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 All of us have probably gotten off the wrong exit or missed the exit we should have taken 
when traveling on an Interstate highway.  Usually, that is fairly easy to correct by getting back 
on the Interstate when the entrance is very close to the exit we mistakenly took.  I have 
encountered some exits that did not have an associated entrance except one going in the opposite 
direction that I needed to go.  When that happens, we get to “explore” the countryside trying to 
find the next entrance.   
 If you miss the exit you should have taken, the next one may be miles away.  Usually, our 
objective is to get “back on track” and continue the trip as if nothing had happened.  This may be 
the idea associated with the lesson title of Restored and that would be to get “life” back on track 
and move on with our objectives and purposes in life.   
 Wouldn’t it be wonderful if all the mistakes in life were as easily corrected as getting 
back on the road at the next entrance?  What happens if the detour caused by taking the wrong 
exit results in an accident and the car is totaled and we wind up in the Emergency Room or in 
jail?  Things in life are not always simple.  Sometimes the “wrong turn” might have nothing to 
do with traveling but might be related to something like an unpredictable reaction to a medicine 
taken that was supposed to improve health.   
 In our study of the life of David, it took a long time and there was a high cost that 
resulted from getting off the “right road.”  Any semblance of “restoration” and getting his life 
back to where it could have been was very difficult and there were many opportunities to take 
additional wrong turns along the paths of trying to get “back on track.”    
 When we first considered the “error” or wrong turn taken that got David off track, we 
asked the question “To whom are we accountable?”  This same question keeps coming up as we 
see the consequences of this “detour” of David coming to a conclusion of sorts with David being 
restored as king after the attempted overthrow by Absalom.  
 Because the revolt was led by David’s son, he was somewhat incapacitated and unable to 
provide the leadership needed to put down the rebellion.  David’s military leaders including Joab 
and Abishai (David’s nephews) and Ittai who was the commander of the Gittites convinced 
David to stay away from the battle.  Their argument was that if David were killed in the fight, 
then all support would be lost and Absalom would be in power.  The real concern was that David 
wouldn’t make the right military decisions since he was so focused on “no harm coming to the 
young man Absalom.” 
 As we know, Absalom was eventually killed by Joab in direct defiance of David’s orders.  
Joab realized that if Absalom were captured that David would not take any decisive action 
against Absalom.  That inaction would mean the kingdom would have no peace as long as 
Absalom was alive.   
 In the wake of a failed coup against David by his son, the king was in danger of making 
more leadership mistakes.  Joab, David’s military commander, warned the king that if he did not 
avoid these mistakes, his kingdom would collapse. 
 
Mourning – 19:1-4 
1 Then it was told Joab, “Behold, the king is weeping and mourns for Absalom.” 2 The v ictory that day was turned to 
mourn ing for all the people, for the people heard it said that day, “The king is grieved for his son.” 3 So the people 
went by stealth into the city that day, as people who are humiliated steal away when they flee in battle. 4 The king 
covered his face and cried out with a loud voice, “O my son Absalom, O Absalom, my son, my son!”  2 Samuel 



19:1–4 (NASB95) 
 The relationships and responsibilities were certainly different at this point in the history 
of Israel after the revolt had been stopped than when David got involved with Bathsheba.  In the 
earlier situation involving Bathsheba and Uriah, David had allowed concerns about himself and 
his reputation cloud his thinking so that his judgment was affected in taking appropriate 
corrective action.  In the incident involving Absalom, David had again allowed his personal 
feeling to impact his judgment regarding actions he should take.   
 In the first instance, the prophet Nathan was used by God to get David to confess and 
repent and seek forgiveness.  In this second situation, it was the nation’s military leader Joab 
who was used of God to prompt David to take action that was needed to allow the restoration of 
the kingdom to David to continue.   
 Sometimes when we lose a person whom we loved dearly we have trouble dealing with 
the grief and end up in an emotional collapse.  This extreme can be brought on if we think that 
we are somehow guilty of doing something that caused the loss.  The death of Absalom could be 
when the full weight of all the tragedies that had happened as a result of his sin involving 
Bathsheba flooded in upon David.    
 It is generally a mistake to give more priority to personal feelings than to what is best for 
others with whom you have significant relationships such as family, church, fellow workers, 
fellow citizens, etc.  There are ways to deal with personal losses and the grief that comes with 
such losses without letting those feelings destroy relationships.  The situation with David was 
that he was about to turn a great victory that God had accomplished through those loyal to David 
into a tragic loss of that loyalty.  
 
Confrontation – 19:5-8 
5 Then Joab came into the house to the king and said, “Today you have covered with shame the faces of all your 
servants, who today have saved your life and the lives of your sons and daughters, the lives of your wives, and the 
lives of your concubines, 6 by loving those who hate you, and by hating those who love you. For you have shown 
today that princes and servants are nothing to you; for I know this day that if Absalom were alive and all of us were 
dead today, then you would be pleased. 7 “Now therefore arise, go out and speak kindly to your servants, for I swear 
by the LORD, if you do not go out, surely not a man will pass the night with you, and this will be worse for you than 
all the evil that has come upon you from your youth until now.” 8 So the king arose and sat in the gate. When they 
told all the people, saying, “Behold, the king is sitting in the gate,” then all the people came before the king. Now 
Israel had fled, each to his tent.  2 Samuel 19:5–8 (NASB95)  
 David’s irrational thinking came across to observers that he would have sacrificed all his 
loyal supporters in order to have saved the life of his favorite son who was an unrepentant 
murderer.  This observation was reinforced when the messengers came to David to report on the 
status of the battle.  David’s first question to each of them was “Is the young man Absalom all 
right?”  There was no inquiry about those who were fighting for David and whether they had any 
losses.   
 David had the role of encourager- in-chief for his supporters whether he “felt like it” or 
not.  He needed to honor the army of men who put their lives on the line to keep David and all 
those close to him from being murdered.  David may have genuinely appreciated all that the 
people had done for him and he likely intended to eventually get around to letting them know it.  
We need to realize that not only is “what we do important,” many times when we do it is equally 
important.  If David had waited, he might not have had an army left to whom he could show 
appreciation.  
 Joab may have been the only person who could have confronted David in such a way that 
he did.  Joab was the son of David’s older sister and they had grown up together in Bethlehem.  



He was with David from the beginning when David was being pursued by Saul and his main 
interest was in being a military leader and was not interested in being king.   
 David followed the advice of Joab and went out and sat in the public arena near the gate 
so that he could interact with the people and encourage them.  At this time David and all those 
with him were in the city of Mahanaim which was a fortified city on the east side of the Jordan 
River.  Word spread and the people came to him.  This was a good thing because the people were 
said to have “returned to their tents.”  This expression was a euphemism for “each person was 
beginning to look out for his own interests rather than consider what was best for the kingdom.”  
In other words they were at the point of questioning whether they had chosen the right side in the 
battle they had just fought and won.  It seems that people want visible leadership and they will 
gravitate to someone who shows leadership whether it is a righteous or an evil leader.   
 
Restoration – 19:9-15 
9 All the people were quarreling throughout all the tribes of Israel, saying, “The king delivered us from the hand of 
our enemies and saved us from the hand of the Philistines, but now he has fled out of the land from Absalom. 10 
“However, Absalom, whom we anointed over us, has died in battle. Now then, why are you silent about bringing the 
king back?” 11 Then King David sent to Zadok and Abiathar the priests, saying, “Speak to the elders of Judah, 
saying, ‘Why are you the last to bring the king back to his house, since the word of all Israel has come to the king, 
even to his house? 12 ‘You are my brothers; you are my bone and my flesh. Why then should you be the last to bring 
back the king?’ 13 “Say to Amasa, ‘Are you not my bone and my flesh? May God do so to me, and more also, if you 
will not be commander of the army before me continually in place of Joab.’ ” 14 Thus he turned the hearts of all the 
men of Judah as one man, so that they sent word to the king, saying, “Return, you and all your servants.” 15 The king 
then returned and came as far as the Jordan. And Judah came to Gilgal in order to go to meet the king, to bring the 
king across the Jordan.  2 Samuel 19:9–15 (NASB95) 
 There were three groups where relationships needed to be considered during this 
transition time of restoring David as king in Israel following the failed coup by Absalom.  The 
first was the army and those who had fought the forces of Absalom.  Joab’s intervention had 
helped David deal with the first group.   
 David could not afford to ignore the signs of growing disunity among the various tribes 
of Israel that had been building over several years. Absalom had been able to win the support of 
some Israelites because the king had not been careful to give all the people access to justice as 
was seen in the first part of chapter fifteen.   With Absalom gone and the coup attempt defeated, 
David needed to repair trust with some Israelites so that the kingdom would again be unified. 
 Apparently, the support for David and for Absalom was divided throughout the various 
tribes of Israel.  Some of the people in the northern tribes had supported Absalom and now that 
he was out of the picture there were arguments between those who favored David and those who 
had wanted to see a change.  There were positive and negative attributes mentioned such as the 
fact that David had delivered Israel from Philistine oppression but he had failed to oppose the 
rebellion of Absalom.  In fact, David had retreated in face of the opposition.  On the other hand, 
Absalom was now dead.  The conclusion they reached was that they should support David.   
 The third group was the people of Judah.  Some of them had supported Absalom and now 
they were not at all sure where they might stand with David.  It seems that they were very 
hesitant to make a re-commitment to support David.  In the face of this reluctance, David sent a 
message to the people through the priests Zadok and Abiathar who had been supportive of David 
throughout this unsuccessful revolt.  The message from David was to remind the people of Judah 
that David was also of the tribe of Judah and they were “brothers.”  To further help the reunion, 
David chose the leader of Absalom’s army (Amasa) to be the commander of all of Israel’s army 
to replace Joab.   



 Amasa was not as experienced as Joab; however, it has been speculated that David made 
this change to show his displeasure with Joab for opposing him in some areas and (possibly) 
David had discovered that Joab had been responsible for the death of Absalom.  The change 
certainly sent a signal to those in the army who had participated in the rebellion that they were 
forgiven.   
 Those conciliatory actions by David toward Judah were overwhelming accepted and the 
people indicated that they were in full support of David.  They even sent out a delegation to the 
Jordan River to help David and his supporter who had been in Mahanaim cross the river on their 
return to Jerusalem.   
 Apparently, this reluctance and the actions that David took to regain the support of Judah 
were noticed by the ten northern tribes.  The northern tribes came around to supporting David 
and did not require any favors from the king.  The division between Judah and the other tribes 
was evident before a split into two nations actually happened following the death of Solomon.   
 Some of the lessons we can learn from what happened to David are related to not 
allowing personal problems to impact making the right decision.  Most people realize that 
effective, enduring leadership puts others’ needs first.  We clearly see that people need 
encouragement especially when then have taken risk to do the right thing.  We also see that it is 
helpful if the thing that unites people is a cause greater than themselves, inspiring them to great 
service to God and His purposes rather than focusing on a particular person.     
 
 


