1/18/2008

1 Samuel 19

3:35:29 PM

1 Samuel 19
1. Saul told his son Jonathan and all the attendants to kill David.  But Jonathan was very fond of David
“Saul told his son Jonathan and all the attendants to kill David.”  “Saul had hoped that David’s marriage to his daughter(s) would lead to his death by the Philistines.  Now his direct involvement in the plot to kill David in these verses marks an escalation of the conflict (Klein 195).”  “Saul has by this time become pathological in his hatred and fear of David.  He cannot keep his hate to himself and betrays it to Jonathan (Schroeder 985).”  “Saul’s tortured duplicity becomes more and more evident as we recall that he had earlier ordered his attendants to tell David privately that the king was ‘pleased with’ him (18:22; Youngblood 714).”  “Saul’s hopes that David would die in battle had failed (Payne 1994, 314).”  “Saul now abandons his indirect attempts on David’s life (18:13,17,25) and adopts a more direct approach, leading to David’s departure from the court and from service to Saul (Barker 384).”  “This was no sudden impulse but a cold-blooded plot to murder David, which involved several of his courtiers.  In some ways this was a much more dangerous situation, since David could do little to protect himself against a stab in the back from any courtier who wanted to ingratiate himself with the king (Payne 1982, 100).”
“Saul told his son Jonathan and all the attendants”  “Ironically [Saul] told his plans to Jonathan, who loved David (18:1,3; 20:17) and to his own court officials, who also were in support of the young Bethlehemite (18:22; Klein 195).”
“Saul told his son Jonathan … to kill David”  “Saul’s next move was to enlist the help of Jonathan, so endeavouring to drive a wedge between him and David (Baldwin 131).”  “Saul knew of Jonathan’s friendship with David but supposed that since he was heir to the throne, he would be happy to dispose of a rival contender.  Saul gauged his son’s intentions by his own (Lindsell 405).”

“Jonathan”  “Jonathan is a character that rises on the platform of Old Testament-life in peculiarly noble, harmonious, ethical-sympathetic form, whether we regard him as the heroic warrior and leader, or as faithful, self-denying friend, or as humble, modest prince-royal, or as the frank, unshrinking denouncer of wrong and sin (Lange 253).”
“But Jonathan was very fond of David”  “When Jonathan heard his father’s words, an internal collision occurred between the young man’s love for David and his desire to please his father (Bergen 206).”  “The narrator now states that Jonathan is ‘fond of’ David (identical Hebrew expression) and that Jonathan will therefore do everything in his power to save the life of his covenanted friend (18:1-3; Youngblood 714).”  Saul’s actions “created a conflict of loyalties for Jonathan who needed to honor his father and king, but also loved David (18:1,3; Constable 76).”
“very fond of”  Jonathan’s attachment to David is expressed by the word ‘take pleasure,’ the same word used of Saul’s own attitude toward David in 18:22 (Klein 195).”
2. and warned him, “My father Saul is looking for a chance to kill you.  Be on your guard tomorrow morning; go into hiding and stay there.
“Jonathan … warned him”  “It was Jonathan’s loyalty and willingness to take firm action which saved David (Payne 1982, 100).”  “Jonathan chose to tell David what Saul’s intentions were, but he also tried to honor his father by urging him not to kill David (Constable 76).”  “There is dramatic irony in the fact that it was Jonathan, whom David would displace, who saved David’s life (Payne 1982, 100).”
“warned”  “The NIV’s ‘warned’ (v.11; lit., “told”) appropriately links the concern of Jonathan with that of his sister Michal, both of whom want no harm to come to David (Youngblood 714).”

“My father Saul is looking for a chance to kill you.”  “Although he initially loved David (16:21), Saul came to fear him (18:12) and then to seek his death.  Saul’s attempts began with a murderous thought (18:11), then progressed to awkward homicidal acts hidden from public view (18:11).  Saul then crafted a wider and more artful plan that involved public lies (18:22) and a small circle of people, including servants and a daughter.  The circle widened when this effort failed (v.1; Bergen 206).”  Jonathan’s “words about Saul seeking to kill David find fulfillment in v.10 where Saul in fact seeks to kill David with his spear (Klein 195).”
“my father”  Jonathan refers to Saul three times in these verses (4 times in MT) as ‘my father,’ giving his negotiations special poignancy (Klein 195).”
“is looking for”  Saul “’tried’ again to pin him to the wall with his spear (v.10), and he ‘plans’ to destroy the town of Keilah because of David (23:10; same Hebrew verb in all 3 passages; Youngblood 714).”

“Be on your guard”  Cf. 2Sm 20:10 for the danger of ignoring such advice (Youngblood 714).  Here the author is “using the same Hebrew verb as in v.11, where Saul’s men are told to ‘watch’ David’s house one night to prevent him from escaping so that they could kill him in the morning (Youngblood 714).”

“go into hiding and stay there”  Literally this reads “stay in a secret place and hide (Youngblood 714).”

“go into hiding”  “From this point on and for a long period of time, the man after God’s own heart would be a hunted fugitive.  He would hide from his best friend’s father at the beginning of his career and from his own son near its end (2Sm 17:9; Youngblood 714).”  “Though David must hide, Jonathan agreed to take a very open role for David with Saul (Klein 195).”
3. I will go out and stand with my father in the field where you are.  I’ll speak to him about you and will tell you what I find out.”
“I”  “Great emphasis is given to the pronoun “I” on its two uses in the Hebrew of v.3 (Klein 195).”
“I will go out and stand with my father in the field where you are.”  “David was to conceal himself in the field near to where Jonathan would converse with his father about hi; not that he might hear the conversation in his hiding-place, but that Jonathan might immediately report to him the result of his conversation, without there being any necessity for going far away fro his father, so as to excite suspicion that he was in league with David (Keil 194).”
“I will go out … I’ll speak”  Jonathan’s personal interest in helping David is underscored by use of the emphatic pronoun in [these] phrases (Youngblood 714).”
“stand with”  Literally, this is “at the hand of” (Youngblood 714).”

“I’ll speak to him about you”  “Despite the pressure of family loyalty, Jonathan remained true to his covenant friendship with David, undertaking at this stage to act as a go-between in order to reconcile his father to David (Baldwin 131).”  “Jonathan promised to stand ‘with’ his father, Saul, as David’s advocate (Youngblood 714).”  “Jonathan’s noble character appears in yet clearer light in his conduct towards his father.  For his friend’s sake he dares, at the risk of his life, to oppose the rage and the sinister designs of his own father (Lange 253).”  “His words and bearing show manly firmness and decision, and yet childlike piety, reverence, and obedience; no word not in keeping with the 4th Commandment from his lips (Lange 253).”
“I will tell you what I find out”  “Jonathan further promised to keep David fully informed (Youngblood 714).”
4. Jonathan spoke well of David to Saul his father and said to him, “Let not the king do wrong to his servant David; he has not wronged you, and what he has done has benefited you greatly.
“Jonathan spoke well of David to Saul his father”  “Jonathan had a choice: he could carry out his father’s wishes and help to kill David, or he could try to change Saul’s mind and attitude.  The fact that he took the second course of action proves that Jonathan was convinced that David was no enemy to him or to Saul (Payne 1994, 314-315).”  “Jonathan went directly to his father and began to intercede for his beloved friend (Getz 68).”
“Jonathan spoke well of David”  “Jonathan does not let his own personal ambition distort his perception of David’s true theocratic spirit (v.5; Barker 384).”  “He spoke favorably of him, pointing out his excellent qualities and his services to Saul and the nation (Lange 250).”  “His heart is free from envy and jealousy while he sets before his father David’s great services to the royal house and the whole nation (Lange 253).”
“Let not the king do wrong to his servant David”  “Jonathan had known his father to issue poorly conceived commands in the past (14:29; Bergen 206).”  “Openly and frankly he represents to his father the great crime he would commit by slaying David (Lange 253).”  “Jonathan … endeavoured with all the modesty of a son to point out most earnestly to his father the grievous wickedness involved in his conduct towards David (Keil 194).”  “David had committed no crime against the crown that would require his death (Bergen 206).”
“his servant David”  Jonathan “reminded Saul that he was the king and that David was his servant (Constable 76).”  “This designation of David as his servant accords with the foregoing reference to the good which David, as Saul’s faithful servant, had done (Lange 250).”
“he has not wronged you”  Jonathan “reminded Saul that he … needed to be fair with David (Constable 76).”  “He has done nothing to call forth thy vengeance (Lange 250).”
“wronged”  Cf. “24:11; in all cases the Heb. Verb is hata, lit., “sinned [against]” (Youngblood 714).”
“Jonathan spoke … to Saul his father”  Jonathan “appealed to Saul logically and rationally (Constable 76).”

“what he has done has benefited you greatly”  “Envy blinds a man even to facts (Schroeder 985).”  By being David’s advocate, “Jonathan was sure that he would be acting in the king’s best interests (1Ch 18:17, ‘at the king’s side’ [lit., ‘hand’]; Ne 11:24, ‘the king’s agent’ lit., ‘at the king’s hand’] (Youngblood 714).”  Jonathan “reminded Saul that … it was in his best interest to let David live (Constable 76).”  “In thus attempting to restore friendly relations between his father and David, Jonathan’s aim was to keep David at court for the welfare of his father and the people, because he saw in David a specially chosen instrument of the Lord for the welfare of Israel (Lange 250).”  McCarter “sees political overtones in Jonathan’s assurance that David’s deeds are ‘good.’  Extrabiblical parallels suggest this means that David’s deeds were consistent with the loyalty he owed the king (24:18-20; Klein 195).”  “The works of David should bring him praise, not death (Pr 31:31; Youngblood 715).”
5. He took his life in his hands when he killed the Philistine.  The Lord won a great victory for all Israel, and you saw it and were glad.  Why then would you do wrong to an innocent man like David by killing him for no reason?”
“The Lord won a great victory”  Jonathan “also reminded Saul that David was the Lord’s instrument who had defeated Israel’s enemies and that Saul had rejoiced in his success (Constable 76).”  “This brave act had been an expression of God’s own saving purpose (Klein 196).”  “Despite the personal acclaim that came to David for this deed, it was an act done for all Israel (17:11; 18:6,16,28).  Because David had sinned and because he had acted loyally and in ways that were expressions of Yahweh’s will and that were pleasing both to the people and to Saul himself, Jonathan begged his father not to sin by killing David without cause (Klein 196).”
“and you were glad”  Jonathan notes “that Saul himself had been pleased with the outcome (17:55-58; Youngblood 715).”  “This reminder of Saul’s joy at David’s exploit and its grand results, this vivid presentation of the situation at that timer is the psychological stepping-stone to the ethical change which is brought about in Saul’s attitude towards David by Jonathan’s pressing and yet modest supplication (Lange 251).”  “In those days [Saul] had been right with the Lord, and in certain moods Saul wanted that relationship renewed (Baldwin 132).”  
“Why then would you do wrong to an innocent man like David by killing him for no reason?”  “To shed innocent blood would lead to bloodguilt according to the Law (Dt 19:10; 21:8; 27:25) and according to the accounts of Manasseh’ reign (2Kg 21:16; 24:4; Klein 195-196).”
“Why then would you do wrong to an innocent man”  Jonathan had “had his own life spared when others stood up against his father’s rash words (14:39-45; Bergen 206).”  “’Why’ would his father want to do David harm, Jonathan asks – a question that he would later find it necessary to repeat (20:32; Youngblood 715).”  Jonathan “appealed for justice since David’s death was unwarranted.  Jonathan’s words echo Saul’s own statement when he had freed Jabesh-gilead earlier in his reign (11:12-15).  Then Saul had generously refused to punish his detractors (Constable 76).”

“an innocent man”  “Note how Jonathan, and through him the biblical writer, emphasizes David’s innocence of any disloyalty (Payne 1982, 100).”
6. Saul listened to Jonathan and took this oath: “as surely as the Lord lives, David will not be put to death.”
“Saul listened to Jonathan and took this oath”  “Saul was changeable and uncertain in his unstable inner life, because there was yet in him a noble germ whence good fruit might yet come (Lange 251).”  “The memory of all the associated emotions brought him to the same mind again (Baldwin 132).”  “Jonathan’s act of love paid off, at least temporarily.  Saul changed his mind and promised Jonathan he would not kill David (Getz 68).”  “The fact that Saul was forced to agree with him, and even took an oath not to kill David, is additional proof that David was no traitor.  Once again, therefore, we see how the biblical author defends David’s character (315).”

“as surely as the Lord lives”  “The King took a solemn oath ‘by the name of Yahweh’ to underscore his decision (Bergen 206).”
“listened to”  Literally these words are “obeyed (Youngblood 715).”
“Saul … took this oath.”  This action was “a characteristic indication of his to go to one extreme or another (Lange 251).”  “See 14:24,44 for previous oaths that Saul did not keep (Barker 385).”  “Some think that Saul swore insincerely, to put Jonathan off his guard; but this is not so probable as that he was here sincere, but fell again under the power of jealousy (v.10; Lange 251).”
7. So Jonathan called David and told him the whole conversation.  He brought him to Saul, and David was with Saul as before.

“He brought him to Saul, and David was with Saul as before.”  “Jonathan completed his act of reconciliation by escorting David back to the court so that he could serve the king as before (16:21-23; 18:13; Klein 196).”  “Jonathan, true friend that he was, personally escorted David back into Saul’s presence once again to serve the king both as his private musician and as an army officer (Getz 68).”  “David was once again made a member of Saul’s court in good standing (16:21; 18:2; Youngblood 715).”  “For the time being, at least, David was spared by the efforts of Jonathan, the man who had perhaps the most to gain from David’s death (Bergen 206).”  Here we see “his magnanimous self-denial, since he doubtless suspected that his friend would ascend the throne after his father.  Though he himself possessed all the qualities which should adorn God’s Anointed on the throne, heroic courage, undisputed, universally acknowledged military renown, firm trust in the living God, and a noble disposition, he shows not the slightest trace of envy and unkindness towards David (Lange 253).”  Krummacher writes: “Notwithstanding all this he was not only nobly ready, if the Lord should so command, to give up his birthright, but strove wisely and vigorously to defeat all that was conceived and undertaken against God’s decree, even at the risk of falling by his own father’s hand, a sacrifice to his piety and friendship (Lange 253).”
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