David Lesson 10 Articles
6:1–2 David was especially concerned to prevent the ark from falling into enemy hands because of its significance for Israel’s religion. The ark was the object most closely associated with Israel’s God, a truth expressed by the writer’s notation that the “Name—the name of Yahweh of Armies, He who is seated on the cherubim—is called upon it.” The ark contained the written agreement between Israel and the Lord. Ex 25:16; 40:20; Deut 10:5; 1 Kgs 8:9  An object of such overwhelming significance would certainly make a valuable prize for the Philistines and was worthy of the massive protective force called up by David.

6:3–5 David had the men “set the ark of God on a new cart” (v. 3), the employment of a new cart being a sign of respect for the holy object. As respectful and well-intended as David’s effort was, however, it violated Torah guidelines regarding the transport of the ark. In fact, David’s actions in this matter were more like those of the spiritually ignorant Philistines. 1 Sam 6:7, 10
6:8–23 Having witnessed a dramatic demonstration of the Lord’s zeal to protect his holiness, David became “afraid of the Lord that day” (v. 9). His deepened respect for the Lord’s power and for his willingness to use it against anyone who would violate the Torah caused David to ask, “How can the ark of the Lord ever come to me?” Brueggemann notes the fear generated by this event was positive, for “when people are no longer awed, respectful, or fearful of God’s holiness, the community is put at risk.”42
David’s intention had been to move the ark “to be with him in the City of David” (v. 10). There in the former Jebusite fortress the ark would have been protected from any Philistine reprisals. Once in Jerusalem, it would have played a useful role in increasing the prestige of the newly established national capital by locating the divine throne in the same city as David’s.43 However, the recent turn of events had changed David’s plans, perhaps because he feared that some further transgression would cause the Lord’s judgment to destroy the new capital.

David’s use of the ephod suggests that he possessed the credentials of a priest.48 How David attained sacerdotal status is not described in the Bible, but the acquisition of priestly status “in the order of Melchizedek” by the Davidic family line is hinted at in Ps 110:4.49 If indeed this title applied to David as well as one of his descendants (cf. Heb 7:14–21), he most likely acquired it by right of conquest: having conquered Jerusalem, he became possessor of all the titles and honors traditionally accorded to the king of the city. Melchizedek having been Salem’s/Jerusalem’s priest-king of God Most High (cf. Gen 14:18; Heb 7:1)—that is, of Yahweh (cf. Gen 14:22), David as king of Jerusalem would have become a priest of Yahweh. However, as a Yahwistic priest in the order of Melchizedek, David would have been prohibited from performing his duties explicitly reserved for the Aaronic priesthood (cf. comments on vv. 17–18). His status as a Melchizedekian priest would not have restricted him from leading in certain aspects of worship, and this he did with vigor: David “danced [lit., “was dancing”] before the Lord with all his might.” His actions were accompanied by “shouts and the sound of trumpets” (v. 15). Trumpets—ones blown by Levitical priests—had also been sounded during a movement of the ark in the days of Joshua. Josh 6:4–20
42 Brueggemann, First and Second Samuel, 249.


43 J.-M. de Tarragon suggests that David was especially motivated to bring the ark to Jerusalem to provide a historic connection between Shiloh and Jerusalem and thus acting as a unifying force within the nation (“David et l’arche: II Samuel, VI,” RB 86 [1979]: 514–23).


48 For a differing opinion cf. A. Phillips, “David’s Linen Ephod,” VT 19 (1969): 485–87, who takes the position that David’s linen ephod was in fact a brief loincloth, not a priestly garment. Cf. E. H. Merrill, “Royal Priesthood: An Old Testament Messianic Motif,” BibSac 150 (1993): 50–61.


49 The notation of a possible linkage between David and Melchizedek is found also in Gordon, I and II Samuel, 235.





