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WEEK 37, DAY 1         1 Chronicles 15-16 

 

Good morning.  This is Pastor Soper.  Welcome to Week 37 of Know the Word.  Today you read I 

Chronicles 15 and16 and even though you might not realize it, you also read most of Psalm 105 and 

all of Psalm 96 for they are the Psalms that David sang when he brought the Ark into the tabernacle 

in Jerusalem. 

 

Quite obviously we are confronted here with a passage that parallels some of the material that we 

read last week in the book of 2 Samuel.  As we move through these historical books we are going to 

find a lot of overlapping and repetitive material.  Where that material is absolutely identical, or 

nearly so, we will simply note it and move on, but in cases like this where there is additional 

material, we will take the time to stop and look. 

 

Before we speak together about this account of David's bringing of the Ark up to Jerusalem, we had 

better spend a few moments talking about why these overlapping accounts exist in the first place.  

The books of 1 and 2 Chronicles provide us with an independent account of the same period of time 

and many of the same events found in the Samuel and Kings accounts.  The word "independent" 

may not be exactly the right word to use here, because in many passages there is a word for word 

correspondence which suggests that the author of Chronicles either copied those portions from the 

earlier work of Samuel and Kings, or he used the same sources.  This need not trouble us for we 

have already encountered a very similar phenomenon in the synoptic gospels where Matthew, Mark 

and Luke often report the very same events but do it from individual and often slightly different 

perspectives. 

 

That observation gives us the clue to understanding what is happening here in the Old Testament.  

Just as Matthew, Mark and Luke cover much of the same material, but write for a different 

audience and therefore put emphasis on different things in the accounts, so the author of the 

Chronicles account is writing for a different group of readers than the author of Samuel/Kings.  Let 

me read you what one author says about this.  "Chronicles is sometimes thought of as a kind of 

alternative to the books of Samuel and Kings.  The Greek Old Testament called it “the book of 

things left out,” thus viewing it merely as a source of additional information to the work that was 

available elsewhere.  This is to do it a complete disservice.  In the first place, it attempts a far 

greater coverage of…sacred history than any other book of the Old Testament, standing alongside 

not only Samuel and Kings, but Genesis through Kings, since its genealogies takes us from Adam 

right up to Saul.” 

 

"Furthermore, far from merely filling gaps (which would not in any case explain the fact that it 

repeats a substantial amount of material from elsewhere) it offers a wholly individual perspective 

upon the events of history on which it is based.  This perspective...is conditioned by its setting, 

sometime after the exile.  While the books of Kings leave the readers feeling that the exile has an 

air of finality about it, Chronicles does precisely the opposite." (1) Well, that is what someone else 

says about this book.  It all boils down to this.  Same material, different readers, different 

perspectives ...   
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After the misguided attempt to bring the Ark up to Jerusalem, David made arrangements to do the 

job properly.  The first thing that we need to note about the Chronicles account that was not given 

to us in the Samuel account is that David prepared a place in Jerusalem for the Ark and pitched a 

tent for it there.  The temple, of course, had not yet been built, but apparently a separated part of the 

city was prepared for it.  We know from 2 Chronicles 1 that the Tent of Meeting -- the Ark's 

original home -- still stood at Gibeon, where it would stay until Solomon later brought it to be with 

the Ark in the Temple. 

 

The second time around David gets it right.  It is wonderful to reflect on the fact that God often 

gives us second opportunities to honor him and accomplish tasks that we have bungled before.  I've 

heard it said quite often that ‘opportunity only knocks once.’  The experience of David, (and Peter 

and many other biblical figures) however, was that God sometimes gives us a second chance even 

when we have failed Him. 

 

It is really important for us to remember as we read this account that the bringing of the Ark into 

Jerusalem was a worship service that looked and sounded very much like a party.  Here they were, 

bringing the holiest object known to man into Jerusalem -- an object which only a few months 

before had put fear and terror into the hearts of the whole nation.  When Uzzah reached up to touch 

it on the oxcart and fell dead, the power of God emanated from the Ark.  Here is the point- on the 

holiest possible occasion -- when the very streets of the city were filled with the holy dread of the 

omnipotent God -- there is dancing and joy.  It's a celebration, a party.  Worshipping God doesn't 

mean always being somber and reflective.  There is, of course, a place for that, but there is also a 

time for pure, unmitigated joy and celebration.  They also have a place in the worship of God. 

 

Sometimes worship means being quiet before God, but sometimes it also means shouting for joy, 

celebrating -- even dancing!!  That is also a part of biblical worship.  Friends, it is important that we 

see this. 

 

I suppose that we could digress a bit here and talk about the fact that dancing before the Lord was 

something that God accepted from David (and from other Old Testament saints as well).  Michal 

didn't accept it from David, but God did.  Our evangelical aversion to dancing might not be as 

righteous as we think it is -- it is perilously easy to confuse cultural taboos with biblical ones, and 

when we do that we can end up making judgments that are pretty far off base.  I have a feeling that 

if this incident were to have happened today, Michal would not be the only one who was upset with 

King David.  A good many saints from a good many evangelical churches would be just as upset.  

But God wasn't; He was pleased. 

 

The main point here, though -- and one we have to grab hold of -- is that celebrative worship with 

lots of songs -- joyful songs -- and a whole variety of instruments, is a legitimate form of worship 

even on the holiest of occasions. 

 

The songs that David committed to Asaph and his associates on that day are known to us as Psalm 
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105 and Psalm 96; they are celebrative songs of praise. 

 

The Psalms here reflect a passion of King David that we noted together last week.  Remember we 

said that one of the distinguishing features of this man was his deep-seated desire to see God get as 

much glory as possible from as many people as possible.  The words of the 96th Psalm, which are 

found in verses 24-25 of I Chronicles 16, are as revealing of the heart of David as any found in 

Scripture.  Listen to them again, "Declare His glory among the nations, his marvelous deeds among 

all peoples.  For great is the Lord and most worthy of praise..." 

 

There were many in the Jewish nation of Jesus' day who wanted to keep the God of Israel all to 

themselves.  ‘God is the God of Abraham,’ they would say, ‘and not the God of the Gentiles.’  It is 

very true that God chose Abraham and chose to reveal Himself to one tiny little nation.  The Psalm 

David had them sing reflected that fact -- "They (that is the children of Israel) were few in numbers, 

they sang, "few indeed, and strangers ... They wandered from nation to nation."  God was the God 

of a tiny little nation that He had chosen.  That is the mystery of election.  But He was not only for 

Israel.  The great design all along was, as Abraham had known, and David clearly says, to bless, 

through Israel, all the nations of the earth -- all the peoples of the world.  David knew that His God 

was a missionary God and David's heart was a missionary heart. 

 

That is a theme that we have encountered several times before and will keep on meeting as we 

move our way through the entire Word of God.  We have not always noted this connection 

however.  Election by the sovereign grace of an omnipotent God always has as its' end that the elect 

-- the chosen ones -- will be commissioned with a missionary task.  They are chosen to do 

something, and that something is to proclaim the glory of the Lord -- to be the instruments through 

whom His blessing can flow to others -- to the whole world. 

 

You and I are the chosen ones.  We have had the incredible experience of being the recipients of the 

unmerited love of God -- just like Israel -- just like David, but the purpose of that love is not to 

make us feel good or to give us the opportunity to bask in the sunlight of His love.  We are loved so 

that we can love.  We are chosen to minister His grace.  We are the elect so that He can reach many 

others who have also been called to grace. 

 

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

 

(1) J. C. McConville I and II Chronicles, D. Study Bible pg. 2   
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WEEK 37, DAY 2                  2 Samuel 10-11 

 

Good morning.  This is Pastor Soper.  Today we read 2 Samuel chapters 10 and 11.  David the king 

is in his prime here, and that is probably what made him so vulnerable to the sin into which he fell.  

Pride often goes, the Scripture tells us, before the fall.  That may well be a good commentary on 2 

Samuel 11.  Before the story of David and Bathsheba is told, however, we are told the story of 

David's dealings with the Ammonites.  This story is also told, in almost identical words, in I 

Chronicles 19. 

 

The first thing that I want you to notice with me today is that 2 Samuel 10 gives us a good example 

of why God decided that David, the man of blood, would not be the one to build the temple.  That 

David is not blamed for being a man of blood, a man of war, is clear from the comment that recurs 

throughout all these historical books.  "And the Lord gave victory to David wherever he went."  

God didn't blame him for the wars -- in fact often, as is the case with the Amorites, he didn't start 

the war.  But he was nonetheless a man with blood on his hands, so the building of the temple will 

wait for Solomon.  This story is also a good example of how foolish men start unnecessary wars.  

David's intention was to honor the new king of the Ammonites.  Apparently, during his days as a 

fugitive from Saul, or perhaps during the reign of Ish-Bosheth, David had been an ally of the new 

king's father.  Now he would honor the son.  Foolish advisors, however, counseled the king that 

David's emissaries were really spies, so he insulted them terribly, humiliating them by cutting of a 

portion of their beards and cutting away their clothing to expose their buttocks -- a terrible insult.  

Even today if ambassadors were treated this way a major "incident" and perhaps even a war would 

be inevitable. 

 

Even if the new Ammonite king did not trust David's motives, this kind of response to a party sent 

in peace is hostile in the extreme.  Then to compound his folly, fearing David's response, the 

Ammonites hire 20,000 Aramean infantrymen and mobilize an entire army.  They might as well 

have issued a formal declaration of war.  That is certainly how David interpreted their actions and 

he responded accordingly. 

 

In the midst of this war, David committed one of the greatest sins of his life, for in 2 Samuel 11 we 

read the story of David and Bathsheba. 

 

This is of course a very familiar story.  You do not need me to retell it for you have all known it 

from Sunday School days, albeit in a somewhat gentler form.  David is the villain -- a role he did 

not often play.  Bathsheba is the pawn -- even in the godly nation of Israel, if the king made a 

"suggestion" it was considered to be an absolute royal command and you obeyed at the peril of your 

life -- no matter what!  Bathsheba may or may not have been a willing participant in this affair.  

From the response of her Uncle Ahitophel later, we may assume she was not.  Some Bible teachers, 

of course, are quick to point out that she shouldn't have been taking a bath on the roof where anyone 

could see her, but I am not sure that is a valid point because we simply don't have enough 

information.  Maybe it wasn't innocent at all; maybe she watched the king's habits for a week or two 

from her rooftop and then set out to seduce him.  We don't know.  In any case David bears the 
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responsibility for everything that happened here.  The biggest victim, of course, is Uriah the Hittite, 

Bathsheba's husband -- he gets killed!! 

 

Well, like I said, I'm not going to retell the story, but there are about four points that I want to make 

as you think about this tragic incident: 

 

The first thing I want us to do is to remember a verse of Scripture that I mentioned when we 

studied Genesis 3 -- the story of the Fall.  I quoted then from the book of I John in the New 

Testament, where the apostle talks about the lust of the eyes, the lust of the flesh and the pride of 

life.  I want us to think about that again because all of those elements are found in this story.  They 

are all clearly in evidence.  The lust of the eyes -- David is up on the palace roof and he notices this 

beautiful woman -- he knows he shouldn't watch -- but he keeps on staring.  His eyes trigger 

another response in his body and he reasons – ‘I am the king.  Everything in the kingdom belongs to 

me!  I ought to be able to take anything in the realm that I want.’  He summons his servant and says, 

"Bring me that woman!!"  I challenge you to carefully examine your most recent failures, and I'd be 

willing to bet that the lust of the eyes, the lust of the flesh and the pride of life will go a long way 

toward explaining what happened.  How could David -- the good king -- allow a thing like this to 

happen?  First -- he did not discipline his eyes.  In John Bunyan's powerful allegory entitled the 

Holy War, he describes the great city of Mansoul.  Mansoul belonged to King Shaddai and to his 

son Prince Emmanuel, but Mansoul was being besieged by the evil Diabolus.  There were a few 

gates into the city, but they were very special gates with names like the Ear Gate and the Eye Gate.  

They could only be opened from the inside.  Well, the allegory is pretty obvious -- and so is the 

truth.  If David had refused to look or had disciplined his eyes to turn away, the eye gate would not 

have opened.  The lust of the flesh would not have been triggered.  His honor would be intact.  You 

and I cannot control our environment to such an extent that we can ensure that we will never see or 

hear things that are bad for us.  But we can discipline our senses to turn away from those things as 

soon as we identify them.  Paul calls upon us “to bring every thought into captivity to Christ.”  That 

is what David didn't do.  That is why he fell into grievous sin. 

 

The second thing I want you to notice with me about this incident is that even a man as godly as 

King David was vulnerable in the area of sexual sin.  Sexual purity is a very important theme in the 

Bible.  In a day and age in which our society is so unconcerned about it, we should rather educate 

our children with basic moral values.  We opt instead to simply supply them with condoms and 

other birth control devices.  We had better give the issue of sexual purity a very high priority.  I 

have been a pastor now for nearly 40 years, and in nearly every one of those 40 years I have 

watched valuable servants of the Lord -- both lay people and clergy alike, pastors and missionaries  

-- fall one after another into the very same trap that captured David.  Why? -- because they did not 

discipline themselves to turn away -- because they thought that it could not happen to them -- 

because (in every single case I know) they did not have any accountability to someone else who 

could say, "Wait a minute, my friend, this is a dangerous situation -- don't do it'".  Some of you who 

are listening to this recording right now are going to fall in the area of sexual sin -- you may already 

be making the compromises that will bring you down.  Please, stop it now! 
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Next, I want to note with you again that whenever we sin our universal response as human beings is 

always to hide -- we are just like Adam (and David).  Adam disobeyed God and he hid.  David 

sinned.  Bathsheba reports, "I think I'm pregnant."  David starts to scheme about how he can hide 

his sin.  He calls Uriah home from the war on some foolish pretext.  He hopes Uriah will sleep with 

his wife and then she can have a "premature" baby.  Unwilling to confess his sin, the king hides it -- 

or tries to hide it. 

 

Then -- (what a familiar pattern this is!) -- see that sin always leads to greater sin.  Again we need 

only to reference the early chapters of Genesis to remember that sin always takes us further -- faster 

-- than we ever intended to go!  David, who would not lift a finger to kill Saul his enemy in an 

action that could certainly be construed as justifiable homicide, concocts a cowardly plan to have 

Uriah "murdered" by the enemy -- just to cover his sin.  I don't think that David really wanted 

Uriah's wife -- he had a slew of them already!  He just wanted to cover his own tracks and for that 

Uriah has to die.  In his wildest dreams David would not have believed himself capable of that!  But 

he did it.  Because one sin always leads to more and bigger sins, and the only way to stop the deadly 

cycle is to stop hiding and confess sin as sin -- and repent. 

 

These are ugly lessons.  But they leap out of the story of David and Bathsheba.  The movies make 

this out to be a love story.  It isn't.  It's a lust story and it's a sin story, but it's not a love story. 

 

There are just two more quick observations to make about this account.  It happens during a time of 

war and battle, but David the warrior king is at home relaxing and indulging himself in Jerusalem 

while the troops are out on the battlefield.  It could be that David's pride (the Ammonites aren't 

worth my time) and his new life of leisure (which allowed him to relax while the troops were 

fighting) are also implicated in the circumstances leading up to the sin.  Pride is always dangerous 

and too much leisure can also bring down even the most productive servants of God. 

 

Last -- (we'll talk about this tomorrow) -- did you notice the last sentence of chapter 11?  "But the 

thing David had done displeased the Lord."  Humanly speaking, David had gotten away with 

covering his sin.  Joab knew -- so did a few others.  But most people were probably oblivious.  But 

God knew -- He always does! 

 

This is Pastor Soper.  You have a great day and I'll talk with you again tomorrow! 
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WEEK 37, DAY 3                      2 Samuel 12, Psalm 51, Psalm 32 

 

Good morning.  This is Pastor Soper.  Today we read 2 Samuel 12, Psalm 51 and Psalm 32.  We 

learned a great deal, I trust, about the marvelous forgiveness of God, about the nature of sin, about 

repentance and confession.  We'll focus on those subjects a bit more carefully in a few minutes, but 

before we do, I just want to make one quick observation. 

 

When we studied the Gospels of Luke and Mark, we encountered what was essentially a new form 

of literature for most of us. We encountered the parable -- the homely story drawn from everyday 

life -- that is designed to grab the attention of the listener with things with which he is very familiar 

already, and then drive home one major lesson that the story illustrates.  That is the nature of a 

parable.  Jesus was not the first person to use parables, but He mastered the art of using parables in 

a way that no one else ever did.  In this confrontation between Nathan and David we are looking at 

what I believe is the first full-blown example of a parable in Scripture.  Perhaps Nathan chose to 

make his point by using a parable because he was afraid of David.  After all, David was the king, 

and on at least two occasions that we know of, and perhaps more that Nathan knew about, people 

who brought unwelcome news to the king didn't survive to tell about it.  Maybe Nathan was 

thinking about the Amalekite who came with the message that he had killed the king, or the two 

who came into David's presence with the head of Ish-Bosheth in a sack.  By using the parable, he 

could draw David in, as it were, and trick him with his own response to the story. 

 

More likely however, Nathan chose the parabolic delivery not because he was afraid of what David 

might do to him, but because he was afraid that David would not listen long enough to allow him to 

deliver his message.  Kings don't have to talk about anything they don't want to talk about, and 

David was clearly not going to get excited about seeing Nathan if the prophet requested an audience 

to talk about the untimely death of Uriah the Hittite and the rather hasty re-marriage of his lovely 

widow.  Jesus would one day tell His disciples to be as wise as serpents and as gentle as doves.  

Nathan was that wise.  He got David's attention. 

 

One of the great truths that emerges from this passage and from the two great Psalms that you read, 

which were written in response to David's encounter with Nathan, is that even when sin is great, 

God's forgiveness is greater.  David's sin against Uriah was calculated and premeditated.  Did you 

notice, by the way, that even though the enemy soldiers were the agents of Uriah's death, the 

prophet says to David, "You killed him." -- "You killed him by the swords of the Ammonites."  Yet 

even in the face of such a terrible action there is forgiveness available from God for David -- just as 

soon as he asks for it.  "If we confess our sins," the New Testament writer says, "he is faithful and 

just to forgive us our sins and cleanse us from all unrighteousness." 

 

There are times when Christians who have walked with God fall into great sin.  When they realize 

what they have done they are broken, and wonder if God could ever forgive them for what they 

have done.  The great news of our reading today is that He is only waiting for us to ask.  Nathan 

said to David, "The Lord has taken away your sin."  That is the reason why the 32nd Psalm – 

(written after the sin -- after the cover up, which, by the way, lasted for several months -- and after 
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the prayer of confession that we call Psalm 51 was elicited by Nathan's bold confrontation) -- that is 

why Psalm 32 begins as it does: "Blessed is he whose transgressions are forgiven, whose sins are 

covered....  Blessed is the man whose sin the Lord does not count against him."  That is why it ends 

with the cry: "Rejoice in the Lord and be glad, you righteous; sing, all you who are upright in 

heart!" 

 

We could spend an hour or so looking together at the 51st Psalm.  It is one of the richest and most 

beloved of all the Psalms, because it gives us a model of a real (and effective) prayer of repentance. 

Many weeks ago, we talked about true repentance, noting that it is a deep heartfelt sorrow about sin 

which has offended a holy God.  Repenting does not mean saying ‘I'm sorry -- please don't punish 

me,’ nor does it mean saying ‘I'm sorry I got caught.’  Nor is it equivalent to ‘I'm sorry; I didn't 

mean for it to turn out this way.’  It is genuinely saying, ‘I have sinned against God and I have come 

to hate what I have done.’  That is genuine repentance.  "Against you and you only," writes David, 

"have I sinned and done what is evil in Your sight."  Now David certainly knew that he had sinned 

against Uriah and Bathsheba as well, but sin is always primarily directed against God.  David 

understood that.  We need to understand that also. 

 

Did you notice the effect that hiding sin had on David?  In Psalm 32 he says that while he kept 

silent his bones wasted away.  That's the power of guilt and I believe that David got physically ill 

because of his refusal to deal with the sin in his life.  I am equally certain that there are huge 

numbers of people today in both regular and mental hospitals simply because they have not dealt 

with their sin.  Sin affects us physically as well as spiritually. 

 

Psalm 51 is David's plea for forgiveness.  Nathan assured him of that forgiveness as soon as he had 

confessed, but David wrote this Psalm to express himself and to publicly acknowledge -- to the 

whole nation -- what he had done.  This prayer of confession didn't get hidden in David's private 

journals to be released only after he was dead and gone.  He wrote it.  He prayed it. And he taught it 

to the whole nation.  ‘I am a terrible sinner,’ he said, ‘but God has promised to forgive me.’ 

 

Did you notice verse 5 of Psalm 51?  "Surely I was sinful at birth, sinful from the time my mother 

conceived me."  That is as clear a statement of the doctrine of original sin as you are ever going to 

find in the Word of God.  What does it mean?  It means that we are born with a sin nature and a 

natural propensity to sin.  As soon as we begin making choices (and that happens very early!) we 

make selfish, ungodly choices, and we are established as moral rebels against the Creator who made 

us in His image and for His glory.  You may not like the doctrine of original sin for it clearly 

teaches that though we are responsible for the choices we make, those choices are themselves 

directed by a nature that is already predisposed to sin; but the Bible clearly teaches it.  Psalm 58:3, 

just a few pages later in your Bible, says pointedly: "The wicked are estranged from the womb.  

They go astray as soon as they are born speaking lies."  If you wish, you may dig a little deeper into 

this subject with some extra reading today. 

 

I want for a little while to look with you at the different words that David used to express the 

concept of sin.  In Psalm 51 where he confesses, and in Psalm 32 when he rejoices, he uses these 
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words:  

 

He calls his actions transgressions: that word means a deliberate rebellious act intended to violate a 

law or standard that God has put in place.  The idea is that you know where the boundary is and 

then you walk up to it and consciously step across the line and say, ‘Okay, God, what are you going 

to do about it.’ We all know a little about that kind of sin.   

 

Then David talks about his iniquities.  The Hebrew language is a picture language.  Instead of 

defining ideas like Greek and other western languages do, Hebrew paints a picture.  The root word 

behind this term iniquity calls to mind an old gnarled tree branch all twisted around itself and 

impossible to straighten out.  If you have ever seen an old wisteria tree with its twisted and 

entwining branches you will have a great idea of what this word means.  The idea is that our sin 

nature has got us so twisted up that even if we wanted to do the right thing we would not be able to. 

We are twisted by nature. 

 

Then David uses the word "sin."  The Hebrew and Greek words which are translated as "sin" in our 

English Bibles have the same meaning.  Literally, to sin is to fall short of the mark -- to aim in the 

right direction -- to let the arrow loose -- and to discover that it didn't make it to the target.  That is a 

little scary when you think about it, because the target is the perfect nature of God, and if we reflect 

on that we will begin to realize that even the good things we do -- to the extent that they fall short of 

God's perfect standard -- are technically sin.  No wonder the Bible says, "All have sinned and come 

short of the glory of God," and no wonder the prophet said, "All our righteousness is as filthy rags 

before God." 

 

One last observation and then we must conclude for today.  God forgave David of his sin, but 

David had to live with the consequences of that event for the rest of his life.  David's declining 

years were full of trouble and heartbreak, and much of that trouble was directly traceable to this one 

terrible lapse.  God forgives, but He doesn't always, (or even often,) remove the consequences.  

That is a sobering truth. 

 

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

 

 

 

WEEK 37, DAY 4                    2 Samuel 13-14 

 

Good morning.  This is Pastor Soper.  Today we read 2 Samuel 13 and 14 and became acquainted 

with one of the great scoundrels of the Old Testament.  He was one of David's sons and his name 

was Absalom.  Now, if you just finished reading 2 Samuel 13 and 14 and you don't know what 

comes next, that statement might surprise you just a bit, because the first ugly character we met 

today was Amnon -- another son of David -- and while Absalom's revenge was not pretty, we might 

all agree that Amnon got no more than he deserved.  Rapists do not get much sympathy from us.  

Nevertheless, as we shall soon see, Absalom is the greater scoundrel in the end. 
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David was a man with big time family problems.  I'm sure that fact doesn't surprise you very much, 

because our observation about his polygamous marriages is that they have done everything but 

guarantee in advance that this would be so.  And what the violation of God's principles regarding 

multiple marriages failed to accomplish, David's own failures insured. 

 

You remember the biblical principle laid down by Moses in Exodus.  It says that the sins of the 

fathers are visited upon the children to the third and fourth generation of the ones that hate God.  It 

is also true that the sins of the fathers who love God but fail Him are also very often visited upon 

the children -- not because God is trying to make a point, but because children -- sons and daughters 

-- learn to behave as their parents have behaved.  That is why Isaac lied and said his wife was his 

sister.  He learned it from Abraham.  David failed to hold the line in the area of sexual purity.  It is 

not all that surprising, then, that his oldest son also failed in the same area.  David's failure lay first 

in the multiplication of wives, and then in the taking of the wife of another.  Amnon wanted his 

own half-sister and he took her, raped her, and then callously discarded her.  His sin was even 

worse than his father's. 

 

Now in order to understand this story a bit better, you should know that as the oldest son Amnon 

was next in line to his father's throne.  After Amnon, David's son Kileab would have been second in 

line, but all of the indications are that he died in his youth.  He is never mentioned after his birth.  

That means that Absalom was next-in-line to the throne after Amnon, and when he assassinated 

Amnon he moved himself up to next-in-line to the throne of Israel.  With the light on Absalom's 

character that the next chapter will show, we might fairly conclude that Absalom had more reasons 

than just one for getting rid of Amnon, his brother. 

 

The crime of rape is a horrible one.  Incest makes it even worse because of the violation not only of 

a woman's body but her trust and the family relationship, which is so sacred.  What Amnon did 

should have brought down upon his head the severest of penalties from his father David, but though 

the Scripture tells us that David got very angry with Amnon, we do not see any evidence that David 

punished him.  Perhaps David's own failings made him reluctant to exact justice upon his son.  

After all, by his own example he had taught his oldest son that if you want a woman -- you just go 

and take her. If David had handled this problem when it happened, the gruesome revenge of 

Absalom would not have occurred.  It is also possible that David didn't punish Amnon because he 

viewed the whole affair as part of his own punishment. 

 

Nathan had warned David that though God would forgive him, he would be publicly punished.  An 

exact fulfillment of Nathan's words regarding David's wives being taken by another publicly would 

come later on.  It would be Absalom himself who would do it.  But public humiliation and conflict 

within his own family was in his eyes something that he had brought upon himself.  Perhaps for that 

reason he failed to adequately punish Amnon. 

 

When David didn't punish Amnon, Absalom decided that he would avenge his sister and improve 

his chances of sitting on his father's throne.  If Amnon had learned about indulging your sexual 
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passions from his father David, Absalom had learned that in an extreme situation -- if you needed to 

save face and there was no other way to do it -- murder was acceptable if you were the king -- or 

perhaps the king to be. 

 

Now it is very clear to me that neither Amnon nor Absalom was a good man.  They were, to all 

appearances, spoiled rotten and totally unfit to succeed their father to the throne of Israel.  But 

normal rules of succession would have put one of them on David's throne after the old man's death. 

 Absalom, not God, killed Amnon and thus eliminated one very unworthy claimant to the throne.  

Absalom's greed would soon enough remove him as well, thus insuring a more godly line of 

succession.  In spite of the vanity and folly of ungodly men who would be kings, God was (and is) 

still in control.  He sets up kings and he pulls down thrones. 

 

David, as we have seen, had great strengths and great weaknesses and we seem to alternate 

somehow between them.  Joab, by contrast, remains constant, from our first introduction to him as a 

schemer, right to the end.  He is always the same.  Knowing that David loves Absalom but will not 

release him from his self-imposed exile with his mother's relatives in Geshur -- "For the crime of 

murdering your own brother there must be some punishment and," (I can almost hear King David 

saying, "Absalom has chosen for himself the punishment of Cain.  I will not intervene…") -- Joab, 

remembering the power Nathan's parable had to reach and change the heart of David, cooks up yet 

another scheme -- another court visitor -- an actress pretending to plead her own case before the 

king, begging him to remove the ban from her own murderous son -- and when the king agrees, she 

turns from her fictitious story to plead the case of Absalom.  There is a great difference between this 

storyteller, however, and the prophet Nathan.  His message came from God, hers came from Joab.  

His task was to plead to David's conscience and away from his heart.  Her case involved pleading to 

David's heart and away from his conscience.  And David knew. "Who sent you?" he asked, "Was it 

Joab?"  He knew it wasn't Nathan...or God. 

 

It was two more years before David would allow Absalom into his presence, but then, after some 

more scheming on the part of Absalom and the reluctant intervention of Joab once again, David 

relents.  When the king kissed Absalom, that was the sign of forgiveness and restoration to royal 

favor. 

 

There is one missing element in this story though.  When David sinned with Bathsheba, he asked 

for and received the forgiveness of God, but not until he had repented of his sin.  When Absalom 

sinned by murdering his brother, he asked for and received the forgiveness of his father David, but 

he never repented.  Forgiveness is a wonderful gift from God that we can freely offer to one 

another, but forgiveness without repentance will not accomplish very much.  Absalom is on a 

collision course with disaster. 

 

A careful reading of these chapters makes me believe that Joab, who figures so largely here, was an 

intensely political man.  We cannot be sure of all of the reasons for his actions, but despite his 

scheming and vengeful nature, he seems to have adopted the view that at some point Absalom was 

the most logical (and maybe the best) person to follow David on the throne.  Perhaps seeing what 
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he thought was the hand writing on the wall, he saw them as a way to secure his own position when 

the day finally came that Absalom would sit on the throne for himself. 

 

Did you notice that Absalom named his only daughter Tamar?  Whatever else we say about him, 

his anger over Amnon's rape of Tamar seems to be genuinely the product of love for his sister 

(albeit mixed with a certain measure of political ambition).  He took Tamar into his own household 

and he named his only daughter after her. 

 

The story that the woman from Tekoa, (a place that we will later associate with the prophet Amos,) 

told David is interesting, in that she asks David to intervene to keep the avenger of blood from 

carrying out his appointed task.  This demonstrates that the ancient system of appointing one family 

member to seek an eye for an eye and a tooth for a tooth was still very much in operation in David's 

day. 

 

When David relented and allowed Absalom to return and then restored him to his previous place as 

prince and heir to the throne, he may have made a very big mistake.  He could have called for 

Nathan the prophet to inquire of the Lord before making such an important decision, but I think he 

didn't because the very presence of Nathan would force the king to face the real reason that all of 

this was happening, and that is something that David had no desire to do.  So he decided on his own 

and hindsight suggests that he made a rather poor decision. 

 

This is Pastor Soper.  You have a great day and I'll talk with you again tomorrow. 
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WEEK 37, DAY 5       2 Samuel 15-16 and Psalm 3-4  

 

Good morning.  This is Pastor Soper.  Today we read 2 Samuel 15 and 16 and have plumbed the 

depths of Absalom's treasonous heart.  What prompted Absalom, who was the legitimate heir to 

David's throne, to rebel against his father instead of simply waiting as crown prince until the old 

man died?  I don't know, but one thing is certain -- Absalom's rebellion was not a spontaneous 

thing. It was very carefully planned over a very long period of time -- perhaps as long as four or 

more years.  Just as he set out to kill his brother Amnon and then patiently waited for just the right 

moment, so in a cold and calculating fashion Absalom methodically planned a meticulously 

executed coup d’état. 

 

I want to ask you a question now.  After reading chapters 15 and 16, do you think that Absalom's 

rebellion took David by surprise?  When Absalom asked for David's permission to go to Hebron 

and David said, "go in peace," was he ignorant of Absalom's plan, or did he know that for years his 

son had been doing all that he could to steal the hearts of the people, and that now he was going 

down to Hebron to be declared king of Israel?  What do you think?  Could David have known?  If 

he did know, wouldn't he have made an attempt to stop Absalom? 

 

Well, I suppose there is no way to be absolutely certain about the answer to that question just by 

reading 2 Samuel 15 and 16 because it does not come right out and say David didn't know what was 

going on, or David had it all worked out but chose not to act, but I really think I know the answer to 

that question.  I think that David knew exactly what his treasonous son was doing.  I think he knew 

and decided that he would not do anything to prevent Absalom from moving against him. 

 

The shoe is on the other foot now, but I think I see in David a resurrection of exactly the same 

attitude that he had demonstrated all through that period of time when he was a fugitive and Saul 

was pursuing him.  In those days he would not lift a finger against Saul.  His attitude was, ‘let God 

decide who shall be king and when.’  I think that is exactly what is going on here as well.  It shows 

up at two different points in the chapters that we read. 

 

The first point is when Zadok the priest brought the Ark of the Covenant out of the city, intending, 

apparently, to take it with David, not because he was afraid for the safety of the Ark  -- (it had a 

very good track record of taking care of itself) -- but because the presence of the Ark of God with 

David would make a very powerful statement not only about where the allegiance of the priests was 

to be found, but even about whose side God was on!  David's response to the priest was, "Take the 

Ark of God back into the city.  If I find favor in the Lord's eyes He will bring me back ... but if He 

says, ‘I am not pleased with you,’ then I am ready.  Let Him do to me whatever seems good to 

Him."  David's attitude seems to have been, ‘the Ark belongs with the king, but I am not sure which 

is God's chosen king and I will not decide.  That is up to God.’ 

 

The second point at which the same attitude comes through is when a relative of Saul, named 

Shimei, a bitter enemy of David, took the opportunity of David's flight to hurl stones and curses 

down upon the king.  Abishai offers to dispatch the noisy adversary and David says, "No.  Leave 
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him alone!"  He asks a curious question.  "If he is cursing because the Lord said to him, ‘Curse 

David,’ who can ask, ‘Why do you do this?’"  David is saying that if Absalom is God's choice for 

king, then it us up to Him.  ‘It is okay with me.’ 

 

I think David knew all along what Absalom was up to.  What he didn't know was what God 

wanted, so he reverted to the attitude of godly submission he had evidenced so many years before.  

David leaves Jerusalem to avoid, if possible, a civil war -- which he will not initiate, not even to 

protect his throne -- and he says, ‘let God decide.’  The civil war comes, but not because David 

initiated it. 

 

Absalom has no such intention.  He marches into the capitol, takes control of the palace and on the 

cynical advice of David's former advisor Ahithophel, (who is probably bearing a grudge because of 

David's treatment of his relative Bathsheba,) he immediately undertakes to publicly sleep with 

David's concubines to show everyone that this time there will be no reconciliation between him and 

his father.  In so doing, Absalom fulfills the prophecy that Nathan made when he confronted David 

with his sin. 

 

We have seen David at his worst, now we see him at his best.  His confidence is in the Lord and he 

is willing to let God decide.  I asked you also to read Psalms 3 and 4 and I think you heard that 

confidence in the 3rd Psalm, written while he is once again on the run.  "Many are saying of me, 

‘God will not deliver him,’ but you are a shield around me O Lord...” 

 

Not long ago I read an imagined conversation between David and Joab.  The scene is the balcony of 

the garden terrace of the palace, and the time is the day of Absalom's departure for Hebron.  I'd like 

to read a bit of that conversation to you this morning. 

 

"David stood looking over the balcony of the garden terrace of the palace.  The lights from the 

houses and the Holy City twinkled below it.  Far behind a man approached David and David 

sighed and without turning he spoke, 'Yes, Joab, what is it?'   

'Do you know?'  

 

 'I know,' he replied quietly.   

 

'How long have you known?' asked Joab with anxious surprise.  

 

'For months, years, perhaps a decade, maybe I have known for thirty years.'   

 

(Joab, ‘I was not sure after that answer if they were talking about the same subject.  Absalom after 

all was not much past 30.’)  'Sir, I speak of Absalom', he said a little hesitantly.   

 

'As do I,' said the king.   

 

'If you have known so long, why did you not stop him?'   
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'I was just asking myself that very same question.'   

 

'Shall I stop him for you?'   

 

David whirled around.  In one instant Joab's query had resolved the dilemma.  'No you shall not, 

nor shall you speak one word to him, nor shall you criticize him, nor shall you allow anyone else to 

speak critically of him or what he is doing.  Certainly you shall not stop him.'   

 

'But will he not take the kingdom?'   

 

David sighed again softly and slowly, and for a moment he balanced between tears and a smile.  

Then he smiled lightly and said, 'Yes, perhaps he will.'   

 

'What will you do?  Do you have plans?'   

 

'No, none.  Quite frankly I have no idea what to do.  I have fought many battles and faced many 

sieges.  I have usually known what to do, but on this occasion I have only the experience of my 

youth to draw upon.  The course I followed at that time seems to me the best I can follow now.'  

 

'What course was that?'    

 

'To do absolutely nothing.'   

 

After Joab had left him, the king began to talk to himself.  'The kingdom hangs in the balance.  It 

seems I have two choices, to lose everything or to be a Saul.  I can stop Absalom. I need only to be 

a Saul.  In my old age shall I now become a Saul?  I feel the Lord himself waits for my decision.  

Shall I now be a Saul?'   

 

A voice from behind him answered,  'Good king.  He has been no David to you.'   

 

David turned.  It was Abishai who had approached unannounced.  'A crowded place, this terrace' 

quipped David.   

 

'You said, shall I be a Saul to Absalom?'  'I said, he has been no young David to you.’   

 

‘I never challenged Saul; I never attempted to divide the kingdom during his reign.  Is that what 

you are saying?'  

 

 'More than that,' said Abishai strongly.  'Saul was evil toward you and made your life torture.  You 

responded only with respect and private agony.  The bad things that happened in that day came 

only from one side and they all fell on you.  You could have divided the kingdom, you probably 

could have overthrown Saul, but rather than do that you packed up and left the kingdom.  You fled 
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rather than cause division.  You risked your life for unity and sealed your lips and eyes to all his 

injustices. You had more cause to rebel than any man in the history of any other kingdom that has 

ever been or shall be.'"   

 

I wish I could read you the rest of this remarkable reconstruction of David's agony that day that 

Absalom left the city and he had to decide how he would respond.  I will leave it for those of you 

who wish to dig a little more deeply.  I have been reading from a book called, A Tale of Three 

Kings, A study of Brokenness.  It is written by a man named Gene Evans. 

 

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

Monday. 

 

 

 

 

  


