"HBYEAT 46 (2020, 4.), 7-26

ISSN 1226-5926 (print), ISSN 2586-2480 (online) JBTR

~ DOI: https://doi.org/10.28977/jbtr.2020.4.46.7 JOURNAL OF BIBLICAL

SHAIA] 3]
G342 https://dbpiaone.com/bskorea/index.do m

mpaeh BE ARAS T:1-179 vebd
Thle) bzt F Aol E o] Tske] o

1. S0{7l= &

t}lEl & E(Martin Noth):= & T570} 1:11-15; 2374 AFF-A4 123 9<%
717 8:14-61 5= A7 JAE oldfete FAF BE O Z HThD v
7} A (Dennis J. McCarthy)7} o] o] Gl&0]7]|& AP EF2 AHFL3 73
O|ATEY) AHF- A3} 7S 7Y =A A o)A A WS A0 EIE B
o7|% 3tt}3) TAE S AL 59 A7 A TRl gk gl whek AR
At 7749 Al F B AR g8 Al7|9 AHEE Btk AHFA S 77l

sl A= @ﬂLE%Oi%%E@EE%Waq“

B ERe ARAE 7ROl BhE F YE B FA sheul AR s

* University of Sheffield o4 BIAIE}I & W2 dA) Qkefulstal k8t W<~ changyoplee@anyang.ac kr.

1) Martin Noth, The Deuteronomistic History (Sheffield: JSOT Press, 1981), 5-6.

2) Dennis J. McCarthy, “II Samuel 7 and the Structure of the Deuteronomic History”, JBL 84
(1965), 131.

3) P. Kyle McCarter, 2 Samuel (Garden City: Doubleday & Company, Inc., 1984), 210-220.

4) Gwinlym H. Jones, The Nathan Narratives (Sheffield: Sheffield Academic Press, 1990);
Lyle Eslinger, House of God or House of David: The Rhetoric of 2 Samuel 7 (Sheftield:
Sheffield Academic Press, 1994); D. F. Murray, Divine Prerogative and Royal Pretension:
Pragmatics, Poetics and Polemics in a Narrative Sequence about David (2 Samuel
5.17-7.29) (Sheffield: Sheffield Academic Press, 1998); William M. Schniedewind,
Society and The Promise to David: The Reception History of 2 Samuel 7:1-17 (New Y ork;
Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1999); Michael Avioz, Nathan’s Oracle (2 Samuel 7)
and Its Interpreters (Peter Lang: Bern, 2005).



8 TdZY=AT, 46 (2020. 4.), 7-26

7:10] thet oJsf & nie o & nhae} #2(]8F MT) A8} 7:9b- lla«] Al
Aol thet FA4 & th7of Bzt dof A MT AHF- A s} 783 T-E ¢17]
£ Algsts A S el8 LXX) A8t 743e] vlaE F3) MT /‘]'—r
A&} 7:1b0l thel ]} jhey, o] o) A AR s} 7:1bot T LT FAIE T
T 11289 F99 742 9b-11a" o] Al &} At & A
ol & WO E MT AHFA3} 7:1-169] A =A7F F3UAA A9z &
o 9] =olE et A -2t 7Rl HF FEfe] 229 MT AL
sk 772 ou| & olsfisty] Agk =R AwtE] & Al Estke w1 H2 o] 9

[aBL 22 AIRYS 7:Abof St siAD} Aol AlR
|

AHFABE 7:18 <& 19 ol AFStal T18al A 5ok FAEFH
a9 2 Té‘il‘%‘ﬂ T A kA (BB S FAT )L Eeht e
MT AHF-A3) 7:1 £ 52 g5 FH 9 FALE AFE-8FA] QF2Al2 o] v] T8l
Al Foi Rt 2ok A, e BEQ LXX AHFA S 7:1b= MT A
A3} 7:1b0 AFH B mamE kiprog katekAnpduncer abtov O Z A7)
gt} o] & 3l B ol & ubr o mm7h kS LXX AH-2 8} 7:1b9

5) F71¢F EEL2 MT E&3} o] “«10A ke AT Z 4 7fFTHN. F. Marcos and J. R.
Busto Saiz, El texto antioqueno de la Biblia griega I, 1-2 Samuel [Madrid: CSIC, 1989], 107; A. E.
Brooke and N. Mclean, The Old Testament in Greek [Cambridge: Cambridge University Press,
1917], 126-127; Alfred Ralphs, Septuaginta [Stuttgart: Deutsche Bibelgesellschaft, 1979], 577).
FrolA AR £7] AT & BE2) B o) AL WAL, A4 AT ALY
Aol BE e e} 71 9 AP, 'Canon &Cultures 5 (2009), 181-2102 #=x3}e}.

6) NN “ATAAN FH] BE DFE FHAEA GO 2 ol H3| A shal o
Az WMot 3|2 Jele] mue V\}«l Algel FetkE FHAa (st 15:15), A s AL
Aol Qs A A B7-S FA TS} 20:30)2 AHE-F T Dennis J. McCarthy, “IT Samuel
7 and the Structure of the Deuteronomic History”, 132; Emanuel Tov, The Text-Critical Use of
the Septuagint in Biblical Research (Winona Lake: Eisenbrauns, 2015), 157.

7) MT AHF A & o] sl Al JRSS AdAsts v ol MT thd 17:12 AHF-A 38t 7:1b
o Bk Aol 3L, LXX 43} 7:1be ol ot b2tk A& ohsleo] €2 AL E8Ae Al
P & e A AR golAa, st 7:1b9] F2& gl Helgta £} I+ 10-118
o 278kl g A2 v o) dojekar oA T, “AHuE AR T U HE &
2 Fa8l: A 7:3-17; A8} 7:1-297, TEl 2w | o] oF | o], 51 [2011], 129-130).

) tlael BEH AAJAH Alolo= ] % Fh(metathesis)©] A2 02 Yepdot, A8 73
o heistol vhaoct B85 EI AL 0] AKIR1e) £E Aolo] o £l 2417

WS A & vk DA s 782 vhae BES A EE wte} ¢ W MT 4



OppEt 22 ARRAS 7:1-170] LIEHCH CHSIQ QFALT} o

-n
A
=2
=2
ro
2
~ I'Ol'
o

9|
= ==
olF¥ 9

ulE “od o7t A 7P oE FIAT oItk o] H LXX AT L3t
7:1bw= QF2A1E& 8 Agst l% 0# o7 sl Al 714 S FATL T
ok LXX A e 788 oS A9, thSlollAl Fo1d QFA 2 LXX A
Ast 7:1b7F ok ek LXX AMF-A3EF 7:11a0] 7FAoF JIgHT 2=
LXX B&2 thslo] 79 Qb2 @ A7} ofy 2} v ol thslol Al Fo{ 2tk
3l &) %k

gl Al Fo A= ghlo] mEH R ko] g LXX AFF-AY 74 £
w9 o715 tETH MT AMHF-L3} 7:1b9) 11282 A2 455 = A A
Holth o9} & o thalf A 17:10] AHF-ASE 7:19 &2 FEH =
HES e B WItE =, MT AR o} 7:1b2] “1417P 5

nl[o

of| Al ¢F
220 ‘?ig"% °]7ﬂ°ﬂ "]’U A3t 7:1b°ﬂ ZH 5 HHX]% 7}19—3 °]3H3]'°:], 241
o] 23 Ao g FA 310

U]’O—F MT A7 8} 7:10%F THE W8-S E3te LXX AHFA 3} 7:10] A A]
3= kiproc katekAnpdunoer abtov(mn mm)S WolEol= JdAS 717
O, LXX AHF- A3} 7:102] W82 A7 A8t 7:11a9k AR H A = AL
E AL ot LXX A e 7789 ¢ 7]l &t kA2 AR o8l
of| Al T Zlo] ofy e} mlefol] Fojtha Bt 22 ml ol thslof
Al FAABE 51L& Qb2 9] Abgro] ofygh= F37HA] & 4= ). o] 2
gk A A YA volrt, gsle] Althe k21 At} o lar )F2&

3 71bsk 1ad Aole] 148 AT & glkn 80, WYL kel L8 ALLA
ABe By o)7)o} BE ATE Fal /1 UAH 147]719F 147] LU E feiFo] A
o] T-oF A7 B72] th5A (multiplicity) ¥ 573 (flexibility) = &1 5 9}911, A4
o} B OoRE Adste] ToF 47 BE A Sristel doleuo] 28 TFESATHA
RE, “rhaet LR ABLAH 2B BEugA 44 DEAS S8 FA G, f4
A5 2pole] HIE FHoR”, T4 AEA ) 43 [2018], 184-208).
9) Al 21:16° HL3 UéEHﬂ -2t
10) P. Kyle McCarter, 2 Samuel, 191. W7 2] (Steven L. Mckenzie)2] =2 = 43} 7:1b&= ©] 24
A TEE ol @ e Al 7:1bE A A EEo W Al Ad2gHA A
B Os dade 188 AAsNk AW B & ojedrE UIHEP. Kyle
McCarter)®] 574 WolE<l Heolth o] A& wE A a2 A7 A, 48t
7:108] FA2 AW71AJ] AR FHE F v Zﬂolﬁ‘r. WIbE, WA B o] R
o= 5938k Holth(Steven L. Mckenzie, “Why Didn’t David Build the Temple? The
History of A Biblical Tradition”, M. P. Graham, R. R. Marrs, and S. L. McKenzie, eds.,
Worship and the Hebrew Bible: Essays in Honor of John T. Willis [Sheffield: Sheftield
Academic Press, 1999], 212; Steven L. Mckenzie, “The Typology of the Davidic Covenant”, J.
Andrew Dearman and M. Patrick Graham, eds., The Land that I Will Show You: Essays on the
History and Archaeology of the Ancient Near East in Honour of J. Maxwell Miller [Sheftield:
Sheffield Academic Press, 2001], 173-174).



OSlo Al S22 ko z AAS AL F AUY Aol ds] TAS
A ASHA AT A2 b2 Y] At A& F A7 RS A S T U
A bt g 19] ofFo] "t o] X Y th§l2 Qb2 o] Abgho] ofj gt B
A DY 5:3-49F i 17:12] BEI o] -8 A "o} 7]
A7 A S B volrt A 7o) A o] gle Aol Hal /b2 o] Abgr
(a man of rest) o] A& A& 4 Joha Eo 1)
ShA| 9k o] 2 gk a4 A -2 MT A3} 7:1b0 A5E ‘Thslo] k2
< THEOMT A3t 71y Bde FAAR] £ 02 X 5-3 A} =24
S 2 Ao o= iAot g ] Ax7F it 17:100 4 MT AL
3t 7:1boll A ‘Thslo] b S FRTBMT st 7:1y= = =40
2 A EA ofHHA It 17:128] A E(Vorlage)> d & fl=A Yol
AZrE] B Q= JAN ol FHE 4 glok. g 1783 AR A s 73
L FY A S GFEA T $-8l= MT AFF-A s 742] 4] =45 o] 33}
71 98 G 1773 v Este] oks £ vlas)] BRe WS 93
71 B MT A3 7:1be GA3] B& ol 1SS AAsta Ao
3t 7785 ¢oloF gtk MT A3t 7:1b9] dA BES I 2 wolsd
o, MT AHFA3} 7:1beF 118 9] -&o] Ad 114 BAE o] 9A 2 A
A71? o] A E A8t A8l -2l AA AHF-Ls) 7:5-60 AwH U
AA2E T8 e o solo] B 4y B 32} gkt

3. CISlo] &2 MAl= ol 5ot} of Bote

D
o

XS Chslel M

AHF- 8L 7:5b-7-8 THSl o] AR Sl EHoH @7t AR ol
AN $-e U7 g flste A e Al v det 7:5b):
AEo] =g WA A E 87} 12 o] E—ﬂoﬂﬂ oA e+
A diEs ZIvsks Ae dAXA FAER] 7= 7HA AL 91l A, =2t
3 37 YA AMShE o2 AFSETHD) o R A 19 AE Tol7) WAL
e, WItE = olF A FEld FAA AU P (a2 olsfsta,

11) Sara Japhet, I & II Chronicles: A Commentary (Louisville: Westminster/John Knox Press,
1993), 397.

12) O 17:4€ &) ofde “Ue 7t A J& AFsA Zepete B4 Asio=
a7l

13) Wilhelm Gesenius, Gesenius’ Hebrew Grammar (Mineola: Dover Publications, 2006), §150d. 2]
BAF i <o) 224 of i A 5HE 7he-8] Shbol 7 7 BREI (S 7:7b) ol = AT,



ntaet 28 APFESH 7:1-170 LIEH CFI9] b4 = HOf| tiet = 2te| of%
/

BAA A F o] o EA n7k AAF o] ATk AIQkRhTh 14 o] & ¢] 7]
LXX9] A3 AR THel rardv érdinon). A AL A d o o EAL a7}
AAF QT Bopw <7} o wgi=sbely M e 4 gl 1k o
E9te] AR 7% A% o) 57} g Bus] Selia o) stk o2
91w A7 7% U Thle) Aok W ooz A Aotk o
91 o] 2zt o] A S 7} shitel Al A AL x| ok wahA o
itk @ A 2o W dmske] 4L sde] AVt HR2E A4

ol AT 1:9)19 Thele] 4H A% AL Wol 5ol x| <] 24k
B ope} MT AHFds) 749 BES T wo] A o84 18 A5

o Eo}e] 43 AAL o v Ry,
5 9}k o @ o) vl o] A ThSle] Ak A Ak =71 wheF A A %o

=
7V FEEE 7HAL Ut AL LY FE o] U 5-Ee Abed 29
] g o AA U E A T A5k AR o ARALIA] IR %
S BRITEsE 7:7).08) AR AF] FEAL TSl A d= Aol of
Yl 59 . o597t Brlel WA R ojof s F2 o5t F
o] ol thsle] HYUS F HA o a o] wihollA B 3tA Bl th(4
3 7:11b). 2 B2 A AZol tigk A HA A ol fr= = AN
ot AN F=d Ao thal gslelA AH A& BEste] 24 AR
7t e AL R o] & a4 &= F " T19)

A A o T ofo] Wek(5-74) kol A Tthsle] A A=
Fo7P Azert 1| Fejo] AAE A=
ZRI7E? ob Y™ B epr) o] = g 3ol 3] 7] & st

1
fu
1
fu

14) P. Kyle McCarter, 2 Samuel, 227.

15) Steven L. Mckenzie, “Why Didn’t David Build the Temple?”, 214.

16) 8= Ast 782 A2 oA A T8l FxE Addsi A3 AHE@EFAE ARl
3 +dAE 7HAA S B E0a BUT(FAE T, A 13283 ol AP, T
AlE=35 6 [2006], 74).

17) %53, “2lstA gl ole] & 213k o)A A7, "Canon & Cultures 5 (2011), 205 3=,

18) F. M. Cross, Canaanite Myth and Hebrew Epic: Essays in the History of the Religion of Israel
(Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1973), 244.

19) ¥k AlE] 22(John Van Seters)& 43} 7:59] o] #&-& LA (accusation) = 3| A& 4= 1L, 1
o7t A A oA ol dFH oz 4 E & Ut 2ot B ok AE 2 A A
(anti-temple)©] A 2 TH(John Van Seters, In Search of History: Historiography in the Ancient
World and the Origins of Biblical History [New Haven; London: Yale University Press, 1983],
273-274).



thsio] HAE A%shE B0l F 71219 o] S 93 A ¥ AL FTH
3ol E A 7P gL o)Al §4 DA YEE e T
AASA AAY T3l At @ A2kl A7) ohiet 47

O:]EQV} /‘475 = A-3te ol E &g ig} } /‘47‘4 A<
Htifj al= ol fr & _I_Xé% FH(fixed house)= H3tA| F oAt ofno|t}. ok
= Al ofyth A58}

o
. 2
e
i)
=y
2
i
=)

o
é
_u
o
2
oX,
o
N
filo
gt
o §9-

C @ 2ol A4HoE AT 3
74 gy= 7}\ Aot & 5 ot o] ¢k & ol & U}E‘?ﬂ W

o

o
-
E
u?
ol
ol
~J
B
U
G
rlo
o
>,
kY
A,
-
il
|o
i
o
=c|>1=
et
+
X0,

9 7%“.4_ 0] O#EQH AN ArmA 0 Aus 72337
o} 2 AR *} 7:5b-7-& 2w e} ornEhE AR tE2H R Dol A
oz ole] YA A AAQ A Az A HA tsidA Foixd 2
(A8t 7:5b-7)ell A 9Bl =, gslo] ofl et A5yt F=AS 7HA oF &3
o] T9}o] AA Al AxEA ] Aut AutS bz T
ojA] thSlolAl F WA Fo A= T 8-16d0|t f-2l= FH
ANA FARA & TEolgte T o & & A A HA Fox =
of gt} UehS B3l FolA = A5t F A TBs B
ko] A WA W&l sb-78 A= 2] AEE HE-S A7) 8-l =
Ao el7t FEHAS 7HA L gSlA 28 E HE S E AAY dE
Behth23) WA F A B 1521 8-11a8 ol A o 5 o}7} thSlof| Al o] H]

20) Hans Wilhelm Hertzberg, I & I Samuel (Philadelphia: The Westminster Press, 1964), 285, 287.

21) A 13258 B8] WAIE LAsHEA Tlo] AeE AF AT 7] =3 F. M. Cross,
Canaanite Myth and Hebrew Epic, 244 32,

22) AZ2(F. M. Cross)= 413} 7:80] |22 Edo] 2t wekth(Ibid., 241. n. 96, 247).

23) AAHHAL U(E) & A&t o g A Thslo] A5 eteolA Eg& FE A7 E + AU
7 AEFT LXXE o #&0] obd £ (00)E AHEFTE 597t THslolAl =&
£ FdA el

St ot Al vp B A= o AF 7)Aol E &o] FEAS 7RI A SS A AL o] of
A71E0] A7 A9 s A 2E Al ﬂ%‘%&(Awid S. Kapelrud) 2} v}l =
E(M. Weinfeld)& 27 378 A58 S229 71B200A & Holl #3 o]opr]&= A& &
T3k Zlo] okt A A3 Bste] o590 ks A= Zlo] A w9 W&ol
O+ 7S F43TH(Arvid S. Kapelrud, “Temple Building: A Task for Gods and Kings”,
Orientalia 32 [1963], 61; M. Weinfeld, Deuteronomy and the Deuteronomic School [Oxford:
Clarendon Press, 1972], 248; Victor Hurowitz, / Have Built You an Exalted House: Temple
Building in Light of Mesopotamian and Northwest Semitic Writings [Sheffield: Sheffield
Academic Press, 1992], 165 %), 712 R == 974 343 5-9%42] dAlo] E& FJHZ= A

A
L

=

-



ntaet 28 APFESH 7:1-170 LIEH CFI9] b4 = HOf| tiet = 2te| of%
/ olEgY 1

HA PP A& L7NFTh o]o] F HA Lo 287} Al &tE & B
11bA o]t} 116 o A “o] 2=U(3]| B ¥ q)he Tl & AHE-3H] 7]
o] 5 9}7F thsloll Al A5k A& ekt o8-S FA AT king-elect) =
2 57} TSlo Al Lttt o obr) TSl S flsle] o8l F-& A4
L SoR(AFSE 7:11b). 11b-1642 TS F, & oFsl &hxol ik &S
gt oSl o] yeh(atst 7:16)% ol et TSl o9 T 9] et
BA7F G438 A AS BT (AES) 7:13). 12" ol ol gk of5 S
AF gt o] 7hd 24 Aol sk A3 1328 ol|wt At tf$lo] ofd
osle] obF, 17 &9k o] 5 A% He A5 Aol th(4st 7:132).24
A, oSl AL 712 S Far Qe 18298 o= A Ao thEk AFo] A
R, Tl HE FH A o7 AFIohAts} 7:25, 26, 27, 29).

AHFA3E7:1329] W80 A=tk gli=tfol] whe} B29] ofu| 7t bt
4 AREDEE 7:1327F §lE A Fole oSl A2 A3 Bide]
yoh AFFAS 7:13a7F s AL 7:8-16 2] A W&
=7 ABHA & oyl Fxo vl et AT oSl &
g Z2 =53 Faw ma)o] Foh260 AR AEE 7:159] dFH A

&40l a1 tpslo] Fxo] FAI A7} Ak AMF-A3)E 7:13a7F §le Ab

3t 74 a8 Y J, S ol G2 A2

Y,
e Qo 2 o

¥

=

St @A MT AHF-L3) 7:8-16 V& AA| & o
g = 2| gotof & xRt AHFAS) 7:5b-7 B

=0 I3 2 ARRAE 773 13- A= o] &ufut
(irony) 0.2 BRIt} 3tA 9 FEAHS 71 J 5 ol7F WA osle] & A3

2 dugo] BaetA A, &
AR AT, E2E] 72
Kapelrud, “Temple Building”, 61).

24) oz otef ko] AFH THE 7 8:27; A 132:8; A} 66:1°] AT A 132:82 o Z9}2]
Ao HAE THHOR 2SI, G4 8277 AL 66:1-2 AFFEY 07 A& F L AT
oko] kA A7} B = ok Bt SRR R 8o A SR EL 59 o]Fo] Y& X
S AL Rl

25) Leonhard Rost, The Succession to the Throne of David (Sheftield: Almond, 1982), 42.

26) Leonhard Rost, Succession to the Throne of David, 42. 138y nna-2 A 113 (A 2:35; 3
11:38), =<3 H (A3 25:28) 52 Al M1&] &7t o} T A7, <Ak e ojr & 7}
2 ymxa2 oSl el Al AFB-E TH(AHE 13:14; 25:28; AF3E 7:16; & 13:22). AH 2:3500 A1 ax
< AARAA AHGEJA T, e 7160 = o] THE ol AR E T IR EE AARI A
oA A 4o I8 A= 71UstA A2 E H(David Toshio Tsumura, The First
Book of Samuel [Grand Rapids: Eerdmans, 2007], 170).

& 9%l Az o7t 7| B3t Af =8 Aol U4l of
WES A A5 Aol AT FA3THArvId S.



14 "dEA=ZHT, 46 (2020. 4.), 7-26

& 7heul shbel thse] obEol of Eote] P Hojok 2 B
1S) TAANAE TS JAk T U A$ & WoAE
8 7:137} A0 2 QUs) AR A3t 74 AA)

rlr

(r %o

N
oA

A
it
ol 2
N o
o - om
N 1 HIIO
t
e

>
>
_1

12,

o

ol

\1

ox

I o

5=

e

r

>

>

Sl

L 1

o

rlr

L.l

N

A

—{ r

o

ﬁ

[{lher)

=

gi-

B

&2

2 ox rfr
2
R
ol
(it
o

_i'
2 N,

MT AP 3} 739] Zubie] A3 e o S9hrt 93
of FEjEA 9 omete] AAE sFstA=T el t't Aol A v
1324 2 ol M o397} ofye} o 5 ote] ol F= AR A, o &9}
AAH AH7L o2} o] .9}0] o] B2 918 H & BT AL A 7:13
of 27 == & o aeke] A& A A ZAM 9| ol op e} 5ot o
_?,]6};90;1%-1740] vlA T & 4 )28 AR s 738 R o]
FAo® fmste g, sl F 1 F L A3 Al 3l
AFRAS 7 AR Thglo] o okl Mol AL A g At
Stk MT AR A3 742 OslelA 24 Afr) 9}@%
the th3le] HE o 119 obEo] el mste] 1 e AL
Wsh 74 BEL T UE HATH oﬂuo;mu
%3 c10] AA) o) Fol AFHA &k 17k A
)5} 743 P8 B2 Jid 173 % of o}—;—
A= AA 200 sl ZekA| St
& Aol A 27 AAE LA
3-4; Aoi A 22:8-9; 28:3-2 A T oko] &
s} 74 AA (B F, o

3} 5 ;5.}’ Qﬂ;lEH/\l- 22;<L 28AS o &
o7 11 FH #Ao] vt
;5.}; Qﬂ;lEH/\l- 22;<L- 287¢~‘4— @-Q
4o R2belc 29714 5 o

g ftlo o€ o rlr
tlo _© au
ol ¥ 9 ¢
_IX°,‘L' -\1 m{
2,

-~

(ol
i o i) a2
off
ol
o XN

S

k3
o
VRSP ST )

ORI
o ft
g

oy
ox M

ou$>

[e]

BN oA

o

4 12
O

N
U
2

o
mand

O o O o W & B W
tlo §L 4o d
X

N
=

i)
O i do @ o
N

>

(]
—= ol
-
N
ot

(r o
foi
o o
L
)
nl[o
ﬁ

[0}
o
;
o
(o]
i)
rot
Ru/e)
s
>
41:

)
O
)

%2

+
©
>

o
Lo
X
X
N
rit
e
kot

o rir > N
rr
__\-,1_?

e

o
N

™

i)

o
2 AN
2
Kl Lo
N
N
filo
i)
QL
rlr
>,\I

)

-

12
dg
N
~ 0%
(9]

3

)
o
o,
o
r
N
>,O
o
3O

T
1
2
-
oX,
=
o
R
o
Py
Lo
N
N
&
rr

27) 8|2 =¥ 7 (Hans Wilhelm Hertzberg)= 43} 7:13a £&9] & 34 72 vg @A ol
43ttt 3l E-oh(Hans Wilhelm Hertzberg, I & 11 Samuel, 287).

28) 7Y =9 = (William M. Schniedewind)+<= AF3} 7:1325 A &) T & THEL o 5 9lo] 2
AZAN AF ZrEAL] AR 3] GAH O ZEA GAH R AFgdtta F430
(William M. Schniedewind, Society and The Promise to David, 33).



jm]

tagt 22 AAFYSEH 7:1-170] LIEHE Chol kA It & HOof| CHet = 2fo] of%
/

o =
[\e)

SO o TLof o

AN

wr N
=
B o
ox,
=
A
A
)
1o
)
N
o
rr
&
v

[‘-?Eoﬁfl
o 0N

g OF

A
— K

o rlr
(9,]

S M
2
v
2
filo
)
filo
4y
2%
rr
2
Jo
Lo
N M o v

e e

o
ro oﬂ
_[lN oL
o
o
2
X
Ir
fuj
o,
’r'a
1>
* 3
N oM
2
o
r K2

tlo =
fz
o> &
ui
o
oy

- T
[N
o0
o
o I
a2
Rl e
_‘\12
>°Eoﬂ

o Sk
K

m Uy
é-l
&Y
o
(0]
ol
2
N,
2
2
Mr
to
(o]

ox N

o o
Ay

} 28:3

o X ol o O

X
o [
o

>

>

o

o2 A7)

D71 57 Aoia 224 28T = 2] thglo] A A
StA T, 11 AA AR FORIAE FAH o2 et
5% God 22 28" olE W

>
ol
—d
e
off
oL
ol

A
[o
A
ui
koo
e, 1l

i

—|~
—d
e -
off
oL
-3

> &2
£
ies
oo
N

2 Z XN o
H
B o

X oy
e o

( r_m
rlo
s
fol
o
lo
i
N
_>|’]_',
Lo
ox,
=

rir o
P
rr
P
o
R
[o

o 2
Moy £
(e z

2
o
= o
=2
2

}op
o
IS
i)
iy
L
>

e

~

o B
o p»
I
rr
Mo
>
40
ne
_O'L
\l
(o]
a
E)L
1o
>
=
=]
i
1
=3
o
o
N

Ao O|RO{Zl AIHES Hat=Tl?

2ol A AHF-A3EE 7:5-73 8-16 ol 247t AFH 59}
A ET MT A3} 7:109] 2or|& Ao E&
TABE 7:1bsk o 7 Sl 1ad o] oW E %
A7 e disl th2 § 715 A A SFALAL et AHE-A A A A= MT Ab
7:1b0l &5 FH o] FARE AHESte] Qb4 o] TSl A oW Foi
Po} @b, ol g AAISHA] Wm KX Kol A St Tillas v H o

—o
AC)
rr
]
lo
> o

S
12
o]

40 & ol
Bl a2 et wo oy
olr
(%]

=
el

-

29) Z&](Brian E. Kelly)© T/ 22:8; 28:3¢ 55+ A AR S & A2 /) 18-20%-S 7}
2713, ol ME wol T ALt 2180 AFH Bsle] A B AT TS
. thsle] 918 Bol TR, A AL B 2 5o of 7t ok AR ThE F A9
M2 o2 AL ste itk = o 22800 o] Ao s e AHe AL &
G o] ol R, A ojw o] JAo] ol HHL NS F gl Ao 44
< T2t} Brian E. Kelly, “David’s Disqualification in 1 Chronicles 22.8: A Response to Piet
B. Dirksen”, JSOT 80 (1998), 59.
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30) Diana Edelman, King Saul in the Historiography of Judah (Sheffield: Sheffield Academic
Press, 1991), 44, 47-48, 94 & 3 Z3}2}.

30) WA AE 4877, 110 AFE BHSTPEE FAE S FARE YIY wol =
AFH NS ZF=2IH(AH 13:14; 25:30). John Van Seters, In Search of History, 276.

32) Wl 3t o 23823 o] gAY AAT =& Fxdeh (2P, «sl o] ‘u4
Z1E2(r) el tht Ald”, 7L =D 34 [2014), 289 293; o] A, “EA} A% o]
H-& 27 OCH‘LE B3 AR A S} 5:2812] WM AQE, T PEAT 43 [2018], 87-90). ©]
TAE WIEE ‘G AsAZ ol ire ‘FA R °l 3 gl A, “EAF Al
ol &2V AFE BT AR} 5:2381e] M AQF, 90.).

33) €7](Bruce K. Waltke)9} 2 F (M. O’Connor)= T HFE.2] H] T AL ZA| = vpA| gt
<4 g9 24 9t Ek(Bruce K. Waltke and M. O’Connor, An Introduction to
Biblical Hebrew Syntax [Winona Lake: Eisenbrauns, 1990], 520); Wilhelm Gesenius,
Gesenius’ Hebrew Grammar, §112 pp-tt 33, 29| &A= 2] Asl 7:9b-11a0] A=
H FAE HHE Asts tiEAd =2 W ol(D. F. Murray)©|tH(D. F. Murray,
Divine Prerogative and Royal Pretension, 180-181).
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oA EET A &S AL DITHP. Kyle McCarter, 2 Samuel, 202). WIFE = AXE
(Gelston) 2] YA 4&3THP. Kyle McCarter, 2 Samuel, 203). A2=E-2 vlaF-& A2 & %+
&= ETHA. Gelston, “A Note on Il Samuel 7:10”, ZAW 84 [1972], 93-94). 3} AWk W& o] =
1080 2718 FAbE 34 A3l olye} o] 2ehd WA i sto] AHEH AT B
A A A ATt obel, et HE S el AgHd 4R ol dokD. F.
Murray, “MOWM and the Future of Israel in 2 Samuel VII 107, ¥'T 40 [1990], 306). Omer
Sergi, “The Composition of Nathan’s Oracle to David (2 Samuel 7:1-17) as a Reflection of
Royal Judahite Ideology”, JBL 129 (2010), 277-278. 5= 59% #z3}e}. 443t 7:1000 AH-8-H
FALeE A H A dx(place, pipn)Ehe Tol= A% 71 A opn 88 3= B E2TKD. F. Murray,
“MQWM and the Future of Israel in 2 Samuel VII 107, 310, 312, 313). FUEYJ =+ o] 9t=
g 3 A o] Aojd o2 o] g th(William M. Schniedewind, Society and
The Promise to David, 36-37).
281 7:10c0) AHEE F A0 vER ALY RS A0 S8 A4S BAFSH] fld ]
S P = ARGk ok
36) FTHEAZE 18HHFE S <o iS’Jrﬂ YE st F& Aargy Ay ioes <t
o] o5yt UE 9t F& A, Asoe 2 HET ¢ vk Bok(William M.
Schniedewind, Society and The Promise to David, 36). -8, B3 2(Alfred Ralphs)ﬂ ARk
LXX B2 “u|7} & {5t 1S AL Aot et TeiA e, F71 BES MT &
Z FABIA 27t 2 A4 Al FE& A& Aol AU KN, F. Marcos and J. R. Busto
Saiz, Biblia griega 1, 108; Alfred Ralphs, Septuaginta, 578; William M. Schniedewind, “Notes
and Observations. Textual Criticism and Theological Interpretation: The Pro-Temple Tendenz.
in the Greek Text of Samuel-Kings”, HTR 87 [1994], 110).
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37) FF-2H(David Toshio Tsumura):= A3} 7:9b-11aS5 Z 22| o] AT} FALSHA A ol o]u] 3Y
A AAER oJ3 gttt & o] HE-& 7lelA AR @ 3K(procedural discourse)Z £T}.
o] BEe Ax 5oyt thslF 19 FEofA FE oot vgfo] YEE o= A
2 S3F FE-o 3 3 Th(David Toshio Tsumura, “Tense and Aspect of Hebrew Verbs in 2
Samuel 7:8-16 - from the Point of View of Discourse Grammar”, V'T 60 [2010], 644, 645-646,
647-649, 650-651); Leonhard Rost, Succession to the Throne of David, 44-45; Hans Wilhelm
Hertzberg, I & II Samuel, 285; D. F. Murray, “MQOWM and the Future of Israel in 2 Samuel VII
107, 29 =

38) 4FSE 7:102 ThSle] ohule} o) sehal Wgo] 23 o) thge] MR Thole] 23] A
o A TRt B A& AR S WA ohE 5 Utk D. F. Murray, “MOWM and the Future of
Israel in 2 Samuel VII 107, 2982 3= 3s}e}.
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<FA| o>(Keywords)
oL, gk, Uk, 47, of4.
David, rest, Nathan, temple, promise.

(52 YA+ 202003 1€ 30, AAF DA 20201 22 219, AlA] 84 D21 202013 42 169Y)
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<Abstract>
David’s Rest and Yahweh’s Promise for the Two Houses

in MT 2 Samuel 7:1-17

Changyop Lee
(Anyang University)

2 Samuel 7:1 clearly states that David is the one who enjoys rest. Yahweh’s
Words given to David (2Sa 7:5b-7) emphasize Yahweh’s initiative in the
building project and the tabernacle as Yahweh’s temporary dwelling place in the
past. The author of MT Samuel irregularly uses waw copulative and waw
conversive in 8b-1la. The author’s rhetorical intent is only to use waw
conversive partly in 9a and 9b. He intends to introduce what Yahweh did to
David first, and then to Israel in the past. The author does not describe what
Yahweh did to David and Israel according to temporal order or logical result.
Therefore, MT 2 Samuel 7:1b and 11a do not seem to be in conflict with one
another nor speak of David’s present rest equally. MT 2 Samuel 7 clearly says
that rest is not given to David in the future, but has been given to David (2Sa
7:1, 11a). In contrast to the text of 1 Kings 5:3-4 that David is not a man of rest,
MT 2 Samuel 7 does not link David’s rest with the building of Jerusalem temple
as the precondition to be complied with.

Due to the presence of 2 Samuel 7:13a, the whole text of 2 Samuel 7 clearly
shows that it is not Yahweh’s intention to ban the temple building itself. 2
Samuel 7 does not search for the reason why David cannot build the Jerusalem
temple. The concern of 2 Samuel 7 is not to deal with the qualifications of the
temple builder, but to promise that Yahweh will build David’s house. 2 Samuel
7 clearly states that David is not the one who builds the house of Yahweh, but
rather tells that David’s son is to do so. The focus of 2 Samuel 7 is on the

construction of the house of David and the house of Yahweh respectively.



