This document was supplied for free educational purposes.
Unless it is in the public domain, it may not be sold for profit
or hosted on a webserver without the permission of the
copyright holder.

If you find it of help to you and would like to support the
ministry of Theology on the Web, please consider using the
links below:

https://www.buymeacoffee.com/theology

I. PATREON https://patreon.com/theologyontheweb

PayPal https://paypal.me/robbradshaw



https://www.buymeacoffee.com/theology
https://patreon.com/theologyontheweb
https://paypal.me/robbradshaw
https://paypal.me/robbradshaw
https://www.buymeacoffee.com/theology
https://patreon.com/theologyontheweb

AN

OLD TESTAMENT COMMENTARY

ENGLISH READERS.



34

! THE
e KINGDOMS QF

| JUDAH axp ISRAEL ™

- Fuglhish Miles
5710 20 30 i 20
Geographical Miles

20 30

310 40 5o

34 35 L itude East from G ich 38

London: Cassell, Petter, Galpin & Co.



AN

OLD TESTAMENT COMMENTARY

FOR

ENGILISH READERS.

BY VARIOUS WRITERS.
EDITED BY

CHARLES JOHN ELLICOTT, D.D.

LORD BISHOFP OF GLOUCESTER AND BRISTOL.

VOL. IIL

‘ WHATSOEVER THINGS WERE WRITTEN AFORETIME WERE WRITTEN FOR OUR LEARNING, THAT THROUGH PATIENCE AND
THROUGH COMFORT OF THE SCRIPTURES WE MIGHT HAVE HOPE.”

CANSELL & COMPANY. LIMITED:
LONDON, PARIS & NEW YORK.

[ALL RIGHTS RESERVED.]

1883.



¥. Rings.
BY
THE REV. ALFRED BARRY, DD,

Canon of Westminster.

k. RBings.
BY
THE REV. C. J. BALL, M.A,,
Chapluin of Lincolw’s Inn.

. Chronicles.

THE REV. C. J. BALL, M.A.,
Chaplain of Lincolw’s Inn.

¥, Chronircles,

THE REV. C. J. BALL, M.A,
Chaplain of Lincoln’s dnn.

¢sra.
RBY

THE REV. W. B. POPE, D.D.

Pehemiadh.

BY

THE REV. W. B. POPE, D.D.

Csther,

THE REV. R. SINKER, B.D.



CONTENTS.

IxTRODUCTION TO THE BoOoks oF THE KiNcs . . . . . . . . . PAG;
1. Kixcs . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8
II. Xixgs . . . . . . . . . . . R . . . . 101
InTRODUCTION TO THE Booxs or THE CHRONICLES . . . . . . . . 209
I. CHrONICLES . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 215
TI. CHRONICLES . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 337
GENERAL INTRODUCTION TO EzZRA AND NEHEMIAH . . . . . . . . 457
InTrRODUCTION TO EZRA . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 460
Ezra . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 461
INTRODUCTION TO NEHEMIAH . . . . . . . . . . . . . 483
NEHEMIAH . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 484
INTRODUCTION TO ESTHER . . . . . . . . . . . . . 811

Estuer . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 514



THE FIRST BOOK OF THE KINGS



INTRODUCTION

TO

THE BOOKS OF THE KINGS*

I. Unity of the Book, and Relation to the
Earlier Books.—The history of the kings (Sépher
Melachim) is really but one book. The division into
two books, which has no existence in the old Hebrew
canon, and has been borrowed by us from the LXX.
and Vulgate, is a purely arbitrary division, not even cor-
responding to any marked epoch in the history. It may
have been made merely for convenience of use and re-
ference. It may have been simply artificial ; for there is
a curious note 1n St. Jerome’s account of the arrange-
ment of the Hebrew Canon in twenty-two books, ac-
cording with the letters of the Hebrew alphabet, in
which he remarks that to the five double letters cor-
responded five double books, of which the Book of Kings
is one. In any case it is to be disregarded, and the
two books treated as having a perfect unity of idea
and anthorship.

In the LXX., followed in this by the Vulgate, the
Books of Samuel are called the ““ First and Second Books
of the Kings,” and our Books of Kings are made the
Third and Fourth. Ithas been supposed that thisancient
alteration of the Hebrew titles is intended to point to a
common authorship. Some have gone so far as to make
the whole history from Judges to Kings one unbroken
compilation, in which the present divisions are but acei-
dental; and in confirmation of this view it has been no-
ticed that all the successive books open with the simple
cenjunction “And” (in our version, “ Now”), that the
vgrious books contain common phrases and terms of ex-
}ggssion, and that even in the Book of Judges (chaps. xvii.
6, xviii. 1, xix. 1) we find allusions to the future monarchy
of Israel. Now these indications certainly show that the
successive books were regarded as forming part of one
history, and that the compilers had probably much the
same ancient sources of information before them. Pos-
sibly'they may also imply the agency of what we should
call an editor, at the time of the inclusion of the books
in the Canon. But they cannot argue anything as to
contemporaneous compilation. The connection in par-
ticular of the Books of Samuel and Kings is easily
accounted for without any such supposition, by the con-
sideration that, in actual fact, these books d}:) include
the whole history of the Israelitish monarchy. Against
the notion of common authorship we must set the
marked difference of language and character, which can
hardly escape the most careless reader. Hven in respect
of the language of the books, there seems little doubt
that the Hebrew of the Books of Samuel belongs to an
earlier and purer age. But looking to the whole style
and narrative, we observe that the Books of Kings
have far more of an official and annalistic character;
they mark dates and epochs, and quote authorities;

* While I alone am answerable for this Introduction, I have
to acknowledge with gratitude some valuable criticisms and
%Lﬁeztlﬁns from my colleague in the work, the Rev. C. J.
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they include the story of some 430 years in the same
space which in the earlier books is devoted to about
a century. Kxcept in the sections which deal with the
lives of Elijah and Elisha, and include descriptions of
the characters of Ahab and Jezebel, they have far less
freedom of style, less graphic vividness and beauty, and
less of moral and spiritual force than the earlier books.
There is (for example) no character in them which
stands out with the living personality of David, or
even of Saul ; unless perhaps the characters of the two
great prophets may be excepted. The successive kings
are viewed as kings, rather than as men. Many of them
are to us little more than names marking epochs. Even
where they are drawn in some detail, as in the case
of Solomon, Jehoshaphat, Jehu, Hezekiah, Josiah,
the kingly character mostly predominates. over the
human individuality. It is impossible not to see that
each of the two works has a marked internal unity of
peculiar style and character, in which it differs from
the other. By whomsoever they were compiled, they
must be referred to diffcrent hands, and to different
periods.

II. Sources from which it was Drawn.—
While, however, the Books of Kings have been brought
by one hand into their present form, they are mani-
festly a compilation from more ancient sources. This
is, indeed, avowed in their constant appeal to extant
documents. But it would be obvious, even without such
appeal, from internal evidence—from the alternate ac-
cordance and discordance with them of the independent
record contained in the Books of Chronicles; from the
occurrence of expressions (as “unto this day,” in 1 Kings
viii. 8 and elsewhere) which could not belong to the time
of compilation; and from the marked variety of style
and treatment in the various parts of the history itself.
The only sources to which they actually refer are «the
book of the Acts of Solomon” (1 Kings xi. 41), and
the ‘books of the Chronicles of the kings of Israel
and of Judah.” The former is expressly ascribed, in
2 Chron. ix. 29, to the authorship of Nathan the pro-
phet, Ahijah the Shilonite, and Iddo the seer. The
latter may have been most frequently drawn up by
“ the recorder ” or chronicler, whom we find mentioned
as a court official in the successive reigns (see 2 Sam.
viit, 16; 1 Kings iv. 3; 2 Kings xviii. 18). But in many
cases the office of annalist was undoubtedly discharged
by the prophets; as, for example, by Shemaiah and
Iddo for Rehoboam (2 Chron. xii. 15), by Iddo for
Abijah (2 Chron. xiil, 22), by Jehu son of Hanani,
for Jehoshaphat (2 Chron. xx. 34), by Isaiah for
Uzziah (2 Chron. xxvi. 22). In the record of the
reign of Hezekiah, the compiler of the Books of Kings
has embodied, almost verbatim, the historical chaptera
appended to the earlier part of the Book of Isaiah (Isa.
xxxvi—xxxix.). It is, indeed, thought that the later
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name for Seer (Ohézeh), which is altogether distinet
from the earlier title (Rdeh) applied to Samuel (1 Sam.
ix. 9,11, &c.), was an official title, indicating a position
of authority and service in the court. Among the
duties of his office the work of the historian may have
been sometimes included. Probably it is not by mere
technical arrangement that the historical books were
included among “the Prophets’ in the Jewish division
of the Old Testament. '

But although these sources alone are distinetly indi-
cated, we can hardly doubt that others were actually
available. There wete Temple archives, from which
so much of the record of the Book of Chronicles appears
to be drawn; and it is difficult not to suppose that from
these much is taken of the almost technical account of
the building and furniture of the Temple, and of the full
and detailed history of its consecration. The records,
again, of the careers of the prophets, especially of the
great prophets Elijah and Elisha, bear the impress
of a character wholly different from that of the more
official parts of the history. The beauty and vividness
of the style, and the spiritual force of the narrative,
appear to indicate that they are taken from some per-
sonal biographies, probably produced in the Schools of
the Prophets, and possibly handed down by oral tra-
dition, before they were committed to writing. The
story of Elijah at Carmel and at Horeb, and on the
great day of his translation, the picture of Elisha
in his intercourse with Naaman, in the house of the
Shunammite, amidst the angel guards at Dothan, or
in the prophetic foresight of his dying hour, could
have come from no official records. In the Books
of the Chronicles (see Introduction to Chronicles)
we find repeated references to prophetic annals. It
is hardly likely that a prophetic School of History
would have omitted to dwell on the glorious history
of the prophetic order. The supposition entertained
by some critics, and enunciated with an almost intole.
rant positiveness, that the story of the great prophets
is a half-imaginative composition of later growth, is
contradicted by the very characteristies of the story
itself —the unity and vividness of the characters de-
picted, the graphic touches of detail, and the solid
realism of the whole narrative. Probably it would
never have been entertained, except on the ground of
a priors objection to all record of miracle.

III. Date of its Compilation.—While, however,
these older materials of various kinds were employed,
it is clear, from the general coherency of the narrative,
the recurrence of fixed phrases and methods of treat-
ment, and the characteristics of the style and language,
that the books, as we at present have them, were put
into form by one author. They may previously have
passed through many hands, each compiler leaving his
work to be dealt with by his successor. There may be
‘a germ of truth in the confident assertions of the
Biblical critics who describe the “ old prophetic Book of
Kings” as confidently as if they had collated it, and
-distinguish the contributions of the “ Deuteronomist
editor ” as if they had seen him at work. But, as the
book now stands, it is acknowledged by all that the
-style, the language, and some of the expressions used,
refer it very plamnly to the era of the Captivity. The
curious notice, in the closing verses of the Second
Book, of the release of Jehoiachin from prison by Evil-
Merodach, the king of Babylon, in the thirty-seventh
year of his captivity (unless, indeed, it be supposed,
somewhat arbitrarily, to be an addition), may be taken,
like the abrupt conclusion of the Acts of the Apostles,

to indicate the actual date of the final composition of
the books themselves.

Tradition of Authorship.—The old Jewish tra~
dition, embodied in the Talmud, ascribing the book to
the prophet Jeremiah, at least points unmistakably to its
composition in this era. Onthe accuracy of this aserip-
tion itself the most careful criticism is still divided.
The traditions of the Talmud vary very greatly in
antiquity and value ; and the strange character of some
of the ascriptions of authorship of Seriptural books
obliges us to receive all with reservation. Still they
must have some primd facie force of testimony, un-
less they be plainly contradicted by internal evidence.
In this case, moreover, it cannot be doubted that the
tradition has in its favour considerable probability,
when we remember the great honour in which Jeremish
was held by the Chaldzan conquerors (see Jer. xxxix. 11
—14, x1. 2—6), and the consequent facilities which he
might have enjoyed for saving some of the records of the
Temple before its destruction (illustrated by the curious
legend of his preservation of the Ark and the Tabernacle
in 2 Mace. ii. 1—6); when we consider how naturally he,
the last of the prophets of the era of Israel’s inde-
pendence, would be led to preserve the record of its long
probation; and when we trace his actual devotion to the
work of the historian, as shown in the many historical
chapters interwoven with his prophecy. To these con-
siderations many eritics add some notable similarities
which they believe that they trace between these books
and the Book of Jeremiah, not only in detailed points of
the history, but in style and diction;* they note also-the
coincidence, with variations of detail, of Jer. lii. with
the last chapter of the Second Book of Kings (which,
however, would in itself only show that the compiler
of the latter book had knowledge of the Book of Jere-
miah); and dwell on the remarkable omission of all
notice in the Book of Kings of the prophet Jeremiah,
who played so important a part in the history, and who
is expressly noticed more than once in the far briefer
account in the Chronicles. (See 2 Chron. xxxv. 25,
xxxvi. 12.)+ These evidences are not conclusive; but,
when we take them in conjunction with the old Jewish
tradition, and the probabilities of the case, we cannot
but conclude that there is at least some considerable
ground for the theory of the authorship of Jeremiah,
or perhaps of Baruch the scribe, to whom the written
form of some part at least of the Book of Jeremiah
(see Jer. xxxvi. 4, 32, xlv.) must be traced.

IV. Its General Character and Purpose.—
The compiler, whoever he was, was evidently much
more than a mere copyist. The very character of his
work shows that he had in view throughout the great
purpose which pervades the whole prophetic utterances
—to bring out the Divine government over the cove-
nanted people; to trace their sins and their repentance,
God’s punishments and His forgiveness; to draw forth,
for the learning of the servants of God in all ages, the
spiritual lessons taught by the voice of “ God in history.”
To suppose that the carrying out of this didactic purpose
is in the slightest degree incompatible with faithful
accuracy in narration of faets, is to misunderstand the
main principles of true historical composition, which
alone make history something higher than the * old
almanac™ of the shallow epigrammatist. To study the

* See Canon Rawlinson’s Introduction in the Speaker’s
Commentary, § 4. .

+ See, for example, Keil’s Introduction, the article “KiNgs”
(by Bishop Lord A. Hervey), in the Dictionary of the Bible, and
Canon Rawlinson’s Introduction in the Speaker's Commentary.
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books themselves without discovering in them, again
and again, evidences of historical and geographical
aceuracy, even in points of detail—traces of the incor-
poration of official documents and of the narratives of
eye-witnessés—curious signs of independence, and yet
of coincidence, in respect of the glimpses into Tyrian,
Egyptian, Assyrian, Babylonian, and even Moabite
history, which recent discoveries have given us—marks
of a lofty and austere candour, not only disregarding
the prejudices of patriotic vainglory, but even bring-
ing out the better features of character in those whom
it condemns—examples of a simple profoundness of
ingight into the causes underlying external history—
might well seem to be impossible; unless we bring to
the study some foregone conclusions as to the impos-
sibility of the miraculous, in fact or in foresight, which
are destructive of the historical character of the whole
of Scripture, Still that the historian is a true prophet,
teaching by examples, is obvious in every line of his
history.

The evidence of this purpose is not to be found only
or chiefly’ in the passages of grave reflection scattered
through the books. Such are, for example, the con-
gtant references to the prohibited “high places,”
showing that in these he, by the light of subsequent
events, saw a danger which escaped even the most
earnest reformers of earlier times. (See 1 Kings iii.
3, xv. 14, xxii. 43, &e.) Such, again, is the significant
notice (in 1 Kings xii. 15) of the judicial blindness of
Rehoboam, as carrying out the appointed vengeance of
the Lord on the apostasy of Solomon; the reflections
on the sentences pronounced on the houses of Jero-
boam and Baasha, and on the special sin of Ahab,
which drew down similar destruction on the house of
Omri (1 Kings xii. 30, xiii. 33, 34, xvi. 7, xxi. 25, 26);
the emphatic reference to the mercy of God, giving to
the kingdom of Israel a last deliverauce and probation
in the revival of power under Joash and Jeroboam IL
(2 Kingsxiii. 5, 6) ; above all, the solemn chapter of sad
confession of God’s righteous judgment, in the fall of
that kingdom after many warnings and many acts of
forgiveness (2 Kings xvii. 7—23), and the correspond-
ing reference in the case of Judah to the unpardonable
and ineradicable corruptions introduced by Manasseh,
which even Josiah’s reformation could not take away
(2 Kings xxi. 10—15, xxiii. 26, 27, xxiv. 3, 4, 20). In
all these there is a deep prophetic insight into the ways
of God, not untinged by the sadness so characteristic
of all the prophets (especially of Hosea and Jeremiah,
the prophets of woe to Israel and to Judah), but yet con-
vinced that the Judge of the whole earth must do right,
and even resting with satisfaction on His righteous
judgment.

But the whole tenor and construetion of the history
tell this story with even greater emphasis. On atten-
tive study it will be seen to be not so much a con-
tinuous narrative, as a series of records of great
epochs of historical significance, strung on a thin
thread of mere annalistic sequence. Thus, () the First
Book opens with a section of comparatively detailed
narrative, full of lessons of practical instruction, de-
scribing the great reign of Solomon, and the revolution
which avenged its apostasy and destroyed its glory
(chaps. i—xiv.). After this, (b) a period of at least
forty years is dismissed in two chapters (chaps. xv.,
xvi.) with the briefest possible notice, only just suf-
ficient to give connection to the general narrative. To
this succeeds (¢) the most magnificent section of the
whole book (1 Kings xvii—2 Kings xi.), unsurpassed
in power in the historical books of the Old Testament,

which, in the lives of the great prophets Elijah and
Elisha, represents to us the great crisis of the Baal apos.
tasy, the victorious struggle against it by the prophetic
inspiration, supported by a special outburst of miraculous
power, and the final vengeance which extirpated it, alike
in Israel and in Judah. = After this comes (d) an epoch
of important historical events—first, of a marvellous
revival of prosperity and power to Israel under Joash
and Jeroboam II,, to Judah under Joash, Amaziah,
Uzziah; next, of a period of revolution, anarchy, and
bloodshed, which ushered in the final destruction of
the northern kingdom. But it was (as the prophetic
writings of Amos and Hosea show us) an epoch in
which no spiritual vitality showed itself through
national prosperity or national disaster ; and therefore
it is compressed within six chapters (2 Kings xii.—xvii.)
in whieh, moreover, whole reigns, like the long and
prosperous reign of Jeroboam II., are all but a blank.
(e) SIi)milarly in the last epoch, when the kingdom
of Judah alone survived, the two reigns of religious
reformation—those of Hezekiah and Josiah—are given
in graphic and detailed narrative, occupying five
chapters (chaps. xviii.—xx., xxii., xxiii.), while the long
reign of Manasseh, which, in its apostasy and cor-
ruption, filled up hopelessly the measure of national
iniquity, is dismissed in a few verses (chap. xxi. 1—18),
and the whole history of the last agony of Judah,
after the death of Josiah, occupies little more than
two chapters (chaps. xxiv., xxv.). It is clear from
the very method of the historical narrative that the
purpose of the book is mainly didactic. The writer
dwells rather on the lessons of history than the mere
record of facts; on typical characters of good and
evil, which appeal to the humanity of all times, rather
than on the social and political conditions of the nation
which belonged only to his own age; on the solemn
march of the righteous providence of God, rather than
on the confused and multitudinous struggles of human
wills. In other words, he discharges what is virtually
the prophetic office—only that he declares the works,
instead of the direct word, of God. In this lies the
spiritual value of the book for us. In this characteristic
view of all events, far more than of the miraculous
element of the record, we find the distinctive character-
istic of what we call “ Sacred history.”

V. Illustrations from other Books.— The
study of the books, moreover, from this point of view is
greatly helped by the illustration which they derive
from comparison with other books of Holy Secripture,
belonging to the same period of Jewish history.

The Chronicles.—It is, of course, obvious to com-
pare them with the parallel record given in the Second
Book of Chronicles. That record is of far later date.
We cannot doubt that the Chronicler had the Books of
Kings before him; for there are places in which he seems
deliberately to pass over, or merely to glance at, what
had been fully recorded there. But it is also clear that
his work is, on the whole, independent; he evidently
had and used the same ancient materials, and, besides
these, other materials, especially the Temple records,
and the prophetic annals, which he frequently cites; in
passages ofp general coincidence there are constantly
touches of variation, sometiines of apparent discrepancy;
and in the history of the kingdom of Judah, to which
e confines himself, there are many epochs in which he
fills up generally what in our book is but a bare outline,
or supplies special incidents which are there omitted.
(See Introduction to Chronicles.) Considering the
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date and character of the two works, it is probably well :

to take the Book of Kings as the standard account,
and so far accept the significance of the title of
Haparamopévay (““ things omitted ), given in the LXX.
to the Chronicles, as to make them a commentary,
an illustration, and a supplement of the older work.
But each has its independent character and value.
The Book of Kings has been called the prophetic
record, the Book of Chronicles the priestly record, of
the time. This would be a misleading antithesis, if it
was taken to convey the notion of antagonism or even
marked diversity of idea between the books, which any
attentive study of both must dissipate. Bnt it is so far
true as this—that the Book of Kings, dealing so largely
with the kingdom of Israel, naturally gives special pro-
minence to the office and work of the older prophets,
who ministered chiefly to that kingdom; while the
Book of Chronicles, being almost exclusively the history
of Judal, brings out the power of the priesthood and
the royalty of David, which played so great a part—
sometimes in nuion, sometimes in antagonism—in the
spiritual history of the southern kingdom.

But besides this direct comparison of the two his-
torical records, there is illustration no less valuable
of the idea and purpose of the Books of Kings to be
derived from other Scriptural books not properly his-
torical, which, indeed, its narrative binds together in
one continuous order of development.

The Psalms.—The illustration to be derived from
the Psalms would be far more instructive, if we were not
driven to rely mainly on internal evidence as to their
date and occasion, and were not accordingly, in most
cases, unable to fix these points with any certainty.
But even with this drawback, the illustration is in-
valuable, as painting to ns the inner life of Israel
doring the period of our history; for to this period a
large portion of the Psalter must certainly be referred.
There seems much probability that the first division of
the Psalter (Pss. 1.—xli.) took shape in the time of
Solomon, for use in the Temple worship. In the later
divisions many psalms are, with more or less authority,
aseribed to Asaph, to Heman (and the sons of Korah),

and to Ethan, the three chief musicians of David, and

probably of Solomon also. Of these subsequnent divi-
sions it is at least not unlikely that some mark and
illustrate the religions revivals of Jehoshaphat, Hezc-
kiah, and Josiah. Nor is more particular referenco
altogether wanting. Two psalms (lxxii., exxvil.) are
asceribed to Solomon—the one, a picture of the glory
and majesty of his kingdom; the other (one of “the
Songs of Degrees”), ascribing to the Lord alone the
blessings of earthly prosperity and happiness. Other
%salms, especially among those ascribed to the sons of

orah, are of a national character—erying to God in
national disaster (Ps. xliv.), thanking Him in the hour
of trinmph and deliverance (Pss. xlvi.—xlviii., Ixxxv.),
singing hymns at the marriage of the king (Ps. xlv.),
or proclaiming the loveliness and gladness of the dwell-
ings of the Lord of Hosts (Ps. Ixxxiv.). One group
(Pss, xci.—c.) has been thought by some to belong
to the golden age of Hezekiah's glory and Isaiah’s
prophecy. The “ great Hallel” (Pss. cxiil.—exviii.),
though found in the divisions of the Psalter be-
longing to the era after the Captivity, yet illustrates
the festal worship of the people in the Temple of God:
such psalms as Ps, exxxvii. mark the sorrows of the
Captivity by “ the waters of Babylon.” 1In all cases,
the Psalms are the lyric expression of the inner life
of the chosen people, and of the individual servants

of God, underlying the simple narrative which our
books supply. We must stady them if we would
catch the spirit which animates the letter of the his-
toric record itself.

The Sapiential Books,—But plainer illustration
is gained from books which can be more certainly
referred to distinet periods in the history. Thus the
golden age of the glory of Solomon is illustrated by con-
sideration of the various books which may be called
“ Sapiential.” The great Book of PROVERBS, both in
its poetical and gnomic portions, tracing itself to him
as the chief master of wisdom—perhaps much as the
Psalter bears the name of David—is in its representa-
tion of wisdom the key at once to the true nature of
the culture and glory of his age, and to the tendencies
which, gaining the mastery, brought on its fall. The
SoNg OF SoromMoN—now by all the best authorities
referred unhesitatingly to his age, probably to his hand
—is full of the passion for beauty, the delight in nature,
the sensibility to pure love, the knowledge of humanity
marking both the character of the great king, and the
culture of his time; yet is not without the tendency
to rest on the visible and the sensual, iu which was the
germ of his voluptuous polygamy. The Book of JoB—
which, whatever be the date of its original materials,
is commonly referred to his time—certainly opens the
great questions of Natural Religion, concerning man as
man, which belong to an age searching after wisdom
and having contact with the thought and inguiry of
races outside the covenant. The wonderful Book of
ECCLESIASTES, to whatever period it is to be referred.
in its depiction of a sonl’s tragedy shows no little insight
into the character of him in whose person it speaks, a-
wearied ont with the search after happiness in wisdom
and in pleasure, in contemplation and in action, and
coming back at last in despair to the simple comand,
“ Fear God, and keep His commandments,” which was
the first teaching of childhood. Only when studied in
connection with the history can these books be rightly
understood ; so studied they give, on the other hand,
an infinite life and colour to the bare massive outline
drawn in the historical books. )

The Prophetic Books.—Again, the later history
of the Second Book borrows eveun greater illustration

¢ from the prophetic writings—much as the earlier part
i of the record derives its chief interest from the action

of the elder prophets of unwritten prophecy from
Ahijah to Elisha. Thus, the period of national revival
in Israel under Jeroboam II., and the unhappy period
of decline and fall which succeeded it—so briefly and
coldly narrated in our books—live in the pages of
AmMos, the prophet of the day of hollow and licentious
prosperity, and HoseA, the prophet of the well-merited
doom of judgment. There we discover the evils which
lurked under a material prosperity and an outward sem-
blance of religion; there we see how they burst out,
rending the very bonds of society, as soon as that pros.
perity began to wane. So, again, the character of the
reckless and cruel greatness of the Assyrian Empire,
shown so terribly in the destruction of Israel and in the
imminent danger of Judah, is marvellously illustrated
by NAHUM, in his grand patriotic hymn of triumpli
over the foreseen fall of Nineveh. To the days of
prosperity of Uzziah, who “loved husbandry,” bel()n%
(it seems) the utterances of JoEL, picturing physica
disasters as God’s judgment, calling to repentance,
promising temporal and spiritual blessing, and begin-
ning the series of Apocalyptic visions of the vain
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struggle of the ememies against the people of God. |
Once more, the great epoch of Hezekiah’s religious |
revival is marked by the writings of the prophet

MicaH, who, indeed, gave the signal for it (see Jer.

xxvi. 8), and in whom first Messianic prophecy becomes |
clear and definite. The two grand crises of that reign
—the danger under Ahaz from Syria and Israel, and the
invasion of Sennacherib—form two chief themes of the
supreme prophecy of Isa1AH, out of which the Messianic |
hope rises almost to actual vision. To the interval
between Hezekiah and Josiah, when the Chaldean
power begins to come into prominence, we may perhaps

refer. the magnificent brevity of the prophecy of |
ty the | far from being exhausted. Future generations may

HAaBAKKUK. Certainly the pathetic interest o
reign of Josiah is illustrated by the foreboding utter.
ances of ZEPHANIAH. The bitterness of the captivity

glimpse of the history of Moab under Mesha in the
reign of Jehoram of Israel. Most of our knowledge
of these histories is comparatively new. When it is
read through the extraordinary mouumental records
of Egypt, Assyria, and Babylon—the discovery and

' deciphering of which form some of the most wonderful

chapters in historical study—it not only brings out
facts, determines dates, confirms or corrects our inter-
pretations, but it gives us a vivid picture of the very
life and character of the great Empires, which often
explains the different views taken of them in Seripture,
and always gives force and colour to our conceptions
of the Scripture history itself. The treasure-house is

. rival or excel the advance made in this generation and

of Judah—probably the great Captivity—is brought out :
in the denunciation of Edomite trinmph and ecruelty in |
the hour of Judah’s disaster by OBADIAH. Nor isit :
too much to say that the whole history of the last agony |

of the kingdom of Judah can be read adequately only |
in the historical and prophetical chapters of the great

Book of JEreEMIAH. The Books of Kings supply the :

thread of connection, which binds the prophetic books

together, enabling us rightly to understand the sub-
stance of cacl, and the method of prophetic develop- !

ment running through them all. The prophecies, on

the other hand, supply constantly the key to the true :
sense of the history, drawing out explicitly the lesson |

which it teaches by implication, and giving us a living
picture of the ages which it sketches only in outline.

VI. Illustrations from Profane History. —

To these all-important illustrations must be added, as :

subsidiary, the light thrown upou the narrative by the
study of the various heathen records, whether found
in the works of ancient historiaus, or read in the monu-
mental history of nations which came in contaet with
Israel, discovered and deciphered in modern times.
This kind of illustration, hardly known in the case of
the earlier books, begins substantially in the Book of
Kings.

The account of Josephus, with all its acknowledged
defects, is of very great value, both as a gloss on the
Seriptural account, and an oceasional supplement to it.
The variations found in the LXX. version, in the way
of transposition, addition, and omission, are not, indeed,
of great importance; for the only substantial addition
in_the history of Jeroboam (see Note at the end of
1 Kings xi.) is obviously legendary. But they are of
considerable interest, and occasionally indicate the
existence of independent traditions. The authors
quoted by Josephus or early Christian historians (such
as Berosus, Manetho, Ptolemy), the monuments of
Egypt, Assyria, and Babylon, even the Moabitic stone,
all throw light again and again on the Book of Kings;
and, though not without occasional difficulties and
discrepancies of detail, have unquestionably furnished
the strongest confirmation of its historie truth, and
have cleared np some obscurities in its brief record.
The history, it will be observed, comes in contact
with the history of Tyre in the reigns of Hiram and
Ethbaal, father of Jezebel; with the history of Egypt
in the reign of the Pharaoh father-in-law of Solomon,
of Shishak, of “Zerah the Ethiopian,” of Sabaco (the
So or Seveh of 2 Kings xvii. 3), of Tirhakah, and of
Pharaoh-necho; with the history of Assyria under the
“ Pul” of 2 Kings xv. 19, Tiglath-pileser, Shalmaneser,
Sargon, Sennacherib, Esarhaddon; with the history of
Babylon under Nebuchadnezzar; even with our one

the last, and every advance will be of no inceonsiderable
value to the student of Scripture history.

The effect of all this study and illustration of the
book is to bring out more and more both its historical
authenticity and its didactic value. The substance of
the history, and even the text, have but few obscurities,
and these are gemnerally elucidated by comparison with
the ancient versions.

VII. The Numbers given in the Book.—The
one difficulty in the interpretation of the book lies in
the numbers, clironological and other, which oceur in
it. These are now always written in full; but there
is every reason to believe that in the original manu-
seripts they were, as usual, indicated by Hebrew letters
—a method of indication which, as is well known,
gives the greatest facility to accidental or imutentional
corruption. Thus, in our book, and still more in the
Chronicles, it is difficult not to suppose that the large
numbers given in the history (as, for example, 1 Kings
xx. 29, 30; 2 Chron. xiv. 8, 9, xvii. 12—18, xxv. 5, 6,
xxvi. 12, &e.) are without authority, duc to careless
transeription, or to corruption of the original document
by the exaggeration of Jewish scribes.

The Chronology.—1It is possible that this facility

. of corruption in numbers may bear upon what is the

chief critical difficulty of the book, the determination
of its chronology. In this book, unlike the carlier his-
torical books, the calculations of dates are given in the
text with great exactness, whether by the hand of the
historian or by that of some later chronologer.

The first remarkable date is that mentioned in 1
Kings vi. 1, fixing the commencement of the Temple in
the 480th year after the Exodus. With regard to this
date, which has presented much difficulty to chronolo-
gers, see Note on the passage. By whomsoever given,
it deserves very careful consideration in the caleu-
lation of Biblical chronology.

Next we have the reign of Solomon given at forty
years (1 Kings xi. 43); against which the statement of
Josephus that he reigned eighty years (Ant. viii. 7. 8)
can hardly be held to be of serious moment.

From the time of the disruption, we have, marked
with great precision, first, the duration of the succes-
sive reigns of the kings of Israel; next, the duration
of the reigns of the kings of Judah ; lastly, state-
ments of the synchronism of accessions in each line
with cevtain years in the reigns of the kings of the
other line. Now, in the present coundition ofg the text,
these three lines of calculation present occasional
discrepancies; and this is especially the case with the
synchronistic notices, which are, indeed, believed by
many to have been added by a later hand, both because
of their rather formal artificiality, and of the evident
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confusion which they introduce. Setting these last
aside, the discrepancies are slight. In any case they
are not great and may be easily exhibited.

The whole history (after the reign of Solomon) can be
divided into three periods—(a) from the contemporaneous
accession of Jeroboam and Rehoboam to the contem-
poraneous deaths of Jehoram of Israel and Ahaziah of
Judah by the hand of Jehu; (b) from the contemporaneous
accession of Jehu and Athaliah to the fall of Samaria
in the sixth year of Hezekiah; (¢) from the sixth year
of Hezekiah to the capture of Jerusalem. Now, (a)
in the first period there is no diffieculty. The united
reigns in Israel amount to 98 years,* in Judah to
95; and, remembering that the dates are always
given in round numbers, reckoning, after the Hebrew
manner, any part of a year as a year, there is here
no real discrepancy, even in the  synchronistic
notices. 'We may accept the lower calculation, or
perhaps something even less than this, as the true

eriod. In thesecond period (b) the discrepancy begins.
g‘he united reigns in Israel amount to 143 years, in
Judah to 165; and the synchronistic notices in the
later part of the period are not only disturbed by this
discrepancy, but are occasionally self-contradictory.+ Of
this discrepancy there must be some account to be
given; for it is too patent to have escaped the notice of
the historian himself, or even of a later chronologer. It
is, of course, posgible to refer it to corruption of the
text; but of such corruption we have no indication in
any variations of the ancient versions. If this be set
aside, there are but two ways of accounting for it.
There may have been (as Archbishop Ussher supposed)
periods of interregnum in Israel—one of eleven years
after the death of Jeroboam IL., and before the aceession
of Zachariah, the other of about the same period between
Pekah and Hoshea. But of these the former is most
unlikely, for the period of anarchy bad not yet set in;
the latter, more probable in itself, is apparently incon-
sistent with the actual words of the historian (2 Kings
xv. 30); of neither is there any trace in the history.
The only other possible supposition is, that in Judah
some kings may, after common Oriental custom, have
acceded to power during their fathers’ reigns, as co-
adjutors or substitutes. It happens that this is specially
likely during this period in two cases. If, as has
been thought by some critics, Amaziah after his defeat
by Joash was kept in captivity till his conqueror’s death,
it would be natural that his son should be placed on the
throne; and, when Uzziah had been smitten with leprosy,
we actually know that Jotham acted as king before his
father’s death (2 Kings xv. 5). This supposition is,
on the whole, most probable. It will not correct the
confusion of the synchronistic notices, but it will
account for the discrepancy in the collective duration of
the reigns in the two lines. In this case it is perhaps,
therefore, best again to take the lower caleulation. In
the third period (c), amounting to 133 years, Judsh
exists alone, and no difficulty can arise.

The general result, therefore, is that, taking the shorter
caleulation, we have, from the division of the kingdom to
the fall of Samaria, a period of 238 years, and from the
same point to the fall of Jerusalem a period of 371 years.
If the longer calculation be taken, twenty-two years
must be added to each of these periods.

Now, we are able to test these calculations by inde-
pendent chronological data, found in ancient historians

* If the civil war of four ycars (see 1 Kings xvi. 15—23) be-
tween Omri and Tibri be not included in the reign of Omri,
then the period is 102 years.

t See (for example) 2 Kings xv. 27, 30, 32, xvi. 1.
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and chronologers, and in the Egyptian and Assyrian
monuments. By such comparison their general accuracy
is very remarkably illustrated, although some discre-
pancies in detail oceur.

(@) Thus the eapture of Samaria is fixed by Ptolemy’s
Canon in B.C. 721; the capture of Jerusalem is deter-
mined by undoubted authorities in B.c.586. The inter-
val between these dates corresponds almost exactly with
the time assigned in our text to the sole existence of
the kingdom of Judah.

(b) Starting from either of these dates, the calen-
lation in the text, taking the shorter reckoning, would
place the accession of Rehoboam at 957 or 959 B.c.
Now, the Egyptian records fix the accession of Shishak
at about 983 B.c. His invasion took place in his
twentieth year, B.c. 963, and as this coincided with the
fifth year of Rehoboam, this would fix the accession of
Rehoboam at B.c. 968—about half-way between the
dates determined by the longer and shorter calculations
of the chronology of our book.

(¢) The invasion of Pharaoh-necho is placed in our
history about twenty-three years before the final eapture
of Jerusalem, .., about B.c. 609. But the Egyptian
chronology fixes his reign from 610 to 594, and makes
his expedition against Assyria take place early in his
reign.

(%l) The accession of Sabaco II. (the So or Seveh of
2 Kings xvii. 4) is fixed by the Egyptian records in B.C.
723; the Hebrew text notes the intercourse between
him and Hoshea abount three years before the capture
of Samaria, 7.e., 723 or 724. In all these cases there is
a very close coincidence between the two chronologies.

(e) The Assyrian chronology agrees less closely. Thus
our text makes Menahem’s reign end about thirty years
before the fall of Samaria, 7.e., B.c. 751. The Assyrian
records make Tiglath-pileser receive tribute for him
in 741. In our text the expedition of Sennacherib is
fixed to about eight years after the fall of Samaria,
1.e., B.C. 713. The Assyrian monuments place it about
B.C. 701; and this later date seems to be confirmed
by the Canon of Ptolemy. These discrepancies cannot
be removed, except by alteration of our text, unless
there be some error in the data of our Assyrian caleula-
tions. It will be observed that they are simply in detail.

(f) The chronological notices in Josephus, which by
their minute accuracy suggest some independent
sources of information, do not enable us to pronounce de-
cisively between the two reckonings of the text. Thus
(a) he has placed Josiah’s fulfilment of the prophecy
against the altar at Bethel 361 years after its utterance,
immediately after the division of the kingdom (Ant.
x. 1. 4). Now the eighteenth year of Josiah would be
according to the shorter reckoning about 336 years,
according to the longer reckoning about 352 years, after
the division of the kingdom; and theincident recorded
took place not earlier, though it may have been later,
than the 18th year. (8) In Ant. x. 8. 4 he remarks
that the kings of David’s race reigned on the whole 514
years, “during twenty of which”’ (he adds, oddly enough)
“Saul reigned, who was not the same tribe.” “Allowing
forty years for David and eighty (according to Josephus’
caleulation) for Solomon, and (it would seem) twenty for
Saul, the period for the division of the kingdom to the -
fall of Jerusalem would be 370 years, which agrees
with the shorter reckoning. (y) The Temple is said
(Ant. x. 8. 5) to have fallen “in the tenth day of the
sixth month of the 470th year ” after its dedication ;
but since this was in the eleventh year of Solomon, or
(according to Josephus) sixty-nine years before the dis-
ruption, this would give 401 years for the same period,
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which is in excess even of the longer reckoning. (3) In
Ant. ix. 14. 1, he gives the period from the disruption
to the fall of Samaria as “240 years, 7 months, and 7
days,” which agrees almost exactly with the 238 years
of the shorter reckoning.

Hence the effect of this comparison, assuming the
general correctness of the non-Seriptural records, is
to bring out more clearly—what the condition of the
chronology itself would suggest—the existence of some
confusions in detail, but an undoubted general cor-
rectness even in this, which is acknowledged to be
the point of the greatest difficulty. The books thus
stand out as true history in the highest sense of the
word, uniting clear historical accuracy, even of detail,
with vivid depiction of character, and high prophetic
insight info the laws of the Providence of God.

[In respect both of the Introduction and the Notes on
the First Book of Kings, the author has to express his
obligation to the Commentaries of Keil and Thenius;
to Bwald’s History of Israel, and (in less degree) to
Stanley’s Lectures on the Jewish Church; to Canon
Rawlinson’s valuable Introduction and Notes in the
Speaker’s Commentary, and his Bampton Lectures;
to many articles in Smith’s Dictionary of the Bible,
and Winer’s Realwirterbuch, and to I;Irof. Robertson
Smith’s article (“Kines”) in the Encyclopedia
Britannica. For the study of the text, the Variorum
Bible of Messrs. Eyre and Spottiswoode is invalu-
able. The comparison of the text with the ancient
versions, and the study of Josephus’ history, which
is, in the main, virtually a paraphrase, are matters of
course. |




THE FIRST BOOK OF THE KINGS,

COMMONLY CALLED,

THE THIRD BOOK OF THE KINGS.

CHAPTER I.—® Now king David
was old and lstricken in years; and
they covered him with clothes, but he
gat no heat. @ Wherefore his servants
said unto him, ?Let there be sought for
my lord the king %a young virgin: and
let her stand before the king, and let
her “cherish him, and let her lie in thy
bosom, that my lord the king may get

B.C. 1015.

1 Heb., entered in-
to days.

2 Heb., Let them
seek.

3 Heb., a damsel,
a virgin.

4 Heb., be a che-
risher unto lim.

‘ 5 Hel., reign.

heat. ® So they sought for a fair
damsel throughout all the coast of
Israel, and found Abishag a Shunam-
mite, and brought her to the king.
® And the damsel was very fair, and
cherished the king, and mmistered to
him: but the king knew her not.

®) Then Adonijah the son of Haggith
exalted himself, saying, I will Sbe king:

General Summary of the Book.—The narrative
of this book falls naturally into three sections: First,
(@) in chaps. i.—xiv. we have a comparatively detailed
record of the accession and reign of Solomon, and of
the revolution which produced the disruption both of
the kingdom and of the worship of Israel. This record
itself varies greatly, both in style and in fulness. In
some parts it is graphic and full of spiritual interest;
in some it is clearly marked by official, and almost
technical, detail; while in others it is brief and sum-
mary in style, more like a series of historical notes
than a regular narrative. But although it covers only
about forty years, it oceupies more than half of the
entire book. Secondly, (b)in chaps. xv. and xvi. we find
only short annalistic accounts of the succession in the
two kingdoms, and the chief events of each reign, from
Jeroboam to Ahab, and from Rehoboam to Jehoshaphat.
Thirdly, (¢) in chaps. xvii.—xxii,, with the appearance
of BElijah the whole style of the narrative changes to
increased fulness, great vividness of description, and
expressive spiritual significance, and so continues to
the end of the book, and through that portion of the
second Book which contains the close of the history of
Elijah and the history of Elisha.

In this variety of character we see clear evidence of
compilation from older sources—the annals of the
kings, the official records of the Temple, and the biogra-
phies of the prophets. In it we find, moreover, distinet
evidence of the historical accuracy of a record, which
is full, where it can draw from detailed records, and
contents itself with brief summary, where such materials
are wanting. (On the chronology, see Introduction.)

The opening narrative of the beginning of Solomon’s
reign, in chaps. i.—iii,, and especially of the accession
to the throne, in chap. i, is given with remarkable
vividness and unusual fulness of detail When we
read in 2 Chron. ix. 29, that the acts of Solomon
were written partly ““in the book of Nathan the pro-
phet,” it is impossible not to conjecture that the record
of these early days is drawn from this book of one
who had been a prominent actor in the whole.

(1) Now king David.—*“Now ” is the simple illa-
tive conjunction “and,” found at the beginning of
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all the historical books (Exodus, Numbers, Joshua,
Judges, Ruth, 1 Samuel, &c.). It marks the general
conception of the unity of the whole history, but
implies nothing of special connection of time or author-
ship with the books of Samuel. In fact, although these
books are in some sense the continuation of the former,
yet the narrative is hardly continuous. The history
passes at once to the closing scene of David’s life,
leaving a comparative blank in the period succeedi
the restoration after the defeat of Absalom—a blan
which is partly filled up in the later books (1 Chron.
Xxil.—xxix.).

Stricken in years—about seventy years old.
Since “ clothes” mean < bed-clothes,” the meaning
is that the King was now too feeble to rise from his
bed. His life began its responsibilities early; it had
been hard and trying; and, as the history shows, not
wholly free from self-indulgence. Hence, at no ex-
cessive age, its complete decrepitude.

() A Shunammite.—Shunem is in the territory
of Issachar (Josh. xix. 18), and in the plain of Jezreel
(1 Sam. xxviii. 4), near Mount Gilboa. As Eusebius,
describing its position carefully, calls it “ Sulem,” and as
this variation of name is confirmed by its ready iden.
tification with the modern village ofy Solam, it has
been conjectured (see Smith’'s Dictionary of the
Bible, SHULAMITE), ingeniously and not improbably,
that Abishag is the “fair Shulamite” of the Song
of Solomon (chap. vi. 13). The conjecture certainly
throws some light on the occurrences of chap. ii. 13—25.
Probably the whole notice of Abishag is only intro-
duced on account of her subsequent comnection with
the fate of Adonijah.

() Adonijah (my Lord is Jehovah), David’s fourth
son, born in Hebron (2 Sam. iii. 4), at least thirty-three
years before.  From the words of Solomon in chap, ii.
22, we may gather that he claimed the throne as being
now the eldest son. Hence it is probable that Chileab
(or Daniel, see 2 Sam. iii. 83; 1 Chron. iii. 1), the
second son, was dead, as well as Amnon and Absalom.
The similarity between Adonijah and Absalom, in
respect of personal beauty, favour with a too-in-
dulgent father, ambition and trust in popularity, is
evidently suggested by the narrative, which places
them in close connection, although born of different



Adonijah usurps

and he prepared him chariots and horse-
men, and fifty men to run before him.
® And his father had not displeased
him lat any time in saying, Why hast
thou done so? and he also was @ very
goodly man ; and his mother bare him
after Absalom. @ And ?he conferred
with Joab the son of Zeruiah, and
with Abiathar the priest: and they
$following Adonijah helped him. ® But
Zadok the priest, and Benaiah the son of

days.

or,

Jehoiada, and Nathan the prophet, and |* zo.
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‘1 Heb,,

2 Heb., his words
were with Joab,

3Heb., helped after
Adonijeh.

the Kingdom.
rrom 1isl Shimei, and Rei, and the mighty men
which belonged to David, were not with
Adonijah. ©® And Adonijah slew sheep
and oxen and fat cattle by the stone of
Zoheleth, which s by * En-rogel, and
called all his brethren the king’s sons,
and all the men of Judah the king’s
servants: (9 but Nadthan the prophet,
and Benaiah, and the mighty men, and
Solomon his brother, he called not.

(1) Wherefore Nathan spake unto
Bath-sheba the mother of Solomon, say-

the well

mothers. The means, moreover, which Adonijah em-
ployed, the body-guard of fifty men, and the main-
tenance of “chariots and horsemen,” are exactly imi-
tated from the example of Absalom (2 Sam. xv. 1);
and we note that the festal sacrifice, with the support
of two important leaders in peace and war, recalls
the same model. But Adonijah hardly shows the
craft and ruthless determination of the elder rebel.
His attempt on the crown seems crude and ill-planned
in coneeption, and wanting in promptitude of action.

(9 Joab.—The books of Samuel have brought out
clearly the career and character of Joab, as being (in
some degree like Abner) a professed soldier, raised
to a formidable and half-independent power by the
incessant wars of Saul and David. He stands out in
consistent portraiture throughout, as a hold, hard, and
unscrupulous man; in his relations to the king often
imperious and disobedient; but nevertheless an abso-
lutely loyal servant, to whom, in great degree, the
establishinent of David’s throne was due, and who,
moreover (as is shown by his remonstrance against the
numbering of the people, recorded in 2 Sam. xxiv. 3;
1 Chron. xxi. 3, 6), was mot without some right
instinets of policy and of duty to God.

Abiathar the priest.—Of Abiathar we also know
that he had been the companion of all David’s ad-
versity, aud of his reign at Hebron (1 Sam. xxii. 20,
xxiii. 6, 9, xxx. 7; 2 Sam. ii. 1—4); that he was in-
installed (with Zadok) as high priest at Jerusalem, and
remained faithfnl to David in the rebellion of Absalom
(2 Sam. viii. 17, xv. 24—29).

The adhesion of these two faithful servants of David,
as also of “the king’s sons,” and ‘‘the men of Judah,
the king’s servants,” to the rash nsurpation of Adonijah,
seems strange at first sight. Probably Joab had never
recovered his position in the king’s favour since the
death of Absalom; and it is possible that the evident
growth of despotic power and state in David’s latter
years may have alienated from him the trusty friends
of earlier and simpler days. But the true explanation
would seem to e, that the attempt of Adonijah was not
viewed as an actual rebellion. Solomon was young ;
David’s designation of him for the succession might
be represented as the favouritism of dotage; and the
assumption of the crown by the eldest son, a man in
the prime of life and of popular qualities, might seem
not only justifiable, but even right and expedient.

(8 Zadok the priest (son of Ahitub) was the repre-
sentative of the family of Eleazar, elder son of Aaron,
as Abiathar of the family of Ithamar, the younger
son (1 Chron. xxiv. 3). As a “young man of valour,”
under * Jehoiada, leader of the Aaronites,” he joined
David at Hebron with 3,700 men (1 Chron. xii. 28),
and had been left in charge of the Tabernacle at

Gibeon (1 Chron. xvi. 39) after the removal of the Ark to
Jerusalem. On his relation to Abiathar, see chap. ii. 35.
Benaiah, the son of “ Jehoiada, a chief priest,”
and therefore of Levitical origin. (See 2 Sam. viii.
18, xxiii. 20—23; 1 Chron. xxvii. 5, 6.) His rank is
given in 2 Sam. xxiii. 23, as intermediate between
the “three mighty men” and * the thirty,” and in
1 Chron. xxvii. 5, as ‘“the third captain of the host
for the third month”; but his command of the body-
guard gave him special importance, second only to
that of Joab (2 Sam. xx. 23), and perhaps of even
greater importance for immediate action. (It is notable
that there is no mention of Abishai, who is named as
prior to Benaiah among “ the mighty men ” in 2 Sam.
xxiii, 18—22. It may be inferred that he was dead;
otherwise he could hardly have been omitted here.)

Nathan the prophet.——See 2 Sam. vii. 2, xii
1, 25. In the whole chapter he appears rather as
a chief officer and counsellor of David, than in the
loftier aspect of the prophetic character. He was
also the royal chronicler of the reigns of David and
Solomon (1 Chr. xxix. 29; 2 Chr. ix. 29). )

Shimei, and Rei,—Ewald conjectures that these
were two brothers of David, called Shimma and
Raddai in 1 Chron. ii. 13, 14. These, however,
being older than David, would now be in extreme
old age. Of Rei, we have no mention elsewhere; but
there is a Shimei (in 1 Kings iv. 18), a high officer
of Solomon; a ¢ Shimea,” brother of Solomon (in 1
Chron. iii. 5), and a “ Shammah,” one of the “ mighty
men ” (in 2 Sam, xxiii. 11).

The mighty men.—See 2 Sam. xxiii. 8—39. The
name Gibborim is a technical name, and is thonght to
designate a picked body of troops, the standing nucleus
of the armies of Israel. Itis commonly inferred that
they were the successors of the six hundred wen of
David’s band during his life of wandering and exile,
and that ‘“the three” and “ the thirty”’ (2 Sam. xxiii.)
were their officers. They are mentioned as attached to
the person of David in 2 Sam. x. 7; xvi. 6; xx. 7.

() The stone of Zoheleth.— The meaning is
uncertain. The derivation seems to be from a root,
meaning to “ crawl,” or “ steal on.” Some interpreters
render, the “stone of the serpents;” the Targums
make it “the rolling stome;” other authorities * the
stone of the conduit,” which would suit well its position
as here described.

En-rogel. —“ The spring of the fuller” (See
Joshua xv. 7,xviil. 16; 2 Sam. xvii. 17.) TIts proximity
would be useful for the purposes of sacrifice; for it
appears to be the only natural spring near Jerusalem,
situated not far from giloam.

(11) Wherefore Nathan.—The initiative taken by
Nathan is especially natural, since he had been the




Bath-sheba and Nathan

ing, Hast thou not heard that Adonijah
the son of *Haggith doth reign, and
David our lord knoweth 4¢ not? (2 Now
therefore come, let me, I pray thee, give
thee counsel, that thou mayest save thine
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Petition the King.

Adonijah reigneth; and now, my lord
the king, thou knowest 4¢ not: (!9 and
he hath slain oxen and fat cattle and
sheep in abundance, and hath called all
the sons of the king, and Abiathar the

own life, and the life of thy son Solo- |«2sam.2.4 priest, and Joab the captain of the host:
mon. 3 Go and get thee in unto king but Solomon thy servant hath he not
David, and say unto him, Didst not called. ©» And thou, my lord, O king,
thou, my lord, O king, swear unto thine the eyes of all Israel are upon thee, that
handmaid, saying, Assuredly Solomon thou shouldest tell them who shall sit
thy son shall reign after me, and he on the throne of my lord the king after
shall sit upon my throne? why then |' ®e®%- | him, @1 Otherwise it shall come to

doth Adonijah reign? (4 Behold, while
thou yet talkest there with the king, 1
also will come in after thee, and !con-
firm thy words.

15And Bath-sheba went in unto the
king into the chamber: and the king
was very old ; and Abishag the Shunam-
mite ministered unto the king. (19 And
Bath-sheba bowed, and did obeisance
unto the king. And the king said,
2What wouldest thou? @7 And she
said unto him, My lord, thou swarest by
the Lorp thy God unto thine hand-
maid, saying, Assuredly Solomon thy
son shall reign after me, and he shall sit
upon my throne. @8 And now, behold,

2 Heb., What to
thee?

3 Heb., sinners.

pass, when my lord the king shall sleep
with his fathers, that I and my son
Solomon shall be counted 3offenders.

22) And, lo, while she yet talked with
the king, Nathan the prophet also came
in. » And they told the king, saying,
Behold Nathan the prophet. And when
he was come in before the king, he
bowed himself before the king with his
face to the ground. @ And Nathan
said, My lord, O king, hast thou said,
Adonijah shall reign after me, and he
shall sit upon my throne? 3 For he
is gone down this day, and hath slain
oxen and fat cattle and sheep in abun-
dance, and hath called all the king’s

medium both of the prophecy to David of the son who
should build the Lord’s house (2 Sam. vii. 12—15), and
also of the blessing on Solomon, embodied in the name
Jedidiah (“ beloved of Jehovah,” 2 Sam. xii. 25). Per-
haps for this very reason the conspirators had altogether
held aloof from him.

(12) The life of . . . Solomon.—The usurpation
of Adonijah would, as a matter of course, be sealed by
the blood of his rival Solomon. (Comp. 2 Chron. xxi,
4.) Bath-sheba herself need hardly have been sacri-
ficed ; but her position of favour with David would ex-
cite jealousy, and Solomon, being still young, might
well be thought only an instrument in her hands.

(13) Didst not thou . . . swear.—Of this oath
we have no mention elsewhere. It may have belonged
to the time of Solomon’s birth (2 Sam. xii. 24, 25). In
1 Chron. xxii. 6—13, we find a designation of Solomon
for succession, apparently earlier than this time—it
being clearly understood (see verse 20), aceording to
Oriental custom, that such designation, without strict
regard to priority of birth, lay in the prerogative of the
reigning king.

(14) 'While thou yet talkest.—The whole history
seems to indicate a growth of royal state and Oriental
reverence for the king’s person since the defeat of
Absalom, contrasted with the comparative simplicity
of intercourse with him in earlier days, and preparatory
to the still greater development of majesty and despo-
tism under Solomon. Bath-sheba’s entrance into the
bedchamber seems to be looked upon as an intrusion,
to be ventured upon only in the humble attitude of a
suppliant. Nathan does not presume to approach the
king with remonstrance, till the maternal anxiety of

Bath-sheba has paved the way. (Comp. in Esther iv.
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10—16, the picture of the still more unapproachable
royalty of Persia.)

(1) Shall sleep with his fathers.—Here this
phrase, so constantly used in the record of the death
of the kings, occurs in these books for the first time,
(It is also E)und in the message of promise by Nathan,
2 Sam. vii. 12, relating to the succession of the son who
should build the Temple.) We find corresponding ex-
pressions in Gen. xv. 15; Deut. xxxi. 16. Without
connecting with the use of this phrase anything like
the fulness of meaning which in the New Testament
attaches to ““the sleep” of the departed servants of
God (as known to be a “sleep in Jesus”), it seems
not unreasonable to recognise in it, at least, a radi-
mentary belief in death as rest and not extinction.
The addition, *“ with his fathers,” has probably a re-
ference to“ the tombs of the kings;” especially as we
find that it is not adopted in the cases of Jehoram
(2 Chron. xxi. 20) and Joash (2 Chron. xxiv. 25),
who were not buried therein.

(24 Hast thou said.—The question here and in
verse 27 is, of course, merely intended to draw out
denial; but it is singularly true to nature that it does
80 by the assumption (natural in court language) that
nothing of such a kind could be even conceived as done
without the king’s will. There is.something striking in
the contrast of the deference of Nathan as a counsellor
on state business with the bold superiority of his tone
in the discharge of his true prophetie office (as in 2 Sam.
vil, 2—17, xii. 1—14).

(%) God save king Adonijah.—Literally (as in
1 Sam. x. 24; 2 Sam. xvi. 16, &c.), “ May the king
live;” like the “ Let the king live for ever” of verse

| 31, and of Neh. ii. 3; Dan. ii. 4, iii. 9, &e.



David renews his

sons, and the captains of the host, and
Abiathar the priest; and, behold, they
eat and drink before him, and say, !God
save king Adonijah. @9 But me, even
me thy servant, and Zadok the priest,
and Benaiah the son of Jehoiada, and
thy servant Solomon, hath he not called.
@) Is this thing done by my lord the
king, and thou hast not shewed <t unto
thy servant, who should sit on the
throne of my lord the king after him ?

) Then king David answered and
said, Call me Bath-sheba. And she
came %into the king’s presence, and
stood before the king. ®9 And the king
sware, and said, 4s the Lorp liveth,
that hath redeemed my soul out of all
distress, %% even as I sware unto thee
by the Lorp God of Israel, saying, As-
suredly Solomon thy son shall reign
after me, and he shall sit upon my
throne in my stead; even so will I cer-
tainly do this day. %Then Bath-sheba
bowed with her face to the earth, and
did reverence to the king, and said, Let
my lord king David live for ever.

I. KINGS, I.

1 Heb., Let king
Adonijah live.

2 Heb., before the
King.

3 Heb., which be-
longeth to me.

Oath to Bath-sheba.

(2)'And king David said, Call me Za-
dok the priest, and Nathan the prophet,
and Benaiah the son of Jehoiada. And
they came before the king. ©% The
king also said unto them, Take with
you the servants of your lord, and cause
Solomon my son to ride upon *mine
own mule, and bring him down toGihon:
B9and let Zadok the priest and Nathan
the prophet anoint him there king over
Israel: and blow ye with the trumpet,
and say, God save king Solomon,
@5 Then ye shall come up after him,
that he may come and sit upon my
throne; for he shall be king in my
stead: and I have appointed him to be
ruler over Israel and over Judah.
(% And Benaiah the son of Jehoiada
answered the king, and said, Amen : the
Lorp God of my lord the king say so
too. @) As the Lorp hath been with my
lord the king, even so be he with Solo-
mon, and make his throne greater than
the throne of my lord king David.

©8) So Zadok the priest, and Nathan
the prophet, and Benaiah the son of

(29 As the Lord liveth, that hath redeemed
my soul.—A characteristic adjuration of David, found
also in 2 Sam. iv. 9; but now peculiarly appropriate in
the old man, who was so near the haven of rest, after
all the storms of life. ¢ O Lord, my strength and my
Redeemer,” is the climax of his address to God, as
the Creator of all things and the ruler of all men, in
Ps. xix. 14.

(32) Call me Zadok.—This sudden flash of the old
energy in David, and the clear, terse directions which
he gives for carrying out all the necessary parts of the
inauguration of Solomon’s royalty, striking enough in
themselves, are still more striking in contrast with the
timidity and despondency with which, when far younger,
he had received the news of Absalom’s rebellion. For
then he felt the coming of God’s threatened chastise-
ment; now he knows that this is passed, and that God
is on his side.

(33) Gihon (“ breaking forth”)is clearly a place in
the valley, under the walls of Jerusalem, mentioned
as having a watercourse, or torrent, diverted by Heze-
kiah in his preparation of the city for siege (2 Chron.
xxxii. 30), and as forming one end of a new wall “up
to the fish gate,” built by Manasseh ; but whether it is
on the west of the city, near the present Jaffa gate, or
(as seems more probable) on the south, at the end of
the valley called the Tyropeon, running through the
city, has been doubted. The Targums here read
Siloam ; and this agrees with the latter supposition,
which is also supported by the proximity to Adonijah’s
feast at En-rogel, implied in the narrative.

(34) Anoint him . . . king.—1It is notable that of
this solemn insuguration of royalty, marked emphati.
cally as a religious consecration by the common phrase
“the Lord’s anointed ”~—then especially in use (1 Sam.
xvi, 6, xxiv. 6, xxvi. 9; 2 Sam. i. 14, xix. 21), though
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found also occasionally in the later books (Lam: iv. 20)
—there is no mention of the tumultuous usurpation of
Adonijah. Probably, as in the appointment of Saul
and David himself, the right to anoint was recognised
as belonging to the prophetic order (see chap. xix. 16),
inasmuch as it signified the outpouring of the Holy
Spirit of the Lord. (Comp. Acts x. 38.) Hence, in the
absence of Nathan, it could not be attempted. In the
case of David, such anointing had marked (1 Sam.
xvi. 13) his first private designation for the kingdom
by Samuel, and his public accession to royalty, first over
Judah (2 Sam. ii. 4), then over all Israel (2 Sam. v. 3).

The completeness of the old King’s provision is
especially to be noticed. = The “riding on the King’s
mule,” attended by the body-guard, marked the royal
sanction; the anointing, the sanction of priest and
prophet; and the acclamation the adhesion of the people.
Then are to follow the enthronement and homage.

(%) Over Israel and over Judah.—The phrase
clearly refers to the distinction, already tending to
become a division, between Israel and Judah in relation
to the monarchy. In the case of David himself, it may
be observed that the record of his accession to royalty
over Israel contains the notice of ““a league ” made by
him with the elders of Israel (2 Sam. v. 3), to which
there is nothing to correspond in the account of his
becoming king over Judah (2 Sam. ii. 4). This perhaps
indicates from the beginning a less absolute rule over
the other tribes. Certainly the history of the rebellion
of Absalom (2 Sam. xv. 10, 13, xviii. 6, 7), the disputes
about the restoration of David (2 Sam. xix. 41—43), and
the attempt of Sheba to take advantage of them
(2 Sam. xx. 1, 2), show a looser allegiance of Israel than
of Judah to the house of David.

(38 The Cherethites, and the Pelethites.—See-
2 Sam, viii. 18, xv. 28, xx. 7,23. The body-guard-—per-.



Solomon s Anointed.

Jehoiada, and the Cherethites, and the
Pelethites, went down, and caused Solo-
mon to ride upon king David’s mule,
and brought him to Gihon. ©% And
Zadok the priest took an horn of oil out
of the tabernacle, and anointed Solomon.
#0) And all the people came up after
him, and the people piped with !pipes,
and rejoiced with great joy, so that the
earth rent with the sound of them.

4) And Adonijah and all the guests
that were with him heard < as they had
made an end of eating. And when Joab
heard the sound of the trumpet, he
said, Wherefore ¢s this noise of the city
being in an uproar? “» And while he
yet spake, behold, Jonathan the son of
Abiathar the priest came: and Adonijah
said unto him, Come in; for thou art
a valiant man, and bringest good tid-
ings. 3 And Jonathan answered and
said to Adonijah, Verily our lord king
Dayvid hath made Solomon king. ¥ And
the king hath sent with him Zadok the
priest, and Nathan the prophet, and
Benaiah the son of Jehoiada, and the
Cherethites, and the Pelethites, and

I. KINGS, L

1 Or, flutes,

Adonijah flees.

they have caused him to ride upon the
king’s mule: * and Zadok the priest
and Nathan the prophet have anointed
him king in Gihon: and they are come
up from thence rejoicing, so that the
city rang again. This s the noise that
ye have heard. ) And also Solomon
sitteth on the throne of the kingdom.
) And moreover the king’s servants
came to bless our Lord king.David, say-
ing, God make the name of Solomon
better than thy name, and make his
throne greater than thy throne. And
the king bowed himself upon the bed.
“8 And also thus said the king, Blessed
be the Lorp God of Israel, which hath
given one to sit on my throne this day,
mine eyes even seeing 4. ‘
) And all the guests that were with
Adonijah were afraid, and rose up, and
went every man his way. 9 And Ado-
nijah feared because of Solomon, and
arose, and went, and caught hold on the
horns of the altar. Y And it was told
Solomon, saying, Behold, Adonijah
feareth king Solomon: for, lo, he hath
caught hold on the horns of the altar,

haps of foreign troops— the executioners and runners ”
(as some render them)to carry out the King’s com-
mands.

(39 An horn of oil out of the tabernacle.—
The sacred oil, the making of which is described in
Exod. xxx. 22-—30, was to be used for anointing the
Tabernacle itself, and the altars and vessels, as well as
the priests. It was this oil, no doubt, which was used
in this case. The Tabernacle proper was still at Gibeon
(see 2 Chron. i. 3); but a tent or tabernacle had been
set up in Zion over the ark (2 Chron. i. 4), and the haste
with which all was done would necessitate the taking
the oil from the nearer source, in spite of the fact
that Abiathar presided in Zion, and Zadok only in
Gibeon.

40) Piped with pipes.—The Greek Version has
¢ danced in dances,” by a slight variation of reading.
The graphic description of the acelamation of the people
indicates something more than conventional loyalty.
The attempt of Adonijah relied on the support only of
the great men, and perhaps the army, but had no popular
following.

(41) When Joab heard.—Itis one of the many life-
like touches of the narrative that it is the old warrior
Joab who, amidst the revelry of his companions, notices
the sound of the trumpet, and the acclamation following.
Adonijah affects to disregard it.

(42) Jonathan the son of Abiathar.—See 2 Sam.
xv, 27, xvii. 19—21, where he is named, with Ahimaaz,
as a swift runner, fit to be a messenger. It is curious
that a similar greeting to his companion Ahimaaz is
used by David in 2 Sam. xviii. 27—possibly as a kind
of omen of good fortune.

(#6) And also Solomon sitteth.—Jonathan’s an-
nouncement here takes up the narrative of events after
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verse 40. The public enthronement in the palace
(ordered by David in verse 35) follows the anointing
and acceptance by the acclamations of the people, as an
integral part of the inauguration of royalty.

47) The king bowed himself, that is, in worship
(comp. Gen. xlvii. 31), at once joining in the prayer of
his servants, and thanking God for thé fulfilment of
His promise.

(49 And all the guests.—Nothing is more strik-
ing than the sudden and humiliating collapse of the
attempt of Adonijah, strongly supported as it was by
Joab and Abiathar, in contrast with the formidable
character of the rebellion of Absalom. This is another
indication that the royal power had been greatly con-
solidated during the last peaceful years of David’s
reign. Perhaps, moreover, the usurpation of Adonijah,
not being viewed as a rebellion against David, but onlg
a presumption on his favour, was accordingly crushe
at once by the expression of his will. It is strange
that of all the conspirators Adonijah alone seems to
have feared punishment at this time; his accomplices,
the other couspirators, are apparently allowed to dis-
perse in safety, and their rebellion is ignored.

(30) The horns of the altar.— The horns were
projections from the altar, to which (see Ps. cxviii, 27)
the vietimis were fastened, and on which the blood was
sprinkled (Exod. xxix. 12). To take hold of them was,
of course, to claim the right of sanctuary—a right, how-
ever, which the Law, ruled as usual by moral considera-
tions, formally denied to wilful murder (Exod. xxi. 14),
and which accordingly (see chap. ii. 30, 31) was refused
hereafter to Joab. Adonijah, by the acknowledgment
of “XKing Solomon,” seems to represent his usurpa-
tion as oue of those acts of haste and inadvertency, to
which alone sanctuary was conceded.



Adonijah is Spared.

saying, Let king Solomon swear unto
me to day that he will not slay his ser-
vant with the sword. ©¢2 And Solomon
said, If he will shew himself a worthy
man, there shall not an hair of him fall
to the earth : but if wickedness shall be
found in him, he shall die. 3 So king
Solomon sent, and they brought him
down from the altar. And he came and
bowed himself to king Solomon: and
Solomon said unto him, Go to thine
house.

CHAPTER IL—® Now the days of
David drew nigh that he should die;
and he charged Solomon his son, saying,
@ I go the way of all the earth: be
thou strong therefore, and shew thy-
self a man ; ® and keep the charge of
the Lorp thy God, to walk in his ways,
to keep his statutes, and his command-
ments, and his judgments, and his testi-

I. KINGS, IL

« Deut., 29.9; Josh.
L7,

1 Or, do wisely.

b 28am. 7. 12,

2 Hceh., be et off
Sfrom thee from
the throne,

c 28am. 3, 27.

d 2 8am, 20, 10.

3 Heb., put.

Davd counsels Solomon.

monies, as it is written in the law of
Moses, that thou mayest #!prosper in
all that thou doest, and whithersoever
thou turnest thyself: () that the Lorp
may continue his word which he spake
concerning me, saying, If thy children
take heed to their way, to walk before
me in truth with all their heart and
with all their soul, ?there shall not
%fail thee (said he) a man on the throne
of Israel. © Moreover thou knowest
also what Joab the son of Zeruiah did
to me, and what he did to the two cap-
tains of the hosts of Israel, unto ¢Abner
the son of Ner, and unto 4 Amasa the
son of Jether, whom he slew, and 2shed
the blood of war in peace, and put the
blood of war upon his girdle that was
about his loins, and in his shoes that
were on his feet. (6 Do therefore ac-
cording to thy wisdom, and let not his
hoar head go down to the grave in

(52) There shall not a hair of him fall.—Solo-
mon’s pardon, though, according to Oriental ideas, an act
of extraordinary grace, was yet characteristically cautious
and conditional, to be withdrawn accordingly on the first
symptom of any renewal of Adonijah’s pretensions.

I

The narrative in this chapter still continues much in
the same graphic style and detail as in the previous
chapter. During the interval between the two chapters
we have in 1 Chron. xxviii., xxix, the record of a great
assembly of the “princes of Israel ” and the whole
realm—a solemn farewell of David to the people, with
charge to aid in building the Temple, followed by offer-
ings for it, and the making of ““Solomon king the
second time ™ (chap. xxix. 22). This possibly repre-
sented his accession to the royalty not only over
Judah, but over the rest of Israel, with formal ac-
ceptance by the representatives of all the tribes. (Comp.
xii. 1, in respect of the accession of Rehoboam.) In this
detailed record it is specially noticed (1 Chron. xxviii. 2)
that the old king “ stood up on his feet,” as though the
excitement of the great occasion had renewed for a time
his strength, and enabled him to rise from his bed. It
is also recorded that “all the sons of David,” who had
apparently favoured.Adonijah, submitted themselves to
Solomon the king (chap. xxix. 24).

@ I go the way of all the earth.—Comp. Josh.
xxiii. 14. |

() Keep the charge.—The main charge to Solo-
mon is noble enough. He is to “ show himself a man,”
in spite of his youth; he is to take heed in all things to
follow the Law of the Lord ; he is to trust both in the
general promise of God to obedience, and in the special
promise made to the house of David (2 Sam. vii. 12—
16). It is remarkably in harmony with the beautiful
Psalm, ““ the last words of David,” preserved in 2 Sam.
xxiii. 3—5, telling how * he that ruleth over men must
be just, ruling in the fear of God,” and, in spite of
consciousness of shortcomings from this high ideal,
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trusting in the “ everlasting covenant of God” with
him, “ordered in all things, and sure.” Nor does it
accord less with the equally beauntiful prayer of 1 Chron.
xxix. 18,19, for Solomon and for the people. 1In all this
David speaks in the spirit of a true servant and saint
of God. But in the special charges that follow we see
the worldly prudence of the old statesman, and in one
case some trace of long-remembered gradge, singularly
true to imperfect human nature, although utterly un-
worthy of an ideal picture of a hero-king.

() ' What Joab . .. did.—The charge as to Joab
has a certain righteousness in it. David could not—
probably since Joab’s knowledge of his great crime, he
dared not—punish him as he deserved. There is a
graphic vividness in the description of the blood of his
victims, shed as “the blood of war in peace,” spirting
over the girdie and sandals of the murderer, which
shows how the horror of the crimes had dwelt on David’s
imagination. The murder of Abner, treacherous as it
was, probably had some show of justification in the
rough justice wrought out by the duty laid in ancient
law on the “avenger of blood.” David disclaims it
(2 Sam. iii. 28, 29, 37—39), without actually con-
demning it as inexcusable. The more recent and
shameful murder of Amasa was simply one of revenge
and ambition, because Amasa had been put in Joab’s
place; yet David, broken in spirit, does not dare to
blame it, and quietly acquiesces in the resumption by
Joab of the dignity conferred on the murdered man.
That these crimes should be punished by a king whose
hands were clean, and who owed Joab nothing, was
perhaps just, certainly within the letter of the law;
though clemency might have spared the old and now
fallen warrior, who had at least served David ably
with long and faithful service. It is singularly true
to nature, that the old King makes no mention of the
act for which nevertheless, in all probability, he most bore
grudge against Joab—the reckless slaughter of Absalom
against his own express commands and entreaties—and
does not deign to allude to his recent treason, which
probably had already embittered Solomon against him.



I.

Solomon succeeds David.

KINGS, IL

Bath-sheba sues Solomon,

peace. ) But shew kindness unto the |«2sam 1.5 | said, Comest thou peaceably? And he
sons of ¢Barzillai the Gileadite, and let said, Peaceably. 04 He said moreover,
them be of those that eat at thy table: I bave somewhat tosay unto thee. And
for so they came to me when I fled be- she said, Say on. % And he said, Thou
cause of Absalom thy brother. ) And, |»2sam s | knowest that the kingdom was mine,
behold, thow hast with thee *Shimei the and that all Israel set their faces on me,
son of Gera, a Benjamite of Bahurim, that I should reign: howbeit the king-
which cursed me with a !grievous curse dom is turned about, and is become my
in the day when I went to Mahanaim : |' % s | brother’s: for it was his from the Lorb.
but he came down to meet me at Jordan, (9 And now I ask one petition of thee,
and I sware to him by the Lorp, saying, ?deny me not. And she said unto him,
I will not put thee to death with the 2 Sam 0.3 Say on. @) And he said, Speak, I pray

sword. ©) Now therefore hold him not

uiltless : for thou art a wise man, and
Enowest what thou oughtest to do unto
him; but his hoar head bring thou
down to the grave with blood.

10 So “David slept with his fathers,
and was buried in the city of David.
(1) And the days that David °reigned

d Acts2.29 & 13.36.

thee, unto Solomon the king, (for he
will not say thee nay,) that he give me
Abishag the Shunammite to wife.
1% And Bath-sheba said, Well; I will
speak for thee unto the king.

19 Bath-sheba therefore went unto
king Solomon, to speak unto him for
Adonijah. And the king rose up to

over Israel were forty years: seven * Ghron-0., 47| meet her, and bowed himself unto her,

years reigned he in Hebron, and thirty and sat down on his throne, and caused

and three years reigned he in Jeru- a seat to be set for the king’s mother;

salem. and she sat on his right hand. % Then
[ 2 Chron. 29. 23,

12 fThen sat Solomon upon the throne
of David his father; and his kingdom
was established greatly. (3 And Ado-
nijah the son of Haggith came to Bath-
sheba the mother of Solomon. And she |*

Heh., twrn not
weay my face.

she said, I desire one small petition of
thee; I pray thee, say me not nay.
And the king said unto her, Ask on, my
mother: for I will not say thee nay.
@) And she said, Let Abishag the Shu-

(7) Shew kindness.—The charge of favour to the
sons of Barzillai (see 2 Sam. xix. 37—40) stands out in
pleasant contrast. It has been noted that in Jer. xli.
17 there is a reference to ““ the habitation of Chimham,”
as being “ by Bethlehem,” David’s own birthplace; as
if Davi ha({ given him inheritance there, out of what
was especially his own.

(8) Thou hast with thee Shimei.—The most un-

enerous charge is the virtual withdrawal of the pardon,
%reely granted to Shimei long before (2 Sam. xix. 18—
23). ~ 1t is, perhaps, partly dictated by policy; for the
notice of Shimei (2 Sam. xvi, 5—8, xix, 17) shows that
he was powerful, and that he assumed a dangerous
championship of the fallen house of Saul. But there
are unmistakable traces of the old grudge rankling in
David’s heart, reminding us of the bitterness of such
psalms as Ps. Ixix.

(19 Buried in the city of David—that is, evi-
dently in Mount Sion. In Neh. iii, 16 the “ sepulchres
of David” are noticed, and they are plainly alluded
to in Bzek. xliii. 7, 9. They became the regular tombs
of the kings, with some exceptions particnlarly noticed.
It was in token of special honour that the high priest
Jehoiada, the preserver of the royal dynasty, was buried
therein (See 2 Chron. xxiv. 16).

(12 His kingdom was established greatly.—
From the notice in the closing verse of the chapter, that
after the deaths of Adonijah, Joab, and Shimei, and
the degradation of Abiathar, «“the kingdom was estab-
lished in the hand of Solomon,” it would seem that,
under the smooth surface of apparent loyalty, there
lurked some elements of disaffection and danger—per-
haps aggravated by enmity from without; for we

gather from chap. xi. 14—25 that the death of David
wag the signal for some attempts at rebellion in the
conquered nations. But these are apparently crushed
without the slightest effort, though with no little fierce-
ness and severity ; and the royalty of Solomon rises at
once to a colossal greatness.

(13) And Adonijah ... came.—The application
of Adonijah to Bath-sheba, and the signs of honour paid
to her by the king—of which there is no trace in her
approach to the presence of David (chap. i. 15, 16, 28, 31)
—1illustrate the universal custom of Eastern monarchies ;
by which, while the wives of the king, being many, are
seldom held to be of any great political account, the
mother of the reigning king is a person of great dignity
and influence. We may notice how constantly the name
of each king’s mother 1s recorded in the history.

(15 Thou knowest.—Adonijah’s words show craft,
flattering Bath-sheba by extolling her influence, and
making merit of his surrender to 1g)lomon, in obedience
to the Lord’s decree, of a kingdom which, in evident
contradiction to fact, he asserts to have been destined
to him by popular desire. The petition, however, ap-
parently harmless, and (since Abishag was concubine of
David only in name) involving nothing unnatural, had
perhaps a covert design: for, by universal Eastern
custom, to take a king’s wives was the known privi-
lege or duty of his successor. Hence the counsel, most
unseemly but still probably politie, given by Ahithophel
to Absalom (2 Sam. xvi. 21). If, therefore, Adonijah
had publicly espoused Abishag, it might have seemed
a virtual renewal of his claim to the crown. This Solo-
man sees at once, though Bath-sheba, strangely enough,
does not see it. -

14



Adonijah is Slain. L.
nammite be given to Adonijah thy
brother to wife.

2 And king Solomon answered and
said unto his mother, And why dost
thou ask Abishag the Shunammite for
Adonijah ? ask for him the kingdom
also ; for he 4s mine elder brother ; even
for him, and for Abiathar the priest,
and for Joab the son of Zeruiah.
@) Then king Solomon sware by the
Lorp, saying, God do so to me, and
more also, if Adonijah have not spoken
this word against his own life. % Now
therefore, as the Logp liveth, which
hath established me, and set me on the
throne of David my father, and who
hath made me an house, as he “promised,
Adonijah shall be put to death this
day. @) And king Solomon sent by
the hand of Benaiah the son of
Jehoiada ; and he fell upon him that
he died.

KINGS, II

a 2Sam.7. 12,13,

1 Heh., a man of
death.,

b 18am. 2. 31, 35.

B.C. 1014,

Joab flies to the Altar.

@) And unto Abiathar the priest said
the king, Get thee to Anathoth, unto
thine own fields; for thou art!worthy
of death: but I will not at this time
put thee to death, because thou barest
the ark of the Lord Gop before David
my father, and because thou hast been
afflicted in all wherein my father was
afflicted. @ So Solomon thrust out
Abiathar from being priest unto the
Lorp; that he might *fulfil the word
of the Loxp, which he spake concerning
the house of Eli in Shiloh.

@) Then tidings came to Joab: for
Joab had turned after Adonijah, though
he turned not after Absalom. And
Joab fled unto the tabernacle of the
Lorp, and caught hold on the horns of
the altar. @ And it was told king
Solomon that Joab was fled unto the
tabernacle of the Lorp; and, behold,
he is by the altar. Then Solomon sent

(22) And why dost thou ask? — In Solomon’s
answer there is a certain bitterness, venting itself in
irony, which seems to argue the mingling with kingly
dignity and policy of some passionate feeling, uot unlike
the bursts of passion in his father, as in the ecase of
Nabal (1 Sam. xxv. 21, 22). It certainly gives some
probability to the conjecture (see Note on i. 3) that
Abishag was the ““fair Shulamite’ of the Song of
Solomon, already loved by the youthful king. In his
wrath he infers, rightly or wrongly, that the hand of
the conspirators is seen in this petition, and executes
vengeance accordingly, summarily and without giving
them any trial or opportunity of excusing themselves.

23 God do so to me, and more also.—See
Rauth i. 17; 1 Sam, iii. 17, xiv. 44, xx. 13, xxv. 22,
2 Sam. xi. 14, &e. This well-known formula of impre-
cation—which the LXX. renders, ““ May God do these
things to me and add these things also ”—was probably
accompanied with some gesture signifying utter de-
struction.

(24} Ag the Lord liveth, which hath .. .—There
is something characteristic in this adjuration, as com-
pared with that of David in chap. i. 29, In David we
always see the living man, whose soul longs after God
with a vivid personal devotion. Solomon is emphatically
the king, sitting on the throne of David, with his house
established for ever. In the majesty of his royalty his
individual character is to us almost entirely merged.

25) Sent by the hand of Benaiah.—The chief of
the body-guard is the chief of “the executioners” (see
chap. i. 38), apparently, in the case of great criminals,
carrying out the sentence of condemnation with his
own hand. (Comp. Judges viii. 20, 21.)

(26) Anathoth isnoted, in Josh. xxi. 18; 1 Chron. vi.
60, as a city of the priests in the territory of Benjamin,
but a few miles from Jerusalem, and is best known to us
as the birthplace of Jeremiah (Jer. i. 1, xxxii. 7).

It is notable that it is not Abiathar’s priestly cha-
racter which protects him, but the remembrance of his
long friendship to David in adversity, and probably of
that special promise which David made to him, perhaps

not without remorse, when he found that his deceit to
Ahimelech had drawn down Saul’s bloody vengeance
upon him and his family (1 Sam. xxii. 20—23).

(27) That he might fulfil.—In these words is
described, not the purpose, but the effect of Solomon’s
action. The prophecy referred to is, of course, that of
1 Sam. ii. 30—35, iii. 11—14, fulfilled by the degrada-
tion, in Abiathar’s person, of the house of Ithamar, and
the exaltation, or restoration, in Zadok, of the house
of lileazar, to whom, as the elder son of Aaron, the
primacy would have seemed naturally to belong. It
seems clear from verse 35 that Abiathar had hitherto
had some superiority, although in the various notices
of the two, Zadok’s name stands first; but whether of
actual authority, or only of priority of dignity, cannot be
determined. While the Tabernacle remained at Gibeon
under Zadok’s charge, and the Ark was in Mount Zion
under Abiathar, there might, indeed, be something like
co-ordination between the two. This, in any case, must
have disappeared at the building of the Temple; and
the disgrace of Abiathar determined that the undivided
dignity should pass to Zadok.

(@) Joab had turned.—It is strange that Joab
should have been in no danger or anxiety immediately
after the actual failure of the conspiracy; and it is
also notable that, although the real motive for putting
him to death was to punish his support of Adoni-
jah, now renewed, yet Solomon’s words in pronounc-
ing sentence on him refrain from mention of any
thing except the old crimes dwelt upon in the dying
charge of David. Possibly this was done to bring
Joab’s case within the emphatic declaration of the
Law, that no sanctuary should protect the wilful and
treacherous murderer, and that innoeent blood, so shed
and left unavenged, would pollute the land (Exod. xxi.
14; Num. xxxv. 33). It is significant, moreover, of
the increased power of the monarchy, even in hands
young and yet untried, that the old captain of the host,
who had been “too hard” for David, even before
David’s great sin, should now fall, as it would seem,
without a single act of resistance or word of remon-



Joab and

Benaiah the son of Jehoiada, saying,
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Shimet are Slain.

thou shalt surely die: thy blood shall

Go, fall upon him. ©» And Benaiah |**%™** | be upon thine own head. 3 And Shimei
came to the tabernacle of the Lorp, and said unto the king, The saying ¢s good :
said unto him, Thus saith the king, as my lord the king hath said, so will
Come forth. And he said, Nay; but I thy servant do. And Shimei dwelt in
will die here. And Benaiah brought Jerusalem many days. % And it came
the king word again, saying, Thus said to pass at the end of three years, that
Joab, and thus he answered me, ) And two of the servants of Shimei ran
the king said unto him, Do as he hath away unto Achish son of Maachah king
said, and fall upon him, and bury him; of Gath. And they told Shimei, say-
that thou mayest take away the inno- ing, Behold, thy servants be in Gath.
cent blood, which Joab shed, from me, BOIM- 1 @) And Shimei arose, and saddled his
and from the house of my father. ass, and went to Gath to Achish to
62) And the Lorp shall return his blood seek his servants: and Shimei went,
upon his own head, who fell upon two and brought his servants from Gath.
men more righteous and better than he, ) And it was told Solomon that Shimei
and slew them with the sword, my had gone from Jerusalem to Gath, and
father David not knowing thereof, to wet, was come again. 2 And the king sent
@Abner the son of Ner, captain of the and called for Shimei, and said unto
host of Israel, and ?Amasa the son of him, Did I not make thee to swear by
Jether, captain of the host of Judah. the Lorp, and protested unto thee, say-
b 2 8am. 20, 10.

) Their blood shall therefore return
upon the head of Joab, and upon the
head of his seed for ever: but upon
David, and upon his seed, and upon his
house, and upon his throne, shall there
be peace for ever from the Lorp. 64 8o
Benaiah the son of Jehoiada went up,
and fell upon him, and slew him: and
he was buried in his own house in the
wilderness.  ©» And the king put
Benajah the son of Jehoiada in his
room over the host: and Zadok the
priest did the king put in the room of
Abiathar.

69 And the king sent and called for
Shimei, and said unto him, Build thee
an house in Jerusalem, and dwell there,
and go not forth thence any whither.
@) For it shall be, that on the day thou
goest out, and passest over the brook
Kidron, thou shalt know for certain that

¢ 2Chr.1.1.

ing, Know for a certain, on the day
thou goest out, and walkest abroad any
whither, that thou shalt surely die?
and thou saidst unto me, The word that
I have heard 4s good. ©) Why then
hast thou not kept the oath of the Loxp,
and the commandment that I have
charged thee with? 4 The king said
moreover to Shimei, Thou knowest all
the wickedness which thine heart is
privy to, that thou didst to David my
father : therefore the Lorp shall return
thy wickedness upon thine own head;
@) and king Solomon shall be blessed,
and the throne of David shall be estab-
lished before the Lorp for ever. 9 So
the king commanded Benaiah the son
of Jehoiada ; which went out, and fell
upon him, that he died, and the °king-
dom was established in the hand of
Solomon.

strance on his: behalf, after a long career of faithful
service, only once tarnished by disloyalty. It has
been noticed that if (as is probable) the ‘* Tabernacle of
the Lord ” at Gibeon is meant, Joab falls close to the
scene of his murder of Amasa, “at the great stone in
Gibeon ™ (2 Sam. xx. 18).

35 And the king put.—Benaiah succeeds to Joab’s
command over the host: but it is notable that in the
Hebrew text of chap. iv. 2—86, there is no mention of
any successor to his command over the body-guard.

(6) Called for Shimei.—The command given to
Shimei is in itself a reasonable precaution against trea-
son, in one already powerful and of doubtful fidelity;
and the reference to crossing the Kedron shows that
it was designed to prevent his resorting to his native
place, Bahurim. But it is difficult, in face of David’s
charge, to doubt that it was in some degree intended as

a snare; and this view is confirmed by Solomon’s words
in verse 44, which refer back to the old offence of
Shimei against David. The narrative gives no hint
that Shimei’s expedition to Gath was met made in good
faith, simply to regain his slaves ; and a command, which
had its justification in the danger likely to result from
his residence in Bahurim, among his own people, could
hardly be disobeyed in_spirit by a temporary journey
to a foreign country. Legally the execution was justi-
fiable, and it may have been politic ;- but it eannot stand
examination on the ground of equity or generosity. It
is here probably related by anticipation.

(39 Achish son of Maachah.—In 1 Sam. xxvii. 2
we read of Achish son of Maoch, king of Gath; but
chronology makes it most unlikely that the same per-
gon should here be referred to. The name may have
been hereditary. '
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Solomon Sacrifices

I. KINGS, III

at Gibeon.

CHAPTER IIT.—® And <Solomon | Bo.1o4 days. © And Solomon loved the Lorp,
made affinity with Pharaoh king of ‘ walking in the statutes of David his
Egypt, and took Pharaoh’s daughter, father: only he sacrificed and burnt
and brought her into the city of David, incense in high places.
until he had made an end of building ® And the king went to Gibeon to
his own house, and the house of the sacrifice there; for that was the great

a ch. 7.8

Lorp, and the wall of Jerusalem round
about.

@ Only the people sacrificed in high
places, because there was no house built
unto the name of the Lorp, until those

high place: a thousand burnt offerings
did Solomon offer upon that altar. © In
Gibeon the Lorp appeared to Solomon
in a dream by night: and God said,
Ask what I shall give thee. ©® And

III.

This chapter completes, in a narrative singularly
beautiful and instructive, the detailed record of the
early days of Solomon’s reign—a record which bears
such marks of continuity as argue derivation from a
single source.

(1) Pharaoh king of Egypt..—At this time it
would appear, from the Egyptian records and traditions,
that Egypt was weak and divided, and that what is
called the twenty-first dynasty of the Tanite kings was
ruling in Lower Egypt. This, and a corresponding
abeyance (judging from the monuments) of Assyrian
power, gave scope for the rise to sudden greatness and
wealth of the Israelite kingdom under Solomon, and
probably induced the Egyptian king of those days to
consent to an alliance which, at other times, the great-
ness of the Pharaohs might have spurned. No fault is
found with the alliance by the sacred historian, for
the Egyptians were never looked upon with the same
aversion as the strange women of the Canaanite races.
As, moreover, it is not in any way connected with
Solomon’s subsequent declension into idolatry, noticed
in chap. xi. 1-—8, it is not unlikely that the new queen
literally acted on the call of the Psalmist (Ps. xlv. 10)
to *forget her own people and her father’s house.”

(2) In high places.—The historian, writing from
the point of view of his own time, when, after the
solemn consecration of the Temple, the worship at
‘the high places,” which form natural sanctuaries, was
forbidden, explains that ¢ because there was no house
built unto the name of the Lord,” the people, and
Solomon himself, sacrificed and burnt incense in the
high places. It is clear that these high places were
of two kinds—places of sacrifice to false gods, and
unauthorised sanctuaries of the Lord, probably asso-
ciating His worship with visible representations of
Deity. The former eclass were, of course, absolute
abominations, like the high places of the Canaanite
races, so sternly denounced in Deut. xii. 2, 3. The
prohibition of the other class of high places—con-
stantly disobeyed by some even of the better kings—
appears to have had two distinet objects—(a) to gnard
against all local corruptions of God’s service, and all
idolatry, worshipping Him (as at Bethel) under visible
forms ; () to prevent the breach of national unity, by
the congregation of the separate tribes round local sanc-
tuaries. But besides these objects, it served (¢), as a
very remarkable spiritual education for the worship of
the invisible God, without the aid of local and visible
emblems of His presence, in accordance with the higher
prophetic teaching, and preparatory for the perfeet
spirituality of the future. It is, indeed, hardly to be
eonceived that there should not have been before the
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Captivity some places of non-sacrificial worship, in
some degree like the synagogues of the period after the
exile, although not as yet developed into a fully orga-
nised system. Unless we refer Ps. lxxiv. 8 to the
Maccabzan times, it must be supposed to describe the
Chaldzean invasion, as destroying not only the Temple,
but also ““all the houses of God ”—properly “assem-
blies,” and in our Bible version actually translated
“ synagogues ”—“ in the land.”” But these places of
prayer and praise angd instruction would be different in
their whole idea from the * high places” rivalling the
Temple. Up to this time it is cEear that, even under
Samuel and David, sacrificial worship elsewhere than
in the Tabernacle was used without seruple, though
certainly alien from the spirit of the Mosaic Law as to
the supreme sacredness of the  place which God
should choose to place his name there.” (See, for
example, 1 Sam. vii. 10, xiii. 9, xiv. 35, xvi. 5; 1 Chron.
xxi. 26.) After the solemn consecration of the Temple,
the circumstances and the character of such worship
were altogether changed.

4) Giibeon.—The name itself, signifying * belong-
ing to a hill,” indicates its position on the central
plateau of Israel, in the land of Benjamin, whence rise
geveral round hills, on one of which the town stood.
There was now rcared the Tabernacle, with the brazen
altar of sacrifice, to which the descendants of the old
Gibeonites were attached as “hewers of wood and
drawers of water” (Joshua ix. 23). It was therefore
naturally “the great high place.”

(5) The Lord appeared.—This direct communi-
cation to Solomon by a dream—standing in contrast
with the indirect knowledge of the Lord’s will by David
through the prophets Nathan and Gad (2 Sam. vii. 2—
17, xii. 1—14, xxiv. 11—14), and by “ enquiring of the
Lord ” through the priest (1 Sam. xxiii. 9—12, xxx. 7;
2 Sam. ii. 1)—is perhaps the first indication of some
temporary abeyance of the prophetic office, and (as
appears still more clearly from the history of the conse-
cration of the Temple), of a loss of leadership in the
priesthood. At the same time it is to be noted that
the vision of the Lord through dreams, being of a lower
type than the waking vision, is mostly recorded as given
to those outside the Covenant, as Abimelech (Gen. xx.
3—7), Laban (Gen. xxxi. 24), Pharaoh and his servants
(Gen. xl. 5, xli. 1—8), the Midianite (Judges vii. 13),
and Nebuchadnezzar (Dan. ii. 1, iv. 10—~18) ; as belong-
ing to the early stages of revelation, to Abraham (Gen.
xv. 12), Jacob (Gen. xxviii. 12-—15), and Joseph (Gen.
xxxvii. 5—10) ; and as marking the time of cessation
of the regular succession of the prophets during the
Captivity (Dan. ii. 19, vii. 1).

(6) And Solomon said.-On Solomon’s “ wisdom,”
see Note on chap. iv. 29. Here it is clear that the
wisdom which he asks is that of the ruler, involving



Solomon asks for Wisdom,

Solomon said, Thou hast shewed unto
thy servant David my father great
lmercy, according as he walked before
thee in truth, and in righteousness, and
in uprightness of heart with thee; and
thou hast kept for him this great kind-
ness, that thou hast given him a son to
sit on his throne, as 4f s this day.
) And now, O Lorp my God, thou hast
made thy servant king instead of David
my father: and I am but a little child :
I know not how to go out or come in.
® And thy servant s in the midst of thy
people which thou hast chosen, a great
people, that cannot be numbered nor
counted for multitude. © “Give there-
fore thy servant an >understanding heart

I. KINGS, III.

L Or, bounty.

@ 2 Chron. 1. 10.

2 Hcb., hearing.

3 Heb.,many days.

and has Riches ﬂ Honour also.

]

so that there was none like thee before
thee, neither after thee shall any arise
like unto thee. @9 And I have also
‘given thee that which thou hast not
asked, both riches, and honour: so that
there shall not be any among the kings’
like unto thee all thy days. (4 And if
thou wilt walk in my ways, to keep my
statutes and my commandments, as ‘thy
father David did walk, then I will
lengthen thy days. @9 And Solomon
awoke ; and, behold, ¢t was a dream.
And he came to Jerusalem, and stood
before the ark of the covenant of the
Lorp, and offered up burnt offerings,
and offered peace offerings, and made a
feast to all his servants.

to judge thy people, that I may discern |« Hev, to near. (18 Then came there two women, that

between good and bad: for who is able were harlots, unto the king, and stood

to judge this thy so great a people ? before him. 49 And the one woman said,

(9 And the speech pleased the Lord, O my lord, I and this woman dwell in

that Solomon had asked this thing. |, wia - u; one house; and I was delivered of a
Matt. 6. 33,

(1) And God said unto him, Because thou
hast asked this thing, and hast not
asked for thyself 3long life; neither
hast asked riches for thyself, nor hast
asked the life of thine enemies; but hast
asked for thyself understanding ¢to dis-
cern judgment; @2 Behold, I have done
according to thy words : lo, I have given
thee a wise and an understanding heart;

5 Or, hath not been.

¢ ch.15 5.

child with her in the house. (% And it
came to pass the third day after that I
was delivered, that this woman was de-
livered also: and we were together ; there
was no stranger with us in the house,
save we two in the house. (% And this
woman’s child died in the night; because
she overlaid it. @9 And she arose at
midnight, and took my son from beside

elements both moral and intellectual—the wisdom to
discern and do true justice between man and man.
He calls himself “a little child ”—his age is variously
estimated from twelve to twenty at this time—and
trembles at the responsibility of ruling over “so great a
people.” But, in the characteristic spirit of the true
godliness of the Old Testament, he looks for wisdom,
not as the mere result of human teaching and experi-
ence, but as an inspiration of God, and prays for it ac-
cordingly, in a prayer of singular beauty and humility,
pleading simﬁly od’s promise to his father, and its
tfulfilment in his own accession to the throne.

11) Because thou hast asked.—It is obvious to
note this verse as a fulfilment of the Divine law, “ Seek
first the kingdom of God and his righteousness, and
all these things shall be added unto you ” (Matt. vi. 33).
All these secondary blessings are good, just so far as
they conduce to the supreme good, which is the growth
of the human nature, by the knowledge of God and by
faithfully doing His work on earth, to the perfection
desi,cz;nedy for it in His wisdom. So long as Solomon
used them in subordination to true wisdom, they were
a blessing to him; when he made them idols, they
became a curse. The connection of these lower gifts
with the moral and intellectual gifts of wisdom, is the
result of the natural law of God’s Providence, so far as
that iaw overcomes the resistance of evil and folly, still
allowed to strive against it.

14 T will lengthen.—In this promise only one
point, “ length of days,” is conditional ; and it was not
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fulfilled. For though Solomon’s age at the time of
death is not given, yet, as his reign is given as last.
ing forty years, it could hardly have exceeded sixty.
(Josephus, indeed, with his usual tendency to amplifi-
cation, extends the reign to eighty years, and makes
Solomon die in extreme old age.) The rest received an
extraordinary fulfilment. The greatness of Solomon’s
kingdom stands out remarkable in its sudden and
unique development, the fruit of David’s long career
of conquest and improvement, destined to wither
at once at Solomon’s death. Then, for the first and
last time, did the monarchy assume something of
the character of an empire, unequalled in peaceful
prosperity of wealth and power, and in splendour of
civilisation.

(15) Stood before the ark of the covenant, in
its Tabernacle on Mount Sion, w] now constituted
a second, and probably still more sacred, place of wor-
ship. The great sacrifice—now distinctly a thank-
offering, followed as usual by a sacred feast—is naturally
repeated there.

(16) Then came there.—The celebrated “ judgment
of Solomon,” given here as a specimen of his wisdom, -
is simply an instance of intuitive sagacity, cutting the

Gordian knot of hopeless difficulty by the appeal to
maternal instinet—an appeal which might, J course,
fail, but which was, under the exceptional ei tances,
the only appeal possible. It is in the kne e how
to risk failure rather than be reduced to impotence,
and how to go straight to the heart of a di ty



Solomon judges between

me, while thine handmaid slept, and laid
it in her bosom, and laid her dead child
in my bosom. ) And when I rose in
the morning to give my child suck, be-
hold, it was dead : but when I had con-
sidered it in the morning, behold, it was
not my son, which I did bear. @ And
the other woman said, Nay; but the
living ¢s my son; and the dead ¢s thy
gson. And this said, No; but the dead
45 thy son, and the living <s my son.
Thus they spake before the king.

3) Then said the king, The one saith,
This ¢s my son that liveth, and thy son
1s the dead : and the other saith, Nay;
but thy son ¢s the dead, and my son s
the living. @4 And the king said, Bring
me a sword. And they brought a sword
before the king. ?% And the king said,
Divide the living child in two, and give
half to the one, and half to the other.
29 Then spake the woman whose the
living child was unto the king, for her
bowels lyearned upon her son, and she

1. KINGS, 1v.

1 Heb., were hot,

2 Heb,
midst of him.

8 Or, the chief
officer.

4 Or, secretaries.

5 Or, remembran-~

the two Women.

said, O my lord, give her the living child,
and in no wise slay it. But the other
said, Let it be neither mine nor thine,
but divide 7¢. (*?Then the king answered
and said, Give her the living child, and
in no wise slay it: she ¢s the mother
thereof.

%) And all Israel heard of the judg-
ment which the king had judged; and
they feared the king : for they saw that
the wisdom of God was %?in him, to do
judgment.

i the

CHAPTER IV.—® So king Solomon
was king over all Israel.

@ And these were the princes which
he had; Azariah the son of Zadok 3the
priest, @ Elihoreph and Ahiah, the sons
of Shisha,*scribes ; Jehoshaphat the son
of Ahilud, the Srecorder, ¥ And Benaiah
the son of Jehoiada was over the host:
and Zadok and Abiathar were the priests:
¢} And Azariah the son of Nathan was
over the officers : and Zabud the son of

when the slow, regular approaches of science are im.
possible, that we recognise what men call “a touch of
genius,” and what Seripture here calls the * wisdom
of God.”

IV.

The style of this and the succeeding chapter changes
from the vividness and fulness of the preceding chapters
to a drier and barer record, evidently drawn from the
national archives.

(1) King over all Israel.—The emphasis laid
upon “ all”’is characteristic of the writer, who com-
piled the book after the disruption of the kingdom.

(2) And these were.—The officers described are
of two classes—those attached to Solomon’s Court,
and those invested with local authority.

The princes are evidently Solomon’s high coun-
sellors and officers, “eating at the king’s table.” The
word js derived from a root which means to “set in
order.” It is significant that whereas in the lists of
David’s officers in 2 Sam. viii. 16—18, xx. 23-—26, the
captain of the host stands first, and is followed in one
list by the captain of the body-guard, both are here
preceded by the peaceful offices of the priests, scribes,
and the recorder.

Azariah the son of Zadok the priest. —In
1 Chron. vi. 9,10, we find Azariah desecribed as the son
of Ahimaaz, and so grandson of Zadok; and the note
in verso 10 (which is apparently out of its right place)
sectns to show that he was high priest at the time when
the Temple was built. The title the ¢ priest” in this
place must be given by anticipation, for it is expressly
said below that “Zadok and Abiathar were now the
priests.” The use of the original word, Cohen (probably
signifying “one who ministers ™), appears sometimes to
retain traces of the old times, when the priesthood and
headship of the family were united, and to be applied
accordingly to princes, to whom perhaps still attached
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something of the ancient privilege. Thus it is given
to the sons of David in 2 Sam. viii. 18, where the
parallel passage in 1 Chron. xviii. 17 has a paraphrase,
“ chief about the king,” evidently intendedp to explain
the sense in which it is used in the older rccord. We
may remember that David himself on occasions wore the
priestly ephod (see 2 Sam. vi. 14). Possibly in this
sense 1t is applied in verse 5 to Zabud, the “king’s
friend ” (where the Authorised Version renders it by
‘ prineipal officer ). But in this verse there is every
reason for taking it in the usual sense. Azariah was
already a “prince ” before lLe succeeded to the high
priesthood. The mingling of priestly and princely
functions is characteristic of the time.

() Sons of Shisha.—In 1 Chron. xviii. 16 “ Shav-
sha,” and in 2 Sani. xx. 25 “Sheva,” is mentioned as the
scribe of David. Probably these are variations of the
same name, and the office may have become virtually
hereditary. The “scribe,” or (see Margin) “ secretary,”
is constantly referred to as a high officer, issuing the
king’s edicts and letters, and acting in his name, like
our “ Secretaries of State.”

Jehoshaphat the son of Ahilud is named in
2 Sam. viii. 16, xx. 24, and 1 Chron. xviii. 15 as having
been under David also the “ recorder” or * remembran-
cer”—probably the annalist who drew up and preserved
the archives of the kingdom.

(4 Zadok and Abiathar . . . the priests.—
Abiathar, though disgraced and practically deposed, was
still regarded theoretically as priest (much as Annas is
called “high priest’ in the Glospels), for the priest.
hood was properly for life.

() Son of Nathan.— Probably Nathan, son of
David, and own brother of Solomon (1 Chron. iii. 5),is
here intended ; for the title Cohen, here given to Zabud,
is expressly ascribed in 2 Sam. viii. 18 to the “sons of
David;” and Nathan the prophet always has his title,
“the prophet,” appended to his name wherever first
mentioned in this book. (See chap. i. 8,10, 22, 32, &ec.)
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Nathan . was principal officer, and the |« 514 of Dekar, in Makaz, and in Shaalbim,
king’s friend : ® And Ahishar was over and Beth-shemesh, and Elonbeth-hanan:
the household : and *Adoniram the son |' °" "% 9 4the son of Hesed, in Aruboth; to
of Abda was over the 'tribute. 2 or, Bensr, | AN pertained Sochoh, and all the land

(7 And Solomon had twelve officers
over all Israel, which provided victuals
for the king and his household: each
man his month in a year made provision.
® And these are their names: ?The son
of Hur, in mount Ephraim: © 3the son

3 Or, Ben-dekar.
4 Or, Ben-hesed,

5 Or, Ben-abina-
dab.

of Hepher: (U 5the son of Abinadab,
in all the region of Dor; which had
Taphath the daughter of Solomon to
wife: (12 Baana the son of Ahilud; to
Iim pertained Taanach and Megiddo,
and all Beth-shean, which s by Zartanah

Azariah is the  chief of the officers ”—that is, chief
over the twelve officers mentioned below (verses 7—19)
—living, however, at Court.

Zabud, besides the title of Cohen, has that of ¢ the
king’s friend,” previously given to Hushai (2 Sam. xv.
37, xvi. 16), and apparently indicating special intimacy
and wisdom as a “ privy counsellor.”

(6) Over the household, —like the *High
Steward ” of a modern Court. In 2 Kings xviii. 18 we
have the same three officers mentioned (** Eliakim, who
was over the household, and Shebna the seribe, and
Joah the son of Asaph the recorder ).

Adoniram . . . over the tribute (or “levy”),
—evidently the head of Solomon’s great public works.
(See chap. v. 14.) The name is elsewhere given as
Adoram. Ttis to be noticed that in the enumeration of
David’s officers in the early part of the reign (2 Sam. viii.
16—18) no such officer is found ; but that in the latter
part of his reign the list contains the name of Adoram
(2 Sam. xx. 24). It has been thought that the numbering
of the people recorded in 2 Sam. xxiv. and 1 Chron. xxi.,
was in preparation for such forced work, and hence was
odious to Joab and others. 1In 1 Kings xii. 18 we read
how the holder of this office, being naturally most un-
popular with those who had felt the burden of Solomon’s
splendour, was stoned to death in the insurrection
against Rehoboam.

To this list the Greek Version adds: “Eliab the son
of Shaphat was over the body-guard.” As the office of
captain of the body-guard is found in the other lists,
and is too important to be omitted, it is possible that
this addition corrects some defect in the Hebrew text.
Yet it is also possible that no successor to Benaiah
was appointed, as experience had shown, in the crushing
of the rebellion of Adonijah, how easily the captaincy
of the body-guard might become a quasi-independent

ower.

() Provided victuals for the king and his
household.—This denotes the collection of revenne—
mostly, no doubt, in kind—for the maintenance of
the C{)urt and household and guards of the king;
and perhaps may have included also the management
of the royal domain lands, such as is described
under David’s reign in 1 Chron. xxvi. 25—31. Tt
is curious that in five cases only the patronymic of
the officer is given, probably from some defect in
the archives from which this chapter is evidently
drawn. The office must have been o¥ high importance
and dignity, for in two cases (verses 11, 15) the holders
of it were married into the royal house. The provinces
over which they had authority—nine on the west and
three on the east of Jordan—coincide only in a few
cases with the lands assigned to the several tribes.
It is not unlikely that by this time much of the tribal
division of territory had become obsolete, although we
see from 1 Chron, xxvii. 16—22, that for chieftainship
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over men, and for levy in war, it still remained in
forece.

() And these are their names. — The first
division, ““ mount Ephraim,” included all the higher
part of the territory of Ephraim, one of the most fer-
tile and beautiful regions in Palestine, surrounding
the city of Shechem, which lies in a rich plain between
Mount Ebel and Gerizim, and including the strong site
of the future Samaria. See the description of the
country in the blessing of Moses (Deut. xxxiii. 13—17).

(9 The second division included the territory in
the maritime plain to the north-west of Judah; as-
signed to Dan, but in all the earlier history held,
with perhaps a few exceptions, by the Philistines.
The cities Shaalbim, Elon, and Beth-shemesh, or
Ir-shemesh, are noted in Josh. xix. 41-—43. Makaz
is not mentioned elsewhere. There is here the addition
to the name Elon of beth-hanan (“ the house of Ha-
nan”) In 1 Chron. viii. 23 there is a Hanan among
the chief men of Benjamin; and 1 Chron. 1. 43 a
Hanan among David's mighty men. The only one of
these cities known in history is Beth-shemesh, the first
resting-place of the Ark (1 Sam. vi. 12—21) when
restored by the Philistines.

(1) The third division was also in the land of
the Philistines, being part of the territory assigned
to Judah. Sochoh is mentioned in Josh. xv. 35, and
is noticed in 1 Sam. xvii. 1—3 as close to the field
of battle on which David slew Goliath. Hepher is an
old Amorite city which was conquered by Joshua (Josh.
xii. 17), still, by a curious survival, giving its name
to the whole district, to which the name Aruboth
(otherwise unknown) is here also given.

(11) The fourth division, “all the region of Dor,”
still lies along the coast, but to the north of the pre-
ceding districts, close under Mount Carmel, in the
territory assigned to Manasseh. Dor is named in
Josh. xi. 2, as forming a part of the confederacy of
the north under Jabin, and as subsequently conquered
(chap. xii. 23), aud given to Manasseh (chap. xvii. 11).

(12) The fifth division must have been large and
important, including much of the great plain of
Esdraelon or Jezreel, the garden and battle-field of
Northern Palestine, and extending to the Jordan
valley. Taanach, Megiddo, and Beth-shean are all
named as Canaanitish cities not taken by Manasseh,
but made tributary (Josh. xvii. 11; Judges i. 27).
Taanach and Megiddo are referred to in the song of
Deborah (Judges v. 19). Megiddo is the place of the
death of Ahaziah (2 Kings ix. 27) and the fall of
Josiah (2 Kings xxiii. 29). Beth-shean is the cibﬂ
in which the body of Saul was exposed in triomp!
(1 Sam. xxxi. 12). Abel-meholah, the birth-place of
Elisha (1 Kings xix. 16), lies south of Beth-shean,
and is mentioned in the record of the rout of the

Midianites by Gideon (Judges vil. 22). Jokmeam
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beneath Jezreel, from Beth-shean to
Abel-meholah, even unto the place that
13 beyond Jokneam : @3 1lthe son of
Geber, in Ramoth-gilead; to him per-
tained the towns of Jair the son of Ma-
nasseh, which are in Gilead; to him
also pertained the region of Argob, which
1s in Bashan, threescore great cities with
walls and brasen bars: (4 Ahinadab the
son of Iddo had ®Mahanaim: @5 Ahi-
maaz was in Naphtali; he also took
Basmath the daughter of Solomon to
wife: 19 Baanah the son of Hushai was
in Asher and in Aloth: (7 Jehoshaphat

I. KINGS, IV,

1 Or, Ben-yeber,
2 Or, to Mahanaim.

a Ecclus, 47. 13,

The Peace and Size of kis Kingdom. .

the son of Parnah, in Issachar: ®Shimei
the son of Elah, in Benjamin: (9 Geber
the son of Uri was in the country of
Gilead, ¢» the country of Sihon king of
the Amorites, and of Og king of Bashan;
and he was the only officer which was
in the land. '

) Judah and Israel were many, as the
sand which ¢s by the sea in multitude,
eating and drinking, and making merry.
@) And =Solomon reigned over all king-
doms from the river unto the land of the
Philistines, and unto the border of
Egypt: they brought presents, and

(for such is the right reading) is a Levitical city in
Ephraim (1 Chron. vi. 68), apparently called Kibzaim
in Josh. xxi. 22, and must have been an outlying
part of this division.

(13) The sixth division, large, but probably less
fertile, crosses the Jordan, and includes a great portion
of the territory of Manasseh and Gad. The region
of Argob, “the rocky region” (afterwards translated
into the Greek name Trachonitis), is noticed in Deut.
iii. 4, 13, 14, as the land of Og, covered with great
cities, taken by Jair, son of Manasseh, and called
Havoth-Jair —“the towns of Jair.” Ramoth-gilead
was a Levitical city and a city of refuge, in Gad (Deut.
iv. 43; Josh. xx. 8, xxi. 38), famous afterwards in
the wars with the Syrians (1 Kings xxii. 3; 2 Kings
viii. 28, ix. 1).

(14) The seventh division, still on the other side
of Jordan, is the region of Mahanaim, in the terri-
tory of Gad. Mahanaim (““the camps”), the scene
of Jacob’s angelic vision on his return to Canaan
(Gen. xxxvi. 3), assigned to Dan after the Conquest
(see Josh. xiii. 26, 30, xxi. 38), must have been after-
wards an important place; for it was the seat of Ish-
bosheth’s government (2 Sam. ii. 8, 12, 29), and the
place where David established himself on fleeing from
Absalom (2 Sam. xvii. 24, 27), and where he received
large supplies from Barzillai and other chiefs.

(15) The eighth division is the upper valley of the
Jordan, south of Mount Hermon, including part of
the north-west coast of the sea of Gennesareth and
the water of Merom. In it lie Hazor, forming the
centre of the native confederacy of the north, and
the Levitical city of refuge, Kedesh-Naphtali (Josh.
xii. 22, xix. 37; Judg. iv. 6).

(16) The ninth division, “in Asher and Aloth,”
bordered on the Tyrian territory, stretching north
from Mount Carmel, first along the coast, and then
behind the ranges of Lebanon. In Judg. i. 31, 32, we
read that the tribe of Asher did not oceupy the territory
assigned them (Josh. xix. 24—30), but mingled with
the native inhabitants. Aloth (or in the Greek Version
Baloth) is unknown, and Josephus places this pro-
vinee on the coast, near Achzib.

(17) The tenth division, the territory of Issachar,
lying north of Manasseh, included part of the great
plain of BEsdraelon, and must have heen so closely
connected with the fifth division that the frontiers
could hardly be discerned.

(18) The eloventh division, the territory of Benja-
min (properly including Jerusalem itself), though
small, is singularly strong and populous, including

21

Jericho, Bethel, Gibeon, Ramah, extending from Judah
to Ephraim, and commanding the centre of the high
land of what was afterwards the kingdom of Judah.

(19) The twelfth division was on the east of Jordan,
south of the seventh, including the pastoral country
of Reuben and part of Gad on the borders of Moab,
probably occupied by the royal flocks and herds.

In place of the reading of the text, “ and he was the
only officer in the land ”—which yields very little
meaning, for in each of the divisions there was but
one governor—the LXX. here reads, “and Naseph
(or an officer), one only in the land of Judah.” The
reading seems probable; for it will be noticed that in
the enumeration the territory of Judah is otherwise
altogether omitted. It supplies accordingly here the
mention of a special governor, over and above the
twelve, for the royal tribe. It hasbeen thought that
as Judah was the home provinee, it was under no
other government than that of the king’s officers at
Jerusalem ; but for purposes of revenue it seems
hardly likely that it should have been excepted from the
general system. Possibly Azariah, who was over the
officers residing at the Court, may have been its terri-
torial governor.

In some MSS. of the Greek Version, verses 27, 28
immediately follow verse 19, and (as verses 20, 21 are
omitted) they form a link between verses 7—19 and
verses 22, 23, in a very natural order.

(29) Were many.—The description of the condition
of the people here and in verse 25, as multiplied in
numbers, and living in festivity and peace, is evidently
designed to specify not only their geneml prosperity
and wealth, but also the fact noticed in chap. ix. 20—
22, that at this time they were a dominant race, rclieved
from all burden of labour, and ruling over the subject
races, now reduced to complete subjection and serfship.
(That it was otherwise hereafter is clear from the com-
plaints to Rehoboam in chap. xii. 4.) Now, for the first
time, did Israel enter on full possession of the territory
promised in the days of the Conquest (Josh. i. 4), and
so into the complete fulfilment of the promise to Abra-
ham, alluded to in the words, ““many as the sand which
is by the sea in multitude ” (Gen. xxii. 17).

(¢1) And Solomon reigned.— His dominion is
described as extending on the south to the land of
the Philistines and the border of Egypt, including
what we call Arabia (see Ps. Ixxii. 10, and comp. chap.
x. 15); on the east to “the river ” Euphrates, as far
north as Tiphsal (the Greek Thapsacus); on the west
it would, of course, be bounded by the sea; and om
the north it extended far beyond Damascus, probably -
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served Solomon all the days of his life. |: #ev.oewt. | fig tree, from Dan even to Beer-sheba,
) And Solomon’s ! provision for one day all the days of Solomon.
was thirty *measures of fine flour, and |, . @8 And “Solomon had forty thousand

threescore measures of meal, @ ten fat
oxen, and twenty oxen out of the pas-
tures, and an hundred sheep, beside
harts, and roebucks, and fallowdeer, and
fatted fowl. @9 For he had dominion
over all the region on this side the river,
from Tiphsah even to Azzah, over all the
kings on this side the river: and he had
peace on all sides round about him.
) And Judah and Israel dwelt 3safely,
every man under his vine and under his

3 Heb., confidently.
« 2 Chron. 9. 25.

1 Or, maules, or,
swift beasts.

b Ecclus. 47. 14, 15,
16.

stalls of horses for his chariots, and
twelve thousand horsemen. @7 And those
officers provided victual for king Solo-
mon, and for all that came unto king
Solomon’s table, every man in his month:
they lacked nothing. @ Barley also and
straw for the horses and *dromedaries
brought they unto the place where the
officers were, every man according to his
charge.

) And *God gave Solomon wisdom

up to the borders of the Assyrian Empire. It seems
also clear that the Syrian Kingdoms (like the kingdom
of Tyre), were allies on a footing of some dependence,
though mnot exactly tributaries. This extension of
dominion was the fruit of the warlike energy of the
two preceding reigns. As in all ancient Eastern
empires, it represented, not an organised monarchy,
but the supremacy of a dominant kingdom over tribu-
taries gathered round—‘the kings on this side the
river” who “brought presents”—apparently at that
time numerous, and ruling over small territories. Such
an empire would rise rapidly, and as rapidly fall to
pieces; and in Solomon’s case it was sustained less by
military power than by the peaceful forces of wealth
and policy, and was largely dependent on his own per-
sonal ascendancy.

(2) Measures.—The “ measure ” (cor) is variously
estimated (from 86 to 42 gallons). In any case the
quantity is very large, and, like the other notices of
provisions supplied, indicates a vast number, probabl
several thousands, belonging to the royal household,
court, and. body-guard. The “harts, roebucks, &e.,”
whatever the exact meaning of each word may be,
evidently denote the wild game, as distinet from the
herds and flocks; the “fatted fowl” apparently signifies
“ dainty food generally, as distinet from the staple of
ordinary eat.

() On this side the river.—This translation,
although it expresses the true reference, viz., to the
eonntry west of the Euphrates, is literally incorrect.
The words mean, ““ on the further side of the river,”
eonsidered from the point of view of Babylon (see the
use in the later books, or in Ezra iv. 6, vi. 6, &e.);
and accordingly indicate composition at the time of the
Exile, or, at any rate, at a period when the Baby-
lonish empire was so established in supreme sovereignty
aﬁ. to determine the geographical nomenclature of the

ast,

(24 Azzah is the well-known Philistine eity, Gaza.

26 Porty thousand.— By comparison with the
parallel passage in 2 Chron. ix. 25, and with the notice
in chap. x. 26 (one thousand four hundred), it seems
clear that .for “forty thousand” “four thousand”
should be read. They were kept in various “ chariot
cities,” as well as at Jerusalem. This multiplication
of horses and horsemen—forbidden to the future king
in Deut. xvii, 16, but foretold by Samuel at the in-
auguration of the kingdom (1 Sam. viii. 11, 12)—is
significant of military conquest and an extended
empire, The Israelite armies, in frequent contra-
distinetion from their enemies, had been hitherto mainly

of infantry ; and in Josh. xi. 9 the chariots and horses
captured were not used, but destroyed, “as the Lord
bade Joshua.” Such armies were powerful for defence,
not f