of 

Israel’s  greatest earthly king.  These were David’s landmark days. 

 

Chapter four alludes to three reasons that the people of Israel had for finally choosing to accept 

David as the king of all the land.  The first reason that they gave was that after all, he was an 

Israelite like them. While that might sound trivial to us at this distance, I’m certain that for many 

years there were many in the land who were not ready to consider David to be an Israelite like 

themselves. Obviously they knew of his birth in Bethlehem and of his Jewish heritage. It was that 

time spent in the service of the Philistine king, however, that really bothered them.   

 

This man who would be their king, had actually hired himself out as a mercenary to a foreign king, 

and to a Philistine king at that!  Certainly there were extenuating circumstances- King Saul was 

trying to kill him.  Everyone knew that, but still, to serve a Philistine king?   Was David truly a 

patriot?  Was he a “real” Israelite?  Or, was he a “naturalized Philistine”?  For some in Israel those 

were legitimate questions for a very long time.  David’s hasty decision to flee to Gath when the heat 

was on; a decision made, as you recall, without the benefit of first stopping to inquire of God, cost 

him seven years of his reign over all of Israel.  But finally, enough people decided that David  was 

indeed a true Israelite and they would own him as their king.   

 

The second reason they gave for accepting David as their king had to do with his military prowess.  

He has been Saul’s general.  He had been Saul’s greatest general.  He had led the whole nation of 

Israel as a military leader and had won great victories for Israel and for the God of Israel.  He was, 

after all, the giant killer and there were still many people who remembered the words of the most 

popular song in all of Israel- the one that had topped the charts for several months running:   “Saul 

has slain his thousands and David his tens of thousands…” 

 

There was no denying that Israel needed a strong leader.  There was also no denying that the 

strongest possible leader in all of Israel was David the son of Jesse.  So maybe it was time to “bury 

the hatchet” and accept David as the king of the nation. 

 

The third reason, and the biggest one of all, was that David was God’s choice to be their king.  They 

had known that for many years. Long before Saul had died, Samuel had anointed David king, and it 

wasn’t very long before everyone in Israel, and Philistia as well, had heard about the private 

ceremony that had taken place at Bethlehem, in the household of Jesse.  But then Saul was still on 

the throne, and after that there was Ish-Bosheth.  But now Ish-Bosheth was gone, along with his 

assassins, who had apparently not read the story of David’s dealings with the Amalekite who came 

to tell David that he had helped his cause by dispatching King Saul from the land of the living.  

When they came to David to tell him that they had just killed Ish-Bosheth and brought his head 

along with them just to prove their point, David gave them the time honored welcome that he had 

given the Amalekite, and promptly had them executed for murdering an “innocent” king.  Ish-

Bosheth, in David’s view, was not guilty of anything except being the son of Saul.   

Anyway, with Ish-Bosheth gone, and David’s loyalty to the cause of Israel’s welfare well 
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established, the people of the country now felt that they could admit to what they had known full 

well for many years.  And they said: “Since David is God’s choice for King, we are willing to 

accept the will of the Lord.”  And David is anointed king for the third and final time of his life. 

 

This IS a landmark day for him and for the nation of Israel.  The next 33 years (David reigned for a 

total of 40 and ½ years- 7 and ½ for Judah and 33 for all of Israel) become the golden age of Israel.  

That golden age will continue through the reign of David’s son Solomon, but Israel will never again 

see anything like David the great king, or the days of David until the King that is “greater than 

David” ascends to the throne at the beginning of the millennial kingdom which is yet to come.  (But 

that is the subject for another day.) 

 

The second of David’s three banner days spoken of in our text today, took place on the day that he 

captured the city of Jerusalem from the Jebusites and made it his capital city.  The taking of 

Jerusalem was of immense importance to David, politically, militarily and spiritually.  Politically 

and militarily, this was the one thing necessary to consolidate David’s power and unite his 

kingdom.   

 

Spiritually, it may have been the single most important thing he did during his entire reign because 

of the unparalleled importance of this city.  There is no other city in the world of the Bible (not even 

Rome) that even comes close to rivaling Jerusalem in terms of its importance. 

 

From the political point of view, it was apparent very quickly that David needed a capital that 

would bring a country that had been torn apart by civil war back together.  Judah, and the rest of the 

tribes were badly divided.  If David had kept his capital at Hebron, then the very real perception 

would have been that Judah had won the civil war and annexed the other eleven tribes to the 

Kingdom of Judah. 

 

If David had moved his capital over to Ish-Bosheth’s city on the other side of the Jordan, he would 

have been establishing a capital that was really outside of the promised land itself, and it would 

have undermined the loyalty and accomplishments of the men of Judah who had accepted him as 

their king when no one else would have him.  But, could a neutral site be found?  If a neutral site 

could be found , then everyone might be happy and the kingdom could have a fresh start.   

 

Jerusalem, a city of undeniable importance, had been conquered briefly by the tribes during the 

period of occupation that had followed the days of Joshua, but it had been lost back to the Jebusites 

shortly thereafter.  It stood atop a hill. It seemed to be nearly impregnable.  It’s inhabitants taunted 

David saying “the blind and the lame” could defend its walls.  They said he could never capture 

their city!  Jerusalem would make a great choice for a new capital! 

 

Militarily it made a great deal of sense as well, because as long as there was an enemy fortress right 

in the middle of the country, dominating the ridge that separated Judah from the rest of the tribes, it 

would be difficult to expand the boundaries of the kingdom in other directions.  The army of the 

king would always have to keep one eye on the threat within.  Jerusalem was a perfect choice for 

David’s capital. 
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Spiritually, it seems clear that from the very beginning, it was God’s intention that Jerusalem 

should be the capital.  When we read the book of Genesis together right at the very beginning of our 

journey through the Word of God, there were two strong indicators that this would be the case.  

They were both found in the story of Abraham where nearly the whole of God’s covenantal plan for 

his people is so strongly rooted.  First, there was that encounter with the mysterious Melchizedek, 

the priest-king of Salem.  At the very least, Melchizedek was a type of the Lord Jesus Christ. The 

book of Hebrews firmly establishes that.  And, at the most, Melchizedek, the king of Salem, which 

would later be called Jerusalem, was none other than the Lord Jesus Christ himself, in a pre-

incarnate appearance as the king of the city which would later become the focal point of His own 

righteous rule and reign. 

 

The second hint that Jerusalem was already, in the days of Abraham, the city upon which the 

special benediction of God was going to rest, is found in the equally perplexing account of God 

calling Abraham to sacrifice his only son Issac on Mount Moriah.  It was found in Genesis 22 and, 

as you will remember from our investigations then, Mount Moriah is almost certainly located in, or 

very near, the site of present day Jerusalem.  It is thought by many that Mt. Moriah and Golgotha 

are one and the same. 

 

God wanted Abraham to understand something of what He planned to do in order to redeem a 

fallen race of men.  And he took him to the same place to carry out his “simulated session” that 

would one day be the site of the “real” transaction. It was at Jerusalem. 

 

For political, military and spiritual reasons then, Jerusalem was an important place.  David captured 

it and made it his capital.  The account in Chronicles makes it clear that Joab was the leader of the 

group of men who come up through the water shaft and took the city.   

 

Our time this morning is almost gone, and we have not yet talked about the third landmark day 

about which we read this morning- the day that David brought the ark to Jerusalem.  But since our 

reading tomorrow will, in part at least, relate to the same set of events, we’ll take time then to 

discuss it more fully. 

 

For now, however, just note that the “disrobing” for which Michal despised David after the day 

when he danced before the Lord as the ark was being brought into the city of Jerusalem had nothing 

to do with public nudity, or anything close to it, but with the fact that David laid aside some of his 

royal vestments and led the procession dressed only in his linen ephod- the garment of a priest. 

 

Whether her complaint was that he was relinquishing his royal dignity, or that he was acting like a 

priest, I am not certain, but some English translations inadvertently lead their readers to the 

conclusion that David was somehow being immodest here.  That is not what was happening. 

 

Just one more thing needs to be said before we stop for the day.  Did you notice the remark in  verse 

ten of chapter five?  It may very well prove to be the best explanation of the glory years of David’s 

reign that we will ever find anywhere.  It says: “He became more and more powerful because the 

Lord God Almighty was with him.”  That simple statement is the secret of David’s great success.  It 
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did not come because David was a great leader, or because all of the political realities of the near 

eastern world of the time just happened to combine to produce a fortuitous environment for the king 

of Israel.  David was successful for one reason, and for one reason only: “the Lord God Almighty 

was with him.”  If there is any success in your life and ministry, or in mine, it will be for exactly the 

same reason! 

 

This is Pastor Soper.  You have a great day and I’ll talk with you again tomorrow.   

 

 

WEEK 36, DAY 4                     Psalm 68, 2 Samuel 7 & Psalm 132 

 

Good morning.  This is Pastor Soper.  Today you read Psalm 68, 2 Samuel 7 and Psalm 132. 

 

The first passage that I asked you to read this morning was Psalm 68.  This Psalm, written by 

David, is a processional liturgy celebrating the triumphant rule of Israel's God.  It was probably 

written to celebrate the bringing of the Ark into the city of Jerusalem.  We read about that 

processional yesterday, but because we ran out of time we did not talk about that incident.  Our 

reading of Psalm 68 will help us to think about it again today. 

 

Do you remember reading yesterday that David sent 30,000 men to bring the Ark up to Jerusalem, 

the Ark of God?  (By the way the expression, “up to Jerusalem,” is used in the Bible no matter what 

geographic direction is involved, because Jerusalem is on top of a hill.  That is why it was so hard 

to attack.)  Anyway, 30,000 men is a pretty big force to escort a fairly small wooden box that four 

men could easily carry.  The point, of course, is that David saw the bringing of the Ark to Jerusalem 

as a really big deal -- 30,000 escorts, and a full-fledged national celebration with songs specially 

written for the occasion, like Psalm 68.  There were all kinds of musical instruments -- harps, 

tambourines, lyres and cymbals.  The whole nation turned out. 

 

That is the background of Psalm 68.  David wrote it for the big celebration.  The first time he tried 

to sing it things didn't quite work out the way he wanted -- (we'll talk about the death of Uzzah in 

just a minute or two) -- but it shows us a great deal about the way that David, king of Israel, 

thought. Its poetic strains celebrate the faithfulness and power of the Lord in leading Israel out of 

Egypt through the wilderness of Sinai.  It celebrates His omnipotence and power.  Then, describing 

the festive procession which brought the Ark into the city, David calls upon God.  "Summon your 

power, O God; show us your strength, O God, as you have done before.  Because of your temple at 

Jerusalem" (it's not built yet but David already has it in his mind) "kings will bring you gifts...  

Envoys will come from Egypt; Cush will submit herself to God." 

 

That tells us all we need to know.  David conquers Jerusalem.  He brings the Ark there.  He wants 

to build a temple.  Why?  Because he wants the nations to know the power of God and he wants 

them to give God glory along with all of Israel.  David had lots of faults; we've seen most of them.  

He sinned greatly and made huge mistakes.  He even made a terrible mistake in the way he first 

designed to bring the Ark to Jerusalem.  But underneath all of that was this rock bottom motive.  He 

wanted to bring glory to God.  That is important.  David wanted to bring glory to God; he wanted 
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the world to know how holy and how powerful and how faithful God is. 

 

We have taken a look at the very heart of David here.  Now you know what made him tick.  He 

wasn't perfect.  He was very far from it, but God knows the very heart of men, and He knows why 

we act, as well as what we do, and when God looked straight into the heart of David the king, He 

saw a man who wanted to worship and praise Him -- a man who wanted God to get all the glory 

from all the people of all the nations, and that pleased God then and it pleases Him now. 

 

Do you remember what Samuel said right at the beginning of the story of David -- on the day he 

first traveled down to Jesse's house and picked David instead of all the more obvious choices?  He 

said, "Man looks on the outward appearance, but God looks upon the heart."  That is a great 

comfort to me sometimes.  More often than I'd like to admit, things don't turn out exactly the way I 

thought they would, but God knows my heart and he reads my motives.  He understands.  That 

truth, of course, cuts both ways, and when my outward actions are right on the money but my heart 

attitude is way out of line, God knows that too -- and judges accordingly. 

 

Now we need to talk about the first time David tried to bring the Ark up to Jerusalem -- the time 

that Uzzah was struck down dead, because, in seeking to keep the Ark from falling off the oxcart, 

he touched it.  You realize, of course, that carrying the Ark on an oxcart was wrong -- God had 

given very specific instructions about how that precious piece of furniture was supposed to be 

transported. Only Levites could be used and they had to carry it on poles inserted through the rings 

cast especially for that purpose.  If anyone -- anyone -- touched the Ark, the penalty was death 

because the Ark was holy and the very presence of God dwelt upon it. 

 

Whose idea it was to disregard the law of God and carry the Ark in the same way as the Philistines 

had sent it back, we do not know.  Probably David had delegated such matters, and perhaps it was 

Uzzah who had made the foolish decision.  We simply do not know, but one lesson comes crushing 

clearly out of the account.  It is this:  when you do God's work, when you worship Him, when you 

approach Him, you do it on His terms -- not yours, and if you seek to change those terms you do it 

at your own peril.  Uzzah didn't pay attention to what God had said and he died.  David waited for 

three months and then he brought the Ark up -- the right way!  And all of Israel sang his Psalm of 

praise. 

 

Both of the Psalms that we read together today make it very clear that even before David brought 

the Ark up to Jerusalem, his new capital, there was a second part to his plan.  He also wanted to 

build a temple -- a house for God's honor -- where the Ark could reside and where people from all 

nations could come and get a sense of the glory and wonder of God. 

 

Though we have briefly met Nathan the prophet before this point in David's story, it is from this 

point on that he becomes a very prominent person -- assuming the mantle and the role Samuel had 

as the spokesman for God in the early days of David's life.  Abiathar will no longer be the mediator 

through whom David will seek to discover the will of God.  The urim and the thumim, those 

mysterious instruments of discovery, faded to oblivion.  We do not know what became of them.  

From this point onward, David will ask Nathan the prophet and Nathan will hear from the Lord.  It 



 

 
 
 13 

is to this eminent seer that David first discloses his grand design to build the temple and God speaks 

back to David through Nathan.  David wants to build a house for God, but speaking through 

Nathan, God says He would rather build a house for David that is a dynasty.  "There are at least 

three reasons why David's plan to build a permanent resting place for the Ark is rejected.  First, 

since the Exodus, the Ark had been in a tent.  There was no pressing need to change that 

arrangement.  Second, God had simply not asked for a house.  Third, although there would some 

day be a temple, David would not be the one to build it, because he had waged war and shed blood. 

 It would be Solomon, the man of peace, who would eventually build God's house." (1)  

 

What God did was to promise David a dynasty that would last forever -- and in the person of Jesus 

Christ the son of David, that promise is fulfilled. 

 

In his commentary on this passage J. Carl Laney says that the Davidic Covenant, which is contained 

in verses 12-16 of chapter 7, is a clear extension of the Abrahamic Covenant that we learned about 

in the Book of Genesis.  Remember, God promised Abraham three things: a land, a nation and a 

blessing.  The land promise, Laney says, is developed in the Book of Deuteronomy.  The blessing 

part of the Covenant is clarified in the New Covenant prophesied in Jeremiah 31 and ratified by 

Jesus' death upon the cross.  The nation part, however, is developed in a Covenant with David set 

out for us in chapter 7.  Its provisions are four: 1) David will have a son for whom God will 

establish a kingdom; 2) that son will build the temple instead of David; 3) his son's throne will be 

established forever (though it does not promise there will be no interruptions in the reign of David's 

dynasty); 4) even though the son will sin greatly, the right to the throne will not be taken from his 

family. 

 

There is just one more thing that I want for you to notice here -- the building of the temple was 

David's idea, not God's.  Nowhere in the Old Testament is there any indication that God would have 

initiated that action.  He allows it, but he does not initiate it.  That idea will come back to us when 

we talk about the New Testament concept of the church.  It is much more closely aligned in many 

ways to the model of the tabernacle than to the model of the temple. If we think about that for very 

long it will suggest some interesting ideas.  Just file that thought for now.  We'll return to it 

sometime in the future. 

 

This is Pastor Soper.  You have a great day and I'll talk with you again tomorrow. 

(Carl Laney I and II Samuel Moody p. 97) 
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WEEK 36, DAY 5            2 Samuel 8-9, 1 Chronicles 18: 1-17, Psalm 60 

 

Good morning.  This is Pastor Soper.  Today you read 2 Samuel 8 and 9, I Chronicles 18:1-17, and 

Psalm 60.  Once again the reading in I Chronicles is almost identical to the one that appears in 2 

Samuel.   

 

Now the first thing I want for us to notice this morning is that from the high point of 2 Samuel 

chapter 7, the bringing of the Ark to Jerusalem and the establishment of David's capital, we re-

descend in chapter 8, once again, to the battlefield.  David didn't stay very long on the mountaintop 

spiritually.  He had to descend again to the realities of everyday life, and for David, the warrior, the 

reality of everyday life was the battlefield.  You and I need to understand that dynamic occurring in 

our own life as well.  We love to have those high points, those spiritual times when we come apart 

and enjoy our God and experience His blessing and benediction in the company of His people -- 

those festivals and celebrations.  The reality is, they don't last very long, and they are few and far 

between.  Then we come back to the reality of everyday living.  For David that was the battlefield, 

for you and me it might be the work place, the home, the school -- but the reality is that we can't 

live on the mountaintop.  So chapter 8 finds us back on a battlefield. 

 

The military action picks up where the story left off at the end of chapter 5.  The Philistines, driven 

back to Gezer, now have the war brought into their own homeland.  David was not concerned to 

conquer it and become their king, but it was important that they should be subdued.  Verse 1 tells us 

that he took Metheg Ammah out of the hand of the Philistines.  We don't even know where Metheg 

Ammah was or even if it was a place.  There is some suggestion that it might simply mean the 

control exercised by the metropolis.  It is, at any rate, a fact that the role of empire-builder passed 

from the Philistines to the Israelites, as the rest of this chapter demonstrates.  Verse 11 gives us 

some idea of the wide range of wars that David fought.  We have no information as to how most of 

these wars began.  David was not the aggressor where the Philistines were concerned.  That is 

certain.  In the war with Ammon, which we will read about in chapter 10, he was provoked into 

action.  So it is quite possible that he never set out to conquer with a fixed intention of building an 

empire.   

 

To the north of Israel there lay several Aramean states, and one or more of them probably 

endeavored to assert a commercial supremacy over their neighbors.  There were important trade 

routes that pass through Palestine.  The Arameans were great traders, so the wars between Aram 

and David were for the mastery of the trade routes that were vital to Israel's prosperity and David 

may not have been the aggressor.  Moab and Edom were very different.  They were small 

kingdoms, distantly related to Israel.  They posed no threat to him at all but they held territory 

through which a vital trade link ran, and there is good reason to suppose they sided with David's 

enemies in war.  That would help us to understand the fearsome reprisal that David took against the 

Moabites.   

 

There may be another reason for that action as well.  You may remember that at one point when 

David took refuge with the Philistines in Gath, he committed his mother and father to the custody 

of the king of Moab.  We read that story back in I Samuel 22.  Jewish writers have a tradition that 
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after a time the king of Moab put David's parents to death, and this was the origin of the war that 

David carried on against them.  That David had received from them some strong provocation and 

deemed it necessary to inflict a crushing blow is very obvious from the passage.  Though David had 

many faults, ingratitude was not one of them.  He treated the men of Jabesh Gilead kindly because 

they buried Saul and his sons.  He may have been severe on Moab because Moab failed to act 

honorably with regard to his father and mother. 

 

Now the way in which David treated the people of Moab and the number of warriors he seemingly 

arbitrarily killed might shock us, but we need to understand that it was very often the case in wars 

of that day that the whole army of a conquered nation was put to the sword.  By sparing one-third of 

the Moabites, David may have in fact been showing mercy.  The reality, however, is that both the 

Philistines, who were to the southwest of Israel, and the Moabites, who were found on the 

southeast, were thoroughly subjugated and brought under the hand of David.   

 

One third of his campaigns were against Hadadezer, the son of Rehob, king of Zobah.  We are told 

in the chapter that is before us that the encounter with this prince took place as he went to recover 

his border at the River Euphrates.  In the parallel passage of I Chronicles, we are told that David 

went to establish his dominion by the River Euphrates.  The Euphrates River, which runs through 

modern-day Iraq, is very far away from Israel.  David was driving the borders of the kingdom far 

beyond anything that had been known before his day.  He was, in fact, carrying out the promise that 

God had made to Abraham.  The Syrians apparently came the aid of Hadadezer in some kind of an 

alliance, and Syria, of course, lies just to the north of Israel.  But in his battle with them, David was 

again completely victorious.  The slaughter was great -- 22,000 men from the account before us.  

That immense figure suggests that David had a very, very significant military force. 

 

In one case, the campaign to extend the borders of Israel was a peaceful one.  Tou, the king of 

Hamath, heard that David had smitten all the host of Hadadezer, and he sent Joram his son to David 

to ask for terms of a treaty to bless him.  Tou had had previous dealings of an adversarial sort with 

Hadadezer, so he was delighted with what David had done.  The kingdom of Tou lay in the valley 

between the ranges of Lebanon and what is sometimes called the Anti-Lebanon.  It too was within 

the promised boundary, which extended to the entering in of Hamath.  Accordingly, the son of Tou 

brought vessels of silver and gold and brass and King David dedicated those to the Lord.  He put 

them in the temple for the special service of the Lord. 

 

It seemed that David's boundaries had been extended to the north as far as was necessary and there 

was no further resistance there.  If the Bible were being written in the 21st century, the author 

would probably have to stop here and give some kind of defense of David's colonialism -- his 

expansionism.  But the biblical account is not concerned about that.  The simple truth was just this -

-  God gave David victory wherever he went -- twice in the account you read that.  God's intent was 

for David's kingdom to expand, to fulfill the promise he made to Abraham.  David was able by 

God's grace to manage that.   

 

A list of all David's officers and officials in verses 15-18 give some idea of the development of 

administration in Israel as the monarchy took full control of the nation's affairs.  There are two 
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important aspects to the list.  The first is the fact that David kept the administration of the law to 

himself.  Justice was a vital consideration to him.  He was determined to insure that it should be 

thorough and impartial.  He was going to be the just ruler. 

 

The second is that the name of Zadok as chief priest along side Abiathar, who was David's long 

time friend and companion, is now seen.  Now we don't know anything about Zadok's life up to this 

point, but he was the man whose family would provide Jerusalem's high priest for many generations 

to come, almost into New Testament times.  Just as God had now designated David's family to be 

kings, so too in the providence of God, He overruled and placed a new high priestly family into 

control -- one which would give Israel stability in the sphere of their worship and religious 

practices. 

 

The story of Mephibosheth ,which we have already seen in part, is told more completely in 2 

Samuel 9.  In Christian preaching, the story of David and Mephibosheth has often been seen as an 

illustration of unmerited grace.  The great king, Christ, goes out of His way to bring a mortal cripple 

like me to eat at His table -- and clearly that is one possible way to look at the story told in this 

chapter -- but that almost makes a parable of it and hardly explains why it is there in the first place.  

Remember, Mephibosheth was not just anybody; he was a member of a very important family, that 

of Saul.  He was the son of David's best friend, the grandson of David's worst enemy.  The very 

intriguing question, which David must have asked time and time again, was whether Mephibosheth 

would be more like Jonathan or more like Saul.   

 

The other thing we need to realize as we read this account is that David's charity toward 

Mephibosheth came because of his friendship with Jonathan.  He was fulfilling the promise he 

made long ago to Jonathan.  Now a Hebrew king, or any king for that matter, would have been 

under very little pressure to keep promises he had made.  In fact, there would have been almost no 

one left to even remember the promises David had made to Jonathan.  But David is determined;  he 

is going to keep his word to his dead friend, and he brings Mephibosheth to his court and puts him 

in an honored position.  This story tells us a great deal, perhaps not about grace, but about the 

importance of loyalty and friendship.  The promise had been made many years before Jonathan had 

been dead for many years.  No one could press David, maybe no one could even remember the old 

vow, but he did it anyway.  He is a good model for us in remembering to keep our word. 

 

This is Pastor Soper.  I am going to leave you now for the weekend.  You have a great weekend and 

I'll talk with you again on Monday. 

        


