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BIGEST 

T.hts tltes:is fo·cus-es, u;po·n King I)av'id as vie:w~d by the 

connne:nta 'tot·• Ra.s,lt i, .in his admmentar;y: to. I €1:J.r.enic-:les J : 1d9 

and I Chr-011ic,Ies 11.:1~29: 30.. Initially, tn Ch~:pter· One ,, 

we will. focuJ, 1 up~n the qaestion of the id.en ti tf of the 

Rashi who• .co:rnmerirt.ed ·upon· I Chronicles.* .By analysis, o.f 

·such variab.Les, as Wd.r:d usage, style of ~uotatio·n, and 

·00.nteti:t o-f . mate-rial, we ae,e, a$ ,othe·rs nave maintained,· 

that th·e au:th:or was ·.rto.t ,R_ahbi Solomon ben I-saao. N'E:!verthe-

1.es.s , Wit.h..in the_ commentary we. s .\3rtS".e. an inf.l.uenee. ·O.::f Sol0mon 

b:en Is·aac 'f'o,r• ,a, n:utnb.e.r of :iteasons.. OU,l" majori ,.canc-e.rn, 

however,. centers· upon R'asht. :• s . understand in~. o:t l<;:in_g ttavi'd 

as. r ef l.ec;te.a in hi~ c..0.)'ilil'!-e'ritfi\ey. 

Oha:J;>tecr-s ~o., Tfu;-e,e, and Foyr, r-es_pec ti vely, {l"e,,al . wi -th 

Ra.shi' s t:ierc,e,p,t'io·h o,f David a.s a miJ,.i t _a,cy· man, a husband 

and father; and a man who nad :c-e-f -tain delig}l,t$ and. dis'

pleaslire:s. Chapter Five will draw ·-t;ne eo-mposii;e pic·ture: 

of all o'f Rashi •:s . sigru.fic~n.t statements q11; David. It will 

al,.ao ~dd'ress the 9.:u,estion, W.J:ly is ftashi 's• u,r1d.,e.rs·tan.di.ng of 

Ki11g David differ.ant than ·th,e le-i~g. Dayid that emeFge,s out 

of'' the· 'S-amue,l/K'ings account? Finally-, Onapter Five touch.es 
< + ~ ,, .. 

*The rec-og_nition ·th~t S<i~9mon .ben Isaac .~~•040--1105) . . 
did not write the· .comme:nta.cy i:s well-documented.,- as, summar_iz:ed in Ch~ptel~ Oiie. . Th~s _:study attempts to iso~ate _ t'he~_ s;pt· he.aotii'.io 
reasons w.hy ~he ident-a. ty :of tJli; qomm:ent·a;cy. is _partly 
o.f SoJ.omon b:e·n Isaac! Se.e· 0,hap.t .e:r On~" 

ii 



upon a perception of David's personality by referring 

to some modern psychoanalytic mat erial. 

Tpe bibliographical rnat-erial at the end of the thesis 

is divided into chaptiar div·i.sions. Following the Biblio

graphy is a section containing excerpts from two early 

edi t'i'ons of the Chronicles oommentary and a selection from 

a recent edition of R:ashi's commentary to Chronicles. 
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CHAPTER ONE 

THE PRO,BLEM OF IDENTIFY.ING 'THE RASHI 

WHO COMMENTS ON THE BOOK OF I CHRONICLES 

The story has been told of Jose, who along with a 

c.QUJ)le of friend,s, diseuss1ed the '"true" ,Maimonides. Jose 

states, "There is I saac 's view of 'Moni~es'. Also , there 

is .Shlomo•:s vi.ew of 'Monides. • At last.,. you hav-e ·my 

'Monides' (Maimonides)!" It is possibl~ to derive from 

the story the realization tnat no one has the true per

ception of Maimonides·. As there are many views of Maimonides, 

so too, there are numerous percept-ions of King David • 

. David i!:> discussed in,. (1) Samuel .(,.and Kings), (2) the 

rabbinic commentaries to Samuel (and Kings), (J) I (and Il) 

Chronicles, and (4). the rabbinic ·o·ommentaries to I (and II) 

Chronicles. This thesis focuses upon the rabbinic view of 

King Dav:i.d, as ascertained .from the commentary to I Chroni

cles, l\nder the heading of ,"m"l ·• Thus, our cone ern is 

King Davidr the material through which we learn of him is 

Ra$hi • s comrnen~ry tp l Chronicles,. 

This chapter deals with the identity of the Rashi com

mentary. D.id Ra,s.hi , (1040-1105), the famous Biblical and 

Talmudic commentator, write our commentary?* The firs.t topic 

is a brief di,scms,sion 0£ the earli.e~t rnanuscrip.t 'S of Rashi •s 

*"Our commentary'' and "our commentator" refer to the ChI'o,ni
cles commentary and.the Chronic les c?mmen;ator und;r the_ 
head_ ine; of .,,na,-, which we encounter in a standard Rabbinic 
Bible (e.g. Shiloh ed ition, 1970). 
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commentary. The second concern is a study of a sample of 

th.e, print~d edit ions of· the commen't_ary. Thi.rd,ly, we will 

review the e:x:te-nsive secondary literature on the topic 

of the .author.ship, of the Rashi c·ommentary,. Fro.m the above. 

we will list the specific pieces of evidence as to why 

others bel.ie:ved th~ IIRa·shi" of the commentary to I dhronieles· 

was not pn~,, ll ;,o';,m 1l"'J, • 1 Finally, we will dis-

cuss a few of the more troublesome problems of trying to 

specify pr~~isely who might be the author of our commentary .. 

A solution to the prob_iems suggests that the commentary ls 

an ecl-ectic work, but, traces of a Bashi influence are 

apparent. Thus , while the author might in fact not have 

Rasbi ' s "presenc·e" is a pparept in various instances. 

Unfortunate1y, the Hebrew Union College Library does not 

contain a manuscript of any ·Rashi commentary to I Chronicl,es. 2 

From reading Liste des Manuscrits .des Commentaires Bibligues 

de R~schi by David Simon Blondhei~. it seems there were 

available in 19:32 only three manuscripts of a Rashi commentary 

to Ch.ronic,les. 3 The three ar!;? a 

18. .Cambridge , Univ~rsity Librery ••• Pseudo-Ras~hi 
s1,1r Chronique.s. Ecriture al.lemande de 134?'.4'· 

Florence , Biblj.oth~que laurentienne~ •• Hagiographes ... 
et Rasc)li ••• Calendrier -de 1414 .• 5 

Rostock,, Bibl_ioth~qu~ uni_versitair!• •• Le commentaire 
sur les Chroniques. n est pas celui du Pseudo
Rasc·hi , mai~ celui ,attribue- aux eleves de Saad.ia. 
Date de 1211 par une main _post~rieure .6 
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There might have been some doubt whether the Ros·tock 

manuscr-ipt wo·uld stil.l be extant, due to the destruction 

of the second World War in .Germany. In 19q5 the Rostock 

manuscript was in existance, according to one source. 7 

Below we wil1 find a ret:erence to a Munich manuseript. I 

could not locate a reference to such a manuscript that is 

described as having a commentary to Chronicles. We assume 

each of the ·manuscripts is available, but not in the u.s. 
The above mate.rial summarizes what manuscripts are available 

to study, 

The Hebrew· ,Union College Lib't'ary does possess three 

early printed editions of Rashi 's commenta_cy to Chronicles. 

Tlie earliest edition is an incunabulum of 1486 or 148,8 

whic,h contains, a ''_pseudo Rash.i ,.9 comm.entary to C'hrop:ieles. 

The incunabulum dii'fers somewhat from a later 1516-17 edition 

of Biblia Rabbinica, 10 corrected by an apostate, one Felix 

Praten1;;is, !he 151,6.- I'?'e.dition -differed- from the 1486-·i? 

edition in the .following in.s1;ances from I Chronicles 111-29. 

(See plates I - .VI.) 

Wh;a.t is more .significant- tha:n the' ,diff.erenoes, however, 

is the similarity between the one te~t and the other. To 

be sure, there are important differenees as are isolated 

above. From comparing the two works,. it is rema-rkabl.e that 

the Rashi co.mrnentary has a common origin, if only these two 

texts are compared. By and large, the one text agree.s with 

the other,. despite the, fact there ar.e chang.es. However, 

tlle maj'or change in the commentary was to appear some seven 

or eight ye~rs lat.er. 
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In 1524 or 1525 there appeared the Bamberg edition of 

the Bible in four volume.s. 11 The work was cerr~cted by the 

apostate, Jacob ben Hayyim. 12 The Rashi commentary to this 
• 

. edition is stritingly changed from the preyi'O'JS editions. 

The essence of the earlier commentary ascribed to Rashi is 

present in the Bornberg edition• of 1524-·25. However, there 

are marked chan,g.es. Either the commentary is from a work 

that parallels the earfier work·s, or it is a rewording and 

reworking of the editions of 1486-87 and 1516-17, ~o.st 

important is the similarity between the 1.524-25 commentary 

and the commentl:!.ry that we fj.nd in a current. Rabbini.e Bible, 

For example, in I Chronicles 111 the only differences be-

tween the two commentaries, ;I.524-25 and 1,97:0, are word 

changes, rather than phrase changes, The condJ-tion of the 

1524.-25 vo-lume did no·t ~116w for ,the book to be used for 

duplication purpos~s. Thus, in plates VI_II ' - -n: (Shiloh, 1970) 

the additions since 1524-25 are highlight·ed in yellow. 

Shilo.h 1 Israel, 19,ZO 

DIii 

c'"i :,}'I. (il) 
a,R 

n,.,.,::,.,r., 
;ii'J::JJ 

Other additions in Shiloh text 
are in parenthes.es and need 
not be noted. 

Bom:be.rg, V·enice, 1524-25 
T,llm 

n,,o,tt ,.,l) 
n .,.,l,7.> 

,,:i:iJ 
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Tne commentaries, of 1486 ... 81 and 1516-17, are nameless, 

do not ha,ve v-erses demarcated within the commentary its elf., 

and haVf# no chapter markings. In merely eight years, we 

see t'he _name of Rashi appears above the commentary of l.524-25. 

Also, verses within the ,conunentary a!'e more clearly differen

tiated one from the other. While tJ1e fi-rst -f'our chapters 

lack a chapter number, :from Chapter Five onward , we .see 

there are chapter numbers. In addition, the text is the 

first :one that appears with tlte divisio.r:i. be,tween _I atid II 

Chronicles. 

The 1524-25 ~dition, like the 1516-17 wor~, was corrected 

by an apostate. Thus, f6r example, in I Chronicles 1~1 the 

term (n·17T,D1 . □•"J:n::, ":"fl.1l7) q"1:n1 , :worshipers of idols and 

mag~cal signs,as found in the common 1970 Shiloh edition, 

is qot used, Rather, the more euphemistic expression, n1n,~, 

nations, is used in its pl13.ce, The influence of apostates 

could }:lave bee:r:i sigriif icant in the trahsmis·sion o:f the Ras hi 

commentary. Their influence, even though they were schola:rs, 

could have accounted for the change fro1n 1486 to 1524-25. 

it is well known that c~apter numbers· and such divisio:r:is 

were .a medieval influ~nc·e, s1.nce the Hebrew Bible was .first 

divided by book and parasha, not ch,~pter.. In fact., the 

division between I and II Chronicles as we find in the 1524-

25 edition is not charac,teri:sti'c 0£ a Hebrew Bible.13 In 

the '1524-25 edi tien, chapt:er numbers appear for I Chronicles 5 

through the eod of Ch~onicles. In addition, it is important 

to note that the 1524-25 edition is the first work to have 
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th.e Rashi ( ""111, ) inscription above the commentary, 

Previously, sucn an inscription was not w~itten above each 

page. From_ the evidence we have, we might assume t .hs 

commentary- was n.a.med ( ,,um,) in 1524-25·,. sipce it .i;::-eems 

not to hav.e a,ppeared earlier than that date. 14 

In sum, the J,~86- 87· edition underwent· Christia.1'1 censor

ship after it was written, a-side from whatever Christian 

influence might bav.e .gone· into the actual writing of the 

same Rashi commentary. The 1516-1.7 13ornberg edition was 

"corrected" by an apostate, Felix Pratensis . This adition 

of the Rashi commentary is very similar to the text of 

1486- 8?. 

Another text,"cor:rrected"by Jacob ben l{a,yyim, was the 

Bamberg e'dition of 1524-25, This last edition shows a 

majo-r chru,.ge in the Rashi comrnentacy, It was the first to 

formally name the commentary'Rashi: from what evidence we 

hav,e... .Also , the commentary. itself' was changed considerably. 

The essence of the content of the earlier editions seems 

to be within the commentary of 1524--25. This last edition 

added more comments. It is .strikingly similar to a "stand.ard" 

Rabbinic Bible of today. 15 A comparison of manuscripts 

and early .editions wou-ld be an interesting venture. For 

the _present, such an undertaking is beyond the scope of 

this ·thesis, alt-bough it may, result in a. study at a later 

date. 
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SECONDARY SOURCES 

We will not attempt to cover in detail all of the 

seoo':hdacy literature on the to.pie of the authorship of 

the Chronicles commentary. The approach to this problem 

will be first, to show wher-e the auth0rship of th:e (""mi) 

commentary was questioned originally. Next, we will re

view the literature op the aµ·th,Qn~hip of tlie, .commentary. 

from the most recent (1971) back to 1908-09. It appears 

the significant work on this subject was done in the early 

~art of the 20th century. We will summarize the major 

findings as to the theo.ries that have been put forwa.rd. 

We will then point out some or the troublesome aspects 

found in the commentary, The goal i~ to distinguish what 

comments might haV'e been due to the influence of i.-1.,.1, 

and w~at appears not to have been due to 

his influence. 

The question pertaining to the aµthorship of the Chroni

cles commentary seems t~ have arisen with the worksr of 

Leopold Zunz (1794-1886) and Joseph Weiss (1800-1881).16 

I .n separate works, the two noted the German :glosses of the 

Rashi text and concluded that the commentary was not 

Rashi 's. However, th~y did not of:fer a the_ory as to who 
17 probably wrote the commentary. We see that as early as 

the 19th 0 .entury there arose doubt as to the authenticity 

.of the Chronicles commentary• 

If we look at one of the most modern summaries of the 

situation we finds "Rashi commented on most, if not all, 
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the books o~ the Bible. The comments ascribed to him on 

Jnb, from 40125, on Ezra,Nehemia~, and Chronicles are not 

his., being different in scy.le and method of exeg.esi~ •. .,18 

Approximately twenty years earlier., the opinion was 

similar to that found in the statement quoted above. ''Rashi 

wrote commentaries on r-iearly all the books of the Bible. 

The exceptions are Ezra, Nehemiah, Chronic-lea and parts of 

Ezekiel and Job, where the notes ascribed to him are 

actually written by ot.bers • .,l9 

In the same year that the aforementioned quotation 

a~peared, 'Henry Ehglander statedi "The commentary on I 

and II Chronicles is definitely not R's (Rashi's)."20 

Such an opinion was somewhat more detailed ln 1940, 

when Englander wrote• 

''The c·ommentaey on Chronicles ·which is ascribed 
to Rashi is definitely not Rashi's. This is 
evident from the fact that there are not grammatical 
comments, such •as are fou.nd frequently :i;n Rashi • s 
commentaries. The style of the comments are clearly 
not Rashi's. Furthermore, Rashi himself is .cited 
in. the· :eom:mentary •0n II Chronicles 2.3: 14. ••21 

Engl'ande•r di~ supply: some reasons, why Rasni was ,not our 

commentator. However, he did not refer directly to the 

Chronicles commentary, other than the. one reference. It 

should be p'i>-inte.d out t ·hat a Ra.shi commentary that qµotes 

Rashi, may only mean that the particular verse, or section, 

or chapter, may not be Rashi's. Englander was not the 

only add.i tional sou.roe w})i_cp. gave a summary statement about 

the Chronicles commentary, 
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In t~:e Jewish Encai:e1op.edia ot' 1904 ,. we £ind eohf.;Lih'ting 

information ~n tl').e Rti.~•hi c•G)mme-nt~. s·t~g{n~.e~y enougp,~ th~ 

same author w~o:t:e the QO::l'l!'li~t:i~ opinions,. Ma-x -'Seligsohf) 

in c.otnmentin~ on ~a~hi w;ro1te the £ 011.ow.ing:: ;.At dlff.eren.t 

p,e-rio¢ls ot·her par-ts of t he Old 'll~tamezrt ,appeared with. hi-s 

( Rash:i ' :s ). e(nnm:entacy ••• The .Penta,t·euel)., t _he Five -S.crolls, 

Ezra, and. Chronicle$ (V:etrice., 1.517) ,•"22· tio"lhe·re in the 

a:rticl.e, fito.m Whieh t ll,,e -~oo.ve w:a.s taken, ts: lt m~ntioned 

t .hat Ra:Shi migh.t not h:~v-~ WI"i'tten the C@IJlITlefita,ry t .o 

Ch.l:'<:1.nicl-es. 

Th'e. satire S-eli:gsohh., howeve7:-, St-Q.ted. 1n a o-ot0ment abG\.lt 

Meir ben l ·saac o·f .Orl.earis·• "Meir and hi~ sQn Elea~-~r ar.e 

,qu·c1;:t.ed in the. c.omtnehtary t:o I Qhronioles .(XXTX;_.u)· wroz:ig:ly 

as:ct1ibe.,d tt> Rashi. "23" Els:e'.wh-ere. Se.ligsqhn again pointeQ 

out that Rashi did not w:ri te the eomme-nta:ry to I C~on_icle.s. 

With -re:re~e.nc·e t-0 Isaa.c ben .. Samuel df' ·N.a:rbotme-.~ Seligsohn 

wrt>te.s '·'He ( rsa~c. b·en:- s,-am:uel) is: quote.d ln, ~ .anonymous 

c-.c:n1tine:n:tacy to Ch:ronie.1:e.s .•. ·wr:i tten at Na,.rbomie o-e·fore· 1140,, 

.as having given the autho_r .:verbal eJ!,'.planaitio:ns of va:rlo1:1s 

v~rses-- ••• ••24 It might. vecy· we_li be_ that Seligsotm wrote. 

the· .article: ,on "R~sh,i;' bef'o.re .:ti.e wrot.e the ,othe~ tw.o articles, 

Pos.sibly. the. Ras:ni .ar.'tlcle 1cot,1lel\ nave be,en ed'ited without 

its .fiha-1. :form having b.'een ::re·:en, PY &eli,gso.nn. 

Our diseus.sio.n up to thiJ3 point· e~ b~ su-m.ll)ariz·.ed. ··ar;; 

t ·o .. J,.lows•• From th.e time .of Z,un.z th.ere, has 'be~1:1 do1;.tbt aei 't;io 

who w'rl~t·e t}:le QGmmenta~ to C-hronicdes. wh.ich is ase.ribed 

t · ·· For the·, ;i::>· · a·s· .-t six .d.eeadet3 Qr so-, it has been o-, Ra~-111 • . -
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~e_tte.ssa'cy, to :fepeat, th_e, op.inion that Rashi ,d'i(J hot write 

the o.ommentq_ey: to ChrpnleLes. The ,ev-ia.ence pr_esen:t;ed in. 

tlhr discus~ian se~Il\S to be ,only Wh'.a:.t Engl.ahder st-at.ed in 

1940. It is worth re~ea;:l;in.g ,_f.,~ it is; our ·,only evidence 

up to this p-oint c 

~,. there ,are ho-t grai:nma,tic.a.i Q,o-rnments s-uch as are 
f©'Uhci f't-_eciuentl-y in R:a~hi ' .s Gto-mmen.tarie$·. The 
style. of' the corrunen,'t~ ,are clear:Ly no-t Ra$hi • s. 
Further.more, Ras·.h.i llimE..'lei1' ,is 1::d,te·d in: th.,e coililnen-, 
tary o:n II Chr.o.nicles ZJ :14.25 

There are- 'fo-ur other wo,rks tl}a t need :be .di,s~µssed in 

Aivraham th~os-sman in his art'icl:e in the 
" ; • ; + ·-, + 

-~~:ycl.bpaedia Jtidai•ca, "~ashi I•· •. Bi:blio~ E.x~ge~i~. ,, ref·erred,: 

to, tw() au.t.ho.rs, Samuel Pb.znansk.i .and E. M. lli_psehue,.tz •. Fore· 

our- purpo.seef :w,e .. Sho u,la examine. their wr-i tings i -n their 

entir:ety .on th.e· su-bje.e.t . -o:f Ra.s.hi 's c-o'mrnentaz,,y ta Chronic_les. 

In 19.1.J Poz:nahski w:r.o·te a.bout Ras hi' s ·cmnmenta.ry to 

c:hroni:eles;. ?0z.i'lartski stated :five important. point,s:, 

•The- autho'r of the Chronicle's. co,tamenta.cy was not 
Rashi. 

Ras.hi did not c.Q-mme-nt ·an Ghronicles bec'au-se he. 
followed the ord:er.· o,f ' ,the· can.on and, th.ere.fore., 
-st0:pp·ed .sh'G>rt or Ez.ra., Ne-he,m-i.,,a-h,. a-n<;l C;hronic·les_. 

j .,, Others hav-e .written ·on the sti'.b,je·ct :-~h~ t Rash'i' 
d-id. no,t .w-rit·.e the c:ommentacy in qu.e.sttPn .. 

T,he- .autchor of the c.ottmtentary was Gei;~. 

F_ ren_·_•cn (Na. rbo,:r,me) irifluenc-e upon o.ur commentary The 
was 1-at,e· . ., 

l:}:e.low, is the teli;t, fo.llowed' by a tran-slat.ion from .Poznans,Jd•s 

work: 
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l1l'-Ol'J ;i~·u iiT .,1111:r,-, 1.l :l"'X i1"1:m3-1 W1Tl7'7 m, 'i.,!>il ":>(1) 
'7Jit ,N"liJ 'tJ01" ,,., 1on,~ i13i "l.l"".l1 ,m1"\"D ,,_,, 111m'7 

,~~ OY, ~~~ n~"lliJ ',11 ) .,,~,:, n,,o,~n ll"K ,,n,n:>1i1 
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It appeai-s he (Rashi) wrote his commentary to 
Scripture according to canonical order, and 
because o:r this, he did not f in.ish expla.ining 
the last books: Ezra, Nehemi~h. and Chronicles.Cl) 

(l)That the. commentary to Ezra and Nehemiah 
is no•t , Rashi ' s , can be seen fro,m the style Qf 
his language and his exegetical method. Geiger, 
sought to attribute it to Joseph Kara, but his• 
proofs are not we.11 founded ( see my edition of 
his. Collecte<l Essays., p. 18'0), That the: 
ccrmmentary to Chronicles is not Rashi's has be.en 
noted by HaY.fim Joseph David Azulai and others. 
Its (the t-ommentary's) author was, apparently 
from Germany, and (the commentacy) was transferred 
to Narbo.nne 'at a· later da:te, Various hypot}?.eses 
w·ere offered concerning its author, See· above, 
the Coll ected Essays, (Ibid,, n. 1), 

A year earlier, in 1912, E. M. Lipscheutz commented 

upon the authorship of Chronicles , Lipschuetz's theory 

wa.s that Rashi's commen.t .ary is not Rashi's at all, but 

that of Saadia's disciples. Whatever comments might have 

s't.emmed originally from. Rashi, said !.ipscheutz, trickeled 

down throug~ Rashi ' s students, and eventually were written 

d·own by Rabbi Jos.eph K~ra. Below is t .he· text· and transla-

tion• 



ilP'11'YJ:> .tl"i'::i"i] '"ll"r i:;17tJ .,,itii17l i1· ~.:,7 W"l'19 rlll1!7 ~"m"l 
il't .il "ivo 'i :i i"O'on l"!ltl ·~'l" p ~n•~il "'1l'T m1."19:lil . 

mtiai · ilT th ',.:1';, • (8). 0U""li1 r11iS'il~'J "n!li ?1 'Tl, ·O"lR jl't,1, 

'>i":ll '""lfli n.J '1[!)'>,13 R~Pll? ~:Pl'l i:ii, ,o·,:n, 'l7J,n illitl, 
•. ( 9) , ., 'l·" 1ll'7n 

Ras,hi made ~ . ~ommel')ta.w fQr al.i of Scripture., 
el<1c•ept for Ohronic.le~. I't a,_pp~~s that (the) 
Chronicleis c.omm-en"t$.Py ca~ frol!l .aroPng S·.aad-:i:a•s 
d fs-<? ip'! es·-~ Tn~~ _ (:Sa,a(li~./ wa;·s .a gr.a.at ,. man •who·. ,,~ 8 )· l 1 ved 1,n -the Ja{:md Qf Har in.as - ( Rl1, 1.neJ.a:nd ) "' 

'Fl,r fh'is} C·Olli~·entacy t.his nlaad.ia) us:ed JnU'Ch 
early material, and even lii.Elt~-rial. '(a~ early as) 
that which c·a~e :f':tom ;Rashi ''s• academy• through 
his stud.e.nts. ( 9) 

(S)T - ~ ~ ~ - 0 ~ d . It· ~ a , o:sa.i.,tl "'·• ~ ,,;,a. .n.n _ agai:n -· OW!lu 1. t 
s:o, in the Chtonicde.s 9omvierttary ·tha:t R. Saadia 's 
s tt.l.d en t-s1 ·expounded • And lo o'lt ~ t . Chr.onh;.1.es, l t 5 , 

l9)They :in:c.orpora.ted (the eomment'ary) there 
part.icu,larly from R. Joseph Kar.a• s. -e1omfuent.a_.riers ·. 

12 

L~pschu~tz ·' ·s the.ocy is interesting m tnat ,. ac-corditlg 

to Lips'cheuitz, saadia • S; ··i,nflt1ene:e wa.s a · .:major factor u;pon 

the Chronicles ,commentary. It su;gg·ests. the _p.osfi:ibili ty of' 

a "Saadia strand" w'ithin Qti.r c.omn,.entary·. The Ros-tock-· 

~rius¢ript., ea,rli,er ref'-erred t-o, re.pre·sent:s a sa:adia 
_: 1 ~ D h. . t ~t 28 w c9mmenta,ry to Chr.ouie e$. np" a ~as 1 CQmmen a ... ;;,. · _ e 

do -.not ktfow t .he text Li1:>sc-bi..ietz ha:d at hi;;, aoce·ss, o.r any 

rqanus'cri:pt that might hav~ be~n availab1';?, , It is poss,.5,ble 

tba-t he was familiar with the Ro stock 111anus0.ri_pt, pr. a 
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tt-a.d.itien ,'whieh d . .e~lved ·itself' from su¢h a worka; F·rom 

t ·ne evi:dehQe we 0.9 hav,e, we s:ee that. the ~J;tronioles 

cornmetrt;.ary -a.ttr\bui;e!l t~ .Saadiia ap,pe.a:hs to be dj.f?erent 

t .han ou.~ own.. What w.a.s the inf Iu.e·nce of the Saad la 

c·orrunentaey ijl)Qi.l o~ri comm.eti'ta:ry? The question. )tesE¥nts 

a fS.'s~inating Pl"Q.bl~m~ At this time, the resouri?e; tne, 

conrmentacy att·tib~ted, to saadia, . .i,s not im·rh.ediately availa'ble. 

A co·mpariS-o:ti o:f 9ne. comme.ntar,y to the other, in i t '.se1f, 

would ent~iil a s-eparate· und.e~taJdng. ·The irrfluence of 

Raehl upon t½\e co·rwi:ientary of chro;&icles is our pretent· 

conee:rn ... 

The •writings o.f Y. Apto:wt.tzer- ~d J. -,N, ·E.Pste.in we:re, 

not r ,efe:crerl to in the bibliographies. at the end ·of the 

artictes studie:a.,. whic?h se:ems t .o :show the artic·les ef 

the.Se, two authors are not well khbwn. ·In 19,'.<;).8, V. Apto

w.it·z-er ·wro.te in French. on the ·su•bj:eet ef the autnot- o:f 

the comment.ary to Chronic.I-es, 29 AJ?towitzer's art.iele 

can be .-summariz.ed :a-s follows, o.n the bas,is or one ref er,etoe 

to the <lh,ronic-les· ccHnmentacy· foutui in 

by k"lm, , Ap-tow.it-z.er co.nciude.d • (,1) The. d~t-e .of the 

commentary ·to. Chronicles is tle $econd ,half of the, twel.fth 

eent\irY.., not the t'i·rs_t half o.f ·the same.. It would b& wron_g 

to cd:nc•lude, as o"thers erron-et)usly hav,e. done•, tha,t. t .he. 

date o,f the c:omme.ntary is• that o-f ·~ eo,nteI,11,p:l':frary, or th,e 

o;pposi te, tha-t: t:tte elate of a eonte,~por.aey i:s tba.t "o,f :the· 

;comme~tary. )o (2) The aµthor of ·ol:lr ({ommenta.1;-y wa.~ bench. 

T·he Ke.brew in the. c-oz:nm~n.t-acy ref'l,et,e'd a :h,a tlve .French 
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speaker and, acc6roing to Aptowitzer, the German glosses 

cO'ul:d have been written by a German speaking French man 

(or woman). The German glosses coul.d either be primitive 

forms, or they could be later additions from the hands of 

German oopyi~ts and redactors ,J'l (J) 'iI'he ~commentary- to 

Chronicles did not come to us in a primitive form.,, but in: 

different adaptations."32 ffWhat we know of the first 

editions and of ,the rrranuscripts 'p-ermi ts· us to recognize 

that this ~dition is separated from lat-er editions and 

from manuscripts; and the manuscripts are different from 

(other manu,ercri:pts) an<;l from late.r editions. 1133 (4) Rashl 's 

commentary tQ I Ctironicles 12,18 is found in Rashi's com

mentary to I Samuel 2aJO, as well. (However, the similarity 

may be due to :the. fact that the e~planation is so natural, 

that others could have come to the sa~e conclusion.)34 

In short, .Aptowitzer cohcludeda the Rashi commentary 

(he did not specify which one) origin~ted ,in the s·econd 

half of the 'twelfth c-ehtury. There are dif:ferences between 

the various Rashi commentaries. In one less than convincing 

citatien and parallel, the explanation of Rashi is the 

same in Chronicles as in Samuel. The author of our commentary 

was French. ln fact, was 0ur commentator French? 

one ,year later, in 1909., in the s.ame journal, another 

aut.hor gave his opinion on the authorship of the conunentary 

to chronioles.35 J.-N. Eps·t-ein d·emonstrated that the 

author was not French, but German. The author of the Rashi 

commentary, according to Epsteini was none other than the 
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,twelfth centucy G,er-man: hasid, Samuel ben 'Kalonymous He Has id 

of Speyer. 36 Epstein worked with a Munic,h manu,script, • 

dated 124J.37 This author could not find the mention of 

this Munic'h manuscript in Blondheim, or elsewhere, that 

would contain Ras}},,;i ' s e(;)lnm,enta:ry to Chronicles. For now, 

we must set aside the ,problem 0£ the man4script with whic}i. 

Epstein worked.. 

'Eps·teih 'based his conc'lu~ion on six factors. The first 

wa,s the menti@n of the names of' people in the commentary, 

teac,hers, students, and relatives. Next there were place 

names that gave Epstein some data to work WLth. Third, 

the .(}ellman glosses, according to Epstein, should have been 

mo:re readtly spoken by G,ermans, ·than by French men. and W()men. 

The us e of German b;rought up Epstein's fo,urth point. ,Germans , 

not French men and women, would have written the elegies, as 

are found in II Chronicles. The f 'it'th factor was the spe

cific re·f'erence t .o tr,a.vel,. The last c·ons,ideration was the 

comm~ntator's dual concern !or ·a rational, simple met~od 

as well as a care for the mysticala gematria and notarikon. 

For Epst•ein, eaoh point led him clos,er to the belie1' that 

our aut:09.r wa.s Samuel. ben l\alonym.ous. 

It seems a bit peeu1iar that other ~utho_rs have not 

accepted, rej.ected, nor for that matter, even mentioned 

A:ptowitzer•s study ,and Epst·ein's ~esponse and theo.ry. What 

immediately concerns us is, conside•ring al:l the above men

tioned secondary sources, and the commentary itself, what, 

if any, was Rashi;s influence upon our commentary? 
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As pointed out earlier, Aptowitzer was well aware of 

the fact tnat there a.re. many commen.ta.;rie.s. As· a res.ult~ 

it is possible there are strands of many different authors 

to o.ur ~ommentarys e .• ~. Rasn.i, Saadi'a , Menahem ben Helbo. 
• • 

Joseph Kara, apostates, printers, editors, redactors, 

c.o,py-ist,s , ~tc. 

Epstein quoted Geiger as follows, "Our commentary is 

imp_regnated with the ·spirit of Rashi and R. Joseph Kara. ,,JS 

Is there some fl_esh that might go along w.i th this "s_piri t 

of Rashi?1
' What can we isolate, specific'ally, that might 

show an influence- of Rashi in our ,rommentacy? 

This author's thesis is that ours is a stratified 

commentary and one which has an :i-nfluenoe of 

pn3" • This theory differs from others, such as Max 

Schlo,essinger,. who,se w.o-rds should sound familiar at t ;nis 

points "This (Rashi's) commentary ••• extends over the 

whole Bible. with the exception of Chronicles, Ezra-Nehemiah ..... 39 

Aptowitzer already pointed out one detail that might 

have shown Rashi's influence in the Chronicles commentary. 

As we learned abov:e, Aptowit,zer point.ed out .Raahi 's comment, 

to I Chronicles 12118 was directly parallel to Rashi •·s 
~o . statement to I Sa:muel 2 rJO, The :c-0mmenta:cy t .o which 

Aptowitzer referred, might have been that of the edition 

from Basle. bf 1618', of which be had aece-ss, but this 

author did not. Neverthele-ss, the Shiloh edition of the 

Rabbinic Bible of 1970 used by this auth~r does not contain 
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the para.llel staten:i,ent of Rashi to I Chronicles 12,18. 

In :fa·ct, there is not s,uch comment ~y ~ash.i tp the Chronicles 

vers~ whatsoever. However, there is a parallel between 

the Samuel and Chronicles commentaries that we note in 

C}:lapt.~r Two, mges 50-51. Th'ere is a parallel of Eglah/Mic-hal 

between the Ras hi eomrnenta:cy to I Chronicles 15: z9· and, 

II Samuel 6:20. Sµch a parallel is rare between t~e two 

Rashi commentaries , 

Ep.stein' s . article conten~ed that -the. Chro.nicles com

mentary contains an emphasis of gematria, notarikon, and a 

dependence upon the sc~ool of German mystics.41 Later, 

Eps·tein stated that the commentator ;'bring.s to light the 

explanations that conform t0 the. common .sense. He poses 

rules for the simple meaning of the text."42 The latter 

quotatioh seems very much like Rashi, whereas the form~r 

does not. The two statements may not be mutually exclusive, 

b.ut it would appear on the surfaci!, that the ~u.thor. of one 

kind of commentary, would not be the author of the other. 

While our comm-entary contained a considerable amount of the 

midra:shic ·style, this author did not find ahy suggestion 

by our commentator that showed his c"oncern for the u,, and 

the ,,o J characteristic of a mystical interpretation. 

Our commentator was concerned with the t>m!l and the m"t"T • 

From the description of 'Samuel ben Kalony:mous He-~as.id 

1 d . J d. 4J . of Speyer as found in the En.eye :opae 1a u aica, nothing 

was stated about his concern for "explanations that conform 

to the common sense,"44 or "rules for the simple meaning of 
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We: le:at'll that Sanu:~el was- .a 111.y-sti-c. in\tolved 

in e·so·terie ·t~~ology. It might be mo.r~ ~ppr-opriate to 

cred'it ,R_ash.i, o~ a1tot'l:1er., wI th .a co·ncern ftfr·· th.e :"simpl~ 

inE!~ing of t.he,.. te~,t • 0 t ·han "t .o cired,i t Samuel oen ;Kalonymous 

witl'l the ;:;ame. 

If Sam.~el. ben lfa..:lo.n1m0us· was,. indeed:, , the, atl"t.hor 6f 

ou,t" comp1entary, it seems Sc:fm~wh'.a:t 1).ecl.llliar· that a r .ef.erenoe 

to Sa.tan would not have· beei, m;o,~·e: exc'i t ·e._dly ,e'inb.elLisned. "by. 

a niy,.st:ic w.i th tna;gical powe~~ and what n@v~ yoJ:l.. su·cn was 

not th~ oases 

,.,-r iiJ::i? n~.,~ i-r nw,li>m !j~•,.~ ~,,~':l.m-, '7~ 1"1ii illll',. (K.) 
·10 ';i ,i:u,, nJrr., ii-lJm ;i~,-~i'l 91r;,.:i i:?a:1~~111 ci.mD• 1-~::>Mn::i:i.. 

:·q,- ,,:i:i n:n o "Dllli1' 

'( I ·cn~orti~1.es• ·21-sl) And. Sa:tafi. ·s:t6od ag:a:inst . :Israel 
.even tHoug;h thts secti"on · d:oe:s, no.t gloril\y.: D'av:id, it 
W~s incl~iied h.e,re because, at the ena of tne. p'.ortion 
it is: stat~d 't·na-t he built t-ne .a:1ta·r, "•. ,an'd. the. 
Lord answered· him f'rom heaven." And th':ts is :for· 
n·~vfd '·s honoro . 

Aceord,ing to t)l.e af.6r-ementioned a~t-i:ele· o·n .Samu.el 

bel'.l ~alopymohs, "'h·e crom_peted again.st g:er:ttile JD.a;-gi.ctans' and 

us·eq. ;his powers to ·save- Jews f;rcnri thei~ oppres_so:r;-s •. "46 

Th,e Satan epj.-so~.e at'fo:rite~ a. belj,eye.r in. ma,g:ic a great 

opportupit,y ·for ex;p'1.oitation o.t tne text. T:he ·aut·heF• s 

cow:m;~nt is clever·, but did not involve the mag•ica.l., as we 

m.i,g~t have ~.xpe~-tea fnun a Samuel b·e~ &aloiymou·s.. The 

c·oIIU,ller,.t we l).av:e se-ems to be truer of what a.ne m£g}11; ~pec't 

from RasbJ, q, s·ta<te·rnert.t c·opQerned with the. 1;1111g, ,, th,an .. of 

what one m·i.ght expect from a . ~yst.ic conce-rne'd w.:ith. miraculous 

and ma:g'ical acts. 
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·In .our C•.ommentar, th.ere are a ~:umher o:f Iaaz.im 

( ft, reig:n pfrras ea) a.n.·d Frehc··h·· ·1 · g. O·Sse~. i'here are: at- least 

,,,r~g ,i:-ri>'i 1!> 

l"PHI·' 
'IIJ":'l::::i,., J 

·', ,_l7l 
ti)1'_J 1~i' 

lf'11 t> '!'j)R 

I O~refnic.les· 2 ,18' 
l OhJ;"on.i.c lesr lJ: 8 
;r. ·cnrer.1:ie:les 1,8, 7 
~ ·Q&ron~~ l .es·· 22 : J 
I. Chr-onicl.e.s , .-2-9,,: 'i 
I Ohr.dnicles 29,: 11 

The number of Fre,n~h g1-osses a·nd Laa~3:m ~1Iight iea~ on·e.. to 

.. c.onclude tha:-e the commentary W~S, V{ri ;t'ten by Rashj,,. as, 

opposed to. Samuel ien Kal_o~yi,i.lous. A~ M'enahem Banitt - . 
po:icn~ed O\\l t, the .. Laazim:. might• "t.h;r:-.Qw. :l.igp.t on ••• ttte lltb-

centliry commentarie:s .of t.h:e Pseudo~Uer.s.ho.m, c>i' Mena.hem 
• 

ben lfe.lbo and ·o:f Jo.s ,el)h Kar.a: •. "lf? 
• 
This- ·a:uthor f 'ound one German gloss ·, w'h-ile Aptow1 tze.r 

and .Epstein tt.l'.ited ·mor.e thro.ugtrout all. the Chrbn:iele.s 

c6:rnineil tary. ,our- commentary· includes t:he e:xpres.sion,· 

, --·Brfiderschaft,'' ,a,r ''Fra·ternity-1." (I Chroni-

oles 251·9) 

T.he abundance 0--t· lia.a-zim com-pared to Ge,nnan e~p;r-es~i•ans 

might favor a: ·gr·e:ate'r Fr~c:h ;inflµ~,nce o,ve.r a G'ernr~n 

i!lf"l11enp~ upon. our commentavy. l{ow.e,~er, it is difficult 

to sa;y which is ·ear.li'eit'" •. Thµ.s,. t_lle date ,and na t.ional,i ty 

o··r a·utborsh_ip is, l'.e:ft open. 

I "t is well doe.umenite.d t.h.~t· ·Rasbi lql_~w of c~till@.tio~ 

signs. 48 There are a nu.ml:>er of· .re:.ferences in our colJ!lllentary 

that: refer to ~ong:s, psa;I.tries ·, poetry,:, singers and skilleq 
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accompaniment·. O~ commentator went into great detail in 

the explanation of the following verses1 I Chronicles 1Jr8, 

15:1-8; 19. 20, 21, 22. The musical and liturgical notation 

might have been Just as close to RashL's conce.ml ;for 

cantillation and music as it might have been a.kin to 

Samue-1 's concerJ'.). for r:nystioism. Epstein stated· -that Samuel 

ben K-alonymous knew cantillation signs.49 Regardless, the 

comm.ents on the topic ·o_f music and =the aesthetic could 

have come frotn either Rashi or Samu.el ben Kalonymous. 

In Chapter Two the.re is a possible re:f ereno-e to a 

polemic by our- commentator ag~inst .a pQssi.ble Christian 

charge, Rashi would se:em to have been more ade·pt at 

res,Pondin_g · t .o such a charge than .Samuel be11 Ka,I.pnymou.s 

since the latter was used to competing "against gentile 

magi·cians and (he) used his powers. t .o save Jews :from thei;

oppressors." Regarding christological interpre:ta tions, 

one wri te·r ·wrot.et 

He (Rashi), also <Usputed the chris.telog·ical inter-
pretations of biblical pasaages ••• a course· also 50 adopted by- his pupils in Germanr in their exegesis. 

If such a polemic is involved, as will be discussed later, 

.Rashi seems ·to pe the likely orig-1;~tor. 

EJ)stein pointed out that Samuel ben Kalonymous would 

be the· type to c-o.mI11.ent on •a supe~luous 01;' 

of a name.51 What should be pointed out, however, is that 

Rash 1., too, was cono·erned with a superfluous spelling. as 

found in his comment to Numbers 6123.52 
The conceni for a 
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p,ec1Jliar spelling ceuld v·e:r:y ,weli hav::e b,een due to Ra.Shi• s 

J.~,tl uenc,~ •: 

1.n his a:rt:iele,, "ft;ashi as ~ (}.raIIllll.8.~ian".,, Menan,e:m· :Zevi 
• 

~dd@.ri state.d that "seatte-.red t· h h "" · ( h' • ) ~O'l);g OU .Ir hlS .aas l.. $ 

c ·oll)tn.e.ntar-ie~· are' marty' .remark;s ¢n. o .deletion o1' parts of 

the ,senten. ce·. ,,.:SJ Th"'t · t~ 1 · t · . ·a. · par• 1ou a·r grcfmin,a ical concern 

mo ·ti va t .ed .ou;r (:Ol!llJte:nta tor to wri te·s 

'itt' ''7i1.1,D 1':7:inb il"hin "lbT?:> .1.;:il!Jl:>73'1 '7i11:,t ~lt ',l\l~D il"ill.ti ,.,. ) 
.. l111:n l ,'l,,,l',, ,i1?i•,li)r,1 · i1',"-W'? 7.!1.~P.D pmo ';,1t 7;,m~D1 7,n~ 

: l :::>.t11T.1~ l:JWtlD1' '7.i:JR ?k 7i11UJ 'tr~'?bc "n'n;im J.:,.- -,,: "11(1 1 'IJ,J.•;l~ 

(I C,};l;rq•nfci~$ l?:6} .I have• g.one· .f:t:-om te-nt to tent 
and .f .r-..o.m· tab.ern:acl'e tha:t is -to say' I w.ent from ' 
_t ,eJJ:t to ten.t an& f '?JQm tabe~acle ·to- tabe•rnacie, 
from _ ~.ilg~l. ~.Q ,$)1J1qh ~q f'rom; S.h,Uoh _ 'c() ['iob' 
and f I'Ql.lJ. Np b· t<;> Q,ibeon_, Ev~A t})01.,tg)'l l j0:u~~yed 
from t,ent tc0 t -ent a,nd :from tabe,.r:naele tQ 
-ta:bemael~ • . ~, ( ·:that is w.h,er~ I wa.s go.1.I)g). 

c(?ul.d very well ha:v;e be:en the

J..nf lµ,~nc e 't)ehil'\d. tb,e a·bove'.~entie~ed ,fe,rs.e. 

T.,her,e is. o-ne fu,rther point that ts· an i,ntene-sting 

at:rp·ect to g,u,r oommentacy t .o Ch:ronicles. There. 'are· thre.e 

co-1JU11ent,s ,- an vineyard!::!, I Chroni.cles 27•2.7, 2,8,1.;_ and 

l9 :6.. Wba.t. i~ s.ignifi~ant is that th.e- .firs·t is c_al-l.ed 

:fo.r, J!PWeve.r, the other two ar-e. not. W.e know that Ra~hi 

(lwne.d a vi'neyard' a.nd w~rlted in. one. What d'o w.e 1Plow of 

Samu.el ben KalonyJJ.10U,$i? "Not-hing, -is kno.wn of his J,.if'e, and. 

very few of his ;w~i tings•: hav·e survived •·1154 Epstein in }\j,:s 

~rt-ic.le ~o'inted out qu_ite convincing.J.y ·that Sam1,1el. .ben 

K. l~ ., · · t I"i' :ir_·_.·e,:i,y:·. -did tra;ve'l to Jiarbontle an¢ a Qouple a. 'O·nyrn.o.us mo-s, ~ ::i. 

(;)the.r tbwns· in Francei. •·Therefor~, the 'aforementioned. 
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ce11'llne,ht: s h,auld, ~ot be. taken t.oo s_eribusly ! Ne-ver,the:less, 

di.ct Samu .. e:l be~ Xal6n1rn.0u~ operat,e ·a vineyard? Are :the 

ClJmrn,ehts on vin·erartl:s: a.bl~· to oe att'ri'Qu•t .ed t .o an.-yone but 

Rasrhi ,or to a dis·ci.P· le o.f' Ras-h·1.· who- \,,":"~.-·" . .,,.b·ou. t · · '-""" ~ •-,. " w v.-lineyas.:us? 

Th.e qu-estionl$: ~e.ma.i'.n ,o,peh. It is· c1i1riQ.U~ that .sueh 

co:mme,nt·s 'do ap-pear, and t,}ley $&em t-o ~ugg.~st :Bas.hi ~s 

i:n:fl-uenc e. 

('I. Chronicle:s 27:27) And over the Vineyards .. to 
hoe and. to P:rllJ.l'.lE! 'the vin,eyaro·s • . 

n,·.,n ni,·l1!$ inn • o:1J1:i;j.lQ1 '711, 

over w,hat was in the vineya.rd!S: (f·or :bbe. wine 
c,ellars). T)1a t •is t c.ell~·s Jrt . w;in•e'9 

~37 ""'lo'', ·1•"ZlTil;llD '1,J'11k -. 7'i'1;>; ·iUP,J1 m1,:i.1 7:1 ~:'11111 
• • • ilJPllil 'I ,□ .,n .,,_,i'T -,1> i o 7 1J~:>i1 ':i;p i 171.J'il• n i '."lt1.t.t 

( I ·Chr.oriic.les· ·2s, J..) and the s-tewar<ris. over· ali 
t .he s·ubst.anc;e and poss·e•ss.io:n of tne King ar:e 
t .l:l.ose tna:t }1.e men~io-ns a 1Jov·e who are· in c ha:rge 
o.f . tl:le- trea~uries0 ·o_f 'the King• ''t:tl:13 vi11eyards, 
oliy:e grove$., ·ati~ ca0ttle •. , ,, .. 

7371 7~Dn J'!ll":lR lf'llU ... , ,w ·o.:n • 171-lil n:Y~'tb , .•tm1, 
ft"·Sl'7"fl.) I: 1 l 1 177.)n ~)J'"r:>:UD 

( I Ohron_iclea 29.: 6 J w-i th the. ·ruLers· of the Kthg • s 
wo.!'k and. · this -even applies to :thos,e o.fficers who 
· ::ru.p'e.rvis ed, a,gricul tura1 ·wo·rk ,·9f tJte• Kin~. . And 
this conoe-r11s thos.e who were in Qharg~ o.f the 
v:tn~ya;l'ds ·.0£' th~ Kin~, etc .• , as ls meritio:ned 
abpve. 

Ou,~ e:ommentacy· seems t ,o tQuc,h upon e;x:e~et:ic.al,· ,gra:m,

.mat.1c·al ,• .mus.'i,c;al., polemical,. ·:and- hi.st·ori.cal elements 

·that just, mig'~t s·uggest that r1n?:t" 1:i i1t1.,m 1.l"l:'l 

-in:f'lue-nc·ed ()Jlr p.ommentaey. Wba:t ,we have tod·.ay is a 



CJi>,.mrneint.ary ·much l,ike an. art,ichoke:, if iou wi:ll .fca~give 

the image • lf' w.e stFip awaJ the. leave·~,; tne va.ri~us 

iaye:rs. 01':i Saad.i~._ :Mena,.h~m 't>en He:ibo ,,. Joseph ·Ka,ra; •. ·• 
e©·pyists, and re.da.otors,. f ·to., we; ju:s1t mlght .f ·ind a.. 

heart--er at leas.t ~a portion--e.f Ras·hi ht ,our e·oli'imen·tary. 

ou·r ··eommen't•aey appears to be. stratit''1ed srin~~ it ha,s under

gqn..,,e c•Qnsi.d·erable. c_ha:n~~s~ See.i:i:ig tl,lat our ~ommen:tacy 

has taa:l:iy layers·, it i's. difficult to o.Iseount tbe· ~a~t that 

Rashi ·eontribut·ed so·me~hlng. 1ne, abpve tries to. lso'J.at~· 

tne· ~1zec1fic 'Ways in w·nich we .c10uld s~ppott the theory 

tha.t. :'Ras.hi mad·e hi'S. eont.ributi.on-. 

Be.f'QI"e we Le.ave th.e s·u:t:rjec.t• o:£ Rashi;, and turn te ,, 

Da,v.i9-, it is: ·w.o_r.th no·tlng a problem which idoe.s ndt d.ire-ctly 

CQl\cero tne. aut.l:m:rship of the 0.hroni.ele,s commentary •. 

·Ratb~r., tlte pro~lem re,ltittes t .o tbe m.~t·e1'.'ta.i ,(lUoted by 

Rashi. 

We £ind in. the. Encyclopa:edia Juiiiaica th:e i'ollowing, 

tSta"'1ement qy :Avra.haJn Orqs,$tnail: 

In. His (Rashl •s·) commentary on t'he Proph~ts ang 
the Hag~.9grap,n,a; be ,ma(le u·s~ Q.f' 'lla.rgum Jona.th~, 
and' eveh qt;t0'tes Ta.rgum S-peni on ·Etrth;er but ~P~Par~flt],y 
cl.id not know the f .a.1,:estini~rt Tar~u'm .on t~e P.epta
teuch nor the ']argurn on the· Hag1,ogr.apha. · ) 

On -t4:e s1.1bject of Ras.hi 's ·qse. Q.1. the Ta.Dgum,: Engl~nde·r 

offered' tb,e fol·l owi1'g summary ef Ra..s}:l;i., • $ U$e, ·o,f the Ta'rg:µm. 
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In I Chronicles Rashi a.j\d quote t1:te· :Targum. 

")!3:0 IP,·i'i' "l.l "J,tlf, m • i'>1:Sil $7--i 'l;;').jNll .,w,n 'I ( ].~·) 
•. .,:,··ub tt-ri,"i·p tni"l:n 

( I C'l'it'onic.:1.es ,2 r,?: 33) ,And Hushal the ,Arc.bite was 
he Kin ,s: cauns.elor his b'est man. Kiriath

Se:p.her· '. ,Jos:faia:· 15: 15, 16); is i:-endered. in the 
Targum. as ·,=>'lK'i in"il? . (Targum .Onkelos for Joshua 
15il5, 16). • 

'l'h.e ref''erene·e: was ·to the Ta:rgum Onfelc.H; of J'oshua 15, 15, 16. 

which was; the .. o·~lY, qne :f'etU1d ~7 thi.s auth@r to the Targltm 

in I Chronloies... Al$o·, it was a . mor~lizing· :comment, .not 

as,s'o¢.iated. wit:h the su.o.fect, l3.~tc}i-pheba. n'h·e .s·t.atement 

r -e.fers t ·o. -arld Which d.e-fin,es !i.{>~i (,i Gre~.l{ wo,m.) • 

Jastrow def'ines -;,:,"l'N as a ••term of o:ffice. 1157 Ao·c-ording 

te Jastrow., · ou·r re-feret).¢·e i ,s -the· only men-t'i9ri o:£- ·the ~er,m:. 

In the 8th edi1rion of th,e tidaell and Sc·ott: Greek Lexicon,, 

• . h · . ....,,.. "SB Ph. .. the word is; del"ined as 'the •aut o~I. .,., :. · · · ;i.s p..assa:ge 

quotes .•a qta:,r-gumic ren4e~i~ and it a;ppeS:J?s that t~~· word 



25 

W:a·s de::t ... iv:eii from the Greek .. ,.an. gua•g.e... S . "' .. · t .1-ll more sa.~if'ican't_; 
was. a ref e.r.e-nc e to t½'.e Ta·· :w-g•,•m· th t · 

n "" . "' · .. a: · was r:e·lat·e.d ·to C:h:ron'icles., 
but indir~tly-. 

l"n one ref'epel".fee • I Chronicle$ ; : J , Ra1;3hi m.e.ntioned 

Mich:a,1 at the end o.f ·the eo:mment· 41'_ ·"'.• E·g·. 1-l'._·., . In 11- l , "'n a..£1 . · 8, para. · e 

c c>'m~ent, II Samuel 3 .: ~, Ras hi def ini, te.l;y eq u.~ te:q Miehal 

wit·h E.gl~h. 

( II Samuel J ;.5) Tb . • 1ah ~h.is. 'is 'Michal -who wa..s, 
· de.ar to him (David ·· . • • · · · ·· · 

the ''re.al-"' .Ra-sh'i c:rt· the s ·amuel comni'en'ta,ry, d,id not s~y 

hcrw he arrive:d -at, the co,nclus:ion that Michal and Eg,lah 

-w.ere one and the s.atne. :person. 

This author eQrttends . th.at it ·f.s; iikel~· that. -Rashi 

:re.m~i-v-ed this -infoirma t.i0:n fr:()'m the Ta:~gum a! the: Hagie

gm.pha, ba·S .. ed t1n the to:llo·w:.i~g pie~.es of' ·evi."denee. 

E. r. Na't 'hans ;wrote abou·t . Egl:ah1· 

( "hei:f ex"): Moth.er . of Ithr-e~.m.,, David•~ s:i~tl\ . 
son. ( I C'hron:icles III,(3) 'I ·The ·e;i:cpxe~si,on ''..:wite 
of David'', ( II Samuel . J s 5) pro paply mean$ the 
fav-orite wlf•e of Pav.id • .. A,.eeording to tri,e Tar.g~.un, .. 
Eglah is identic,af _with }itich~l• the daughter o.f 
Saul, and David's favorite :w;i:r,e.59 

The preblem .ts simpiy-= whlch Targ'tlm is referred to 

above? If we look at tbe Ta:rgµm O~eJ.os to II S~m'uel 

; ·: 5 we f .ind. no mei'it.ion tna t ·~lchal and Egia:h r~cf ~r t 'o 

the $ante p_ers.ol'.l. In tact, Targ1,2m On~elos doe:s net eq,uatce 



S?tm.u,e.l .1 

E~laJH II Samuel ,,s. 
Micha;lz i _Samuel. l4:,4,9i, 18·~20,. 4'1, .282 19:11,. 12

6 13, 17, 75--:-44,. 

II -S-amuea .3-tl.i, :14; ~-:_16_, 20, 21,: 2JJ. e1~2a·. 
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HGWf:eve,:-,. if w.e l:oo·k at the Tar~z.n -to C:h~Qn.ic,.le~' fer I 

Chr.Qn1¢les J:J we find that the T-argum eqv.Ate-s Mie:b,al with 

Egla,h.. 

The· f ift,}l · ( Wif'\.e) Sh'ephat.iah of A-bi t-ai •: the 
s'ix~~.- Ithreaur p_y Eglah ;tis, wife., tbi.S. re,f'er:s 
to MLchal, da.u,g_hter -o,f Sa'.u,1-. 

Thus-, ·ao.ove, in t .he s·ta·tem-~11-t: by iia:th~ps.,. he tpjght h~ve 

impJ.led Mio-hal an~ Egl~h ·w~re eq:\lated ·in th_e· .Tqr,guin to· 

,Chronicles. As pointe4 Qut ~arlie-r, ;pNi., 1.1 i':lnt,w n "•.l:'l 

sUpl)ose'dly, d.id not know t)'l~. Ta»gl,!m tQ 9hronieles •. Ou;r 

:t; ind mg $eems to imply t1').1;tt the.y were equated· ~ the targum to 

,enr6:nicles arid, that R,a.tlhi cou.ld· have known ~uch -a work. 

The,re abe .other sot:irces otner than the, Targum td 

C.hr·on1cles wn·lch Ras--ll.i eould ,n~ve il:sed in c•0m.rng u.p_ with 
+ ' - - -

the joint, identity of' Michal and Eglah. 1'u1.t_;i.s, Gtnzb.e·rg 

noted that th,e Rabbis equated Micha-1 and Egla,h, based Qn 

the .foll·ow$hg, e:videnc.e,,, 
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bf the above text_s, ~e l,mow -that Rasrlf:i, i-n h::is, .c,o-1nmell'tacy 

to the .Bible, quoted f:rom th.e 'Talmqd,, ·anq Bereshit· Rab~ah .. 

•Wb.at is curtous, h.owever, i~ tha,t R.a•shi d.:td not .$t.at·e 

that the rea$.'o.n ~glah and ~ichal pou).d l.>.e o.ne ~nd t~e 

,$ame w~s t:o l:)e, founq in $,anhedr-Jn 2'1.a. or .B'ereshit; aa'tib·i;µt_. 

In. Ra-~hi ·, s co.mme:n.tary to, r Ohron.icles l 1 1., for' ~xample • 

'ia:sbi :ac]Qtawle.4ged B~reshi t .R-a.bp:ah a.s a ·source., S1;.mila,rly:,, 

!Ja~hci .quoted B.eFt:rsh::i, t . Ra:bbatl tn I Clircinial.es :l? t14,. 

Likaw:i$·e, R;ashi point:ed out T~l1"tidic ~ure~s !or hia 

-Bib.1ical eo::mm~.ntacy ·( e._g: • .Y·eb. 6#- in his, coini'n.ertt b.n 

G~neils 25i21). }3:~s.hi q~c:itE!d Talmud Sotah in I Chronicles ., 

19:·l .6 and Baba ~et~ia in I Chronicles 28:1?~ We· even find, 

Rashi ac:knowledg-i~g the T~lmadic: sou.rce .in tti·e book of 

Samu.el i'ts.elf, tb.e very SGlirc•e of our v~rse in ·questia:n. 

Sanhedrin is. tn,e. ~<;>µre~ for Rashi •s., cr:>mrnent to II ·Samu~:l 

f R .. h·1•· o· i" t-inu his Mldras'hic and. More examples o ·.· as- · .· · · - ."Ii -" 

1ta_lm~d:ic a,ources· 'are· not rie:ces-s-ary. The qi,testl~n th~t 

remains i~.,, if Rashi formed h1.s -opinion aboti't 'Eglah and. 



Michal from the Midtash or Talmud, why didn•t he acknowledge 

·the sourc-e, -a•s n.e was accustomed to do? If Rashi f'ormu-

la ted hi_s opinion about the two w-omen from the 'l'argum to 

the Hagiographa, t.hen we need to stµ~y in further depth 

the influence of the Targum of the H~giographa upon the 

writings of pn:r, Tl i'ID',m 1l":i-,. 

As our co~entary consisted of many layers, so,too, 

our subject, David, was: made of ,.many parts". ·we now turn 

to the :Study of Kin~ David as reflected in ,our, :present 

eclectic commentary which we call "Rashi'·s." 



. 
1

,T~e comm~µ-~atot o-f -! Chronieies tb·rougho!it, this 
pa:per w;.11 not be te~meA 0 pseua.o-Rashi·11 or a si,milar· 
term,:. _unless ap_ot.her atti;J:10r \fs,.ia5, :tha t pnras~. T·hrO:ug·ir-
(l)Ut, m:U.,ess, $ta te.d otherwise, ''1tashi'" w-iil refer to .. the. 
aut.hor 0·£ the e:ommet}tary to Gh,tron[c·les, ·wnioh. bea.ra his 
:name. 

·2'keeordin,g to the Dir:ector of the Rare Book. Room 
of tne Heb.re~, 1Jnion College Library, Dr-. 1.0. teh-man, 
the. H. u!c·.:t. _has ho su©:h manuscript. · 

·3navTd S'imon B'lo.hdh~im, .L'iste de.s Man.us-cri ts d_es 
Comrnehta:-1:r,es bibliq1res, 'de Ras,c:hi. l,ibra,trie Li.psen,y.tz, 
.Paris, 1'9J2, pp. H>-11. 

+ • • .-

·4Ibid. , :pp. 10-11.. 

9Ibid., '.p. 12. 

6 Ibid., P• 4.J. 

. 1na:ns Striedl and ;Ern~t Roth., Ver-zelchnis del:' 
Otrientalischen. .Ha:ndsc.hrif''t,1~;n in Deut·s .c.hland. Fr-anz 
s,~_.e.iner· V-erlag GllfQ.}l,. Wi:esb.a<l.~n,. 1965·, p~r. 3~9,-)40 ~ 
·The. e.~mment:aey for the BQQks -of Chronicl~s steins ~.from· 
a. s'cti:0;01 .o.f .s~ad:ia &1~on and ·b~g;i.ns-«n.1,r.iit/:i1.t:m 1.n·,;, ,.,;, ·,:;i 

/D"D" .,,on o ,,, -~-,jn •.• ;,:110.n i17J•tti"R /.1rl1mi .::,~nm:>, «i 1'7...l i'lti·,,, 
~., i,11\j',. i11Dn~ ,,~-, ,,,.,, !ITU?( nm O"JR .b·tz,,,1, 1'1j,i1 lPOni, "1!:).0,l 
· · · ••• .];.;i.:ii':l:::i . • n.,m.,i,mn ;:,:i~n:i ·1"•'J, '1"'o.i1 

!n d:i.e-seJn bed-~u~~pgsvo·lle-n Kemmentar_ werden g.~nannt: 
~t:1, "!:l?R ,rr~,,'ll'Q (fol. -Z.14 v.. 2,15v. 21.ar (ind 22.0,r)', ,.,,~Dir.m a~,, 

(fol. 2.11fY. 2t6V-. 217.v u:nd ai:n· ~de d~r Hs .• s.o. )f. w,_,;·,ii' 11 ilii.-M 
(£01. -ZJjV z-we.ima..lo 214.FV dpe]Jhal., -2"1,-r zw·eimal, 215v • 
216"'. i17it un4 2.21r). Der arronyin.e . .Komttrentar wurde i~ 
wenige:n ~enipl-aren ediert v~n RA:F:A.E.L KIRCRHEIM,., P.eru~ 
~al d.i'b~e ·ha- jamim... Co·mmentar z:ur Ch1:onik :(aus dem 
.:x:,. J)id t _. ) zum ~rs.t ·eh .Male osg... fy.an~u';i;-t ·a. M. 1874, 
•\'-gI • WIDHELM l}A<JHER. Die· jttdiscl1,e. Bibel·e~eges:e; vqm 
A,ntang,.,; de~ z,ehn_teh b:is: zum End.a •. (te,~ f~:f,zenn~en Jab.'r
nund''e•rts in:. WINTER-WtlNs,CHE. ~1e Jfidi~che L1t_era,tur 
seit. A,'b$c_hlt1,;B .des Kano~~•. Bd • 2·. Trier 1892. S • 335 . 
,9pe~·: F.lt,;l_EDBER~. ~ ~~t eqe.d I,~• 499 •.. N.r,. _10'7: H. MAL1'~. 
Saadja (Gao.n. 1t1s Life an.d Wop-ks, Ph.1.l_ade.lp~-a 19,42, 
:s. 327,. 

Mal:t·er' s w·ords ar.e as folloW:!l :· i•ohronicle·s. No definite 
re.fe.repce , to . a we.rk oli Sa~di"~.• S 6n Jh3:s b~ok _is known,. 
Th,e qnly· ~videnee.· that supti ever ~xist.ed .is a~:ror-de~ by 
an ano.nysm9us Hebrew .Co,IT\meri~aI_'Y· edi te<i . by R. K1.rc_hhe1.m 
· · · (T1~"-i1 ;,,,,..:s,o ,,.,1J',;no ,mt., on.:,,?) D"D"i1 .,,l'T ~P giii!l 
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F~kfpr~ a/M·. ,. l674•)·, which ls supposed to have been 
wri:~ten 1.n the ~e1;th century bf. a pupil of Saadia. aJ'.ld to 
be 1.1: pa.rt Saad.1a s workr see-Kirc·hheim" s I_ntrodtuction, 
p. vi; L. Donath_, M!l•, I, nos& 21-24i s. Landau, 
Ans.icht~n de-s Talmu.ds, etc. Halle, 18'88, Pl'• 65 f-t. 
S~adia 1.s _mentioned by name several times (pp. 19, 27, J6, 
.!2J&); comp. Br.U.ll, Jahrbt1cher, II, 191 f'f.; Egers, HB., 
XIV, 124f. 1 Steinschneider. HB., XlV, 13.0s XVI, 90:--For 
a su-pp;osed quotat:-ion 10£ the Commentary of S-a.adia in a 
Geonic Responsum see Ginzberg, Geonica, II, 16, Poznanski, 
JQB.,; N.s. _, vol. ll (1~12-1913), p. 424. For details 
pertaining to this Comm~ntary anq its relations to Saaoia 
see the- recent work of L. Bardowicz, Die Abfassungszei t 
.der Barai ta der 32 Normen, Berlin, 1913; c9mp. ibidem, 
:p ..• 4J, n,. :;, abov·e, note 6a6; Aptowitzer, in A. Schwarz •s 
Pestschrift, Berlin, 191,7, pp., 121 ff,•• 

8Bible, HagioRrapha, Incunabulum, Hebrew. l':l:,aplea 
(with commentary) 1487-, Ms. notes expurgated by censor. 

9t1oses Marx, "Catalogue of the Hebrew Books Printed 
in the Fifteenth Centucy Now in. the Library of the Hebrew 
Union Colleg e, 11 in Studies in 13ibliography ·and Booklore, 
Vol, 1 Number l. June 1953, p. 29. 

1°-:Biblia Rabbinicas Hagiographa~. Eb. PR. Venice 
1516-17 • 

• ;JK"'t' "l "U l 1 "S!ol :ti 031 O!>."Tl 'Dil CP1 01,:,:mn Cl7 0":J ,n_::i ';l!>,0 
,,., ~ 31 ,,J-r,,,~ ,,,l~,~ o,~,, 7"1' ~lm:ti ~n!>, nHp, nlIDJ 

.~K"iilK?!>D ,~,.,1~1J ?tt"l"T 

It w~s- no!lr possible to duplic~.te any pages .from this 
volume, Theref'ore, the · flate.s do not contain a copy 
of the text. 

121 Broyde "Jacob ben Hayyim Ben Isaac Ibn 
Adonija~~~c.The Jewi:sh Encyclopedia, Vol, 7, 1904 - 1912, 
p. 32. 
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CHAPTER TWO 

PAV'ID'·S PR0FESSlON:A'..t Ll'FE 

J4 

(-Sourc:•es.a :Rasht ... 's , ot~:rrunentary to I Cti.ron'i.oles 11~4,. 14·1"8, 
'18,t J, ,. l .Ss 1'5~ lJ t io) 

. ' 
In I ·,c:b,:ro,n,3,.cle$, David •was110.ften v.ie.wed as "king o.ver 

fa_U ·) Israel!I "1 in I :Chronlcie-s; 11, 1-3 Dav'id b.ecam..e king 

9ver· Is~~l in ••~¢cor<,l.all;ce wftn th.e word of Yahweh by 

"S ' 1 " 2 . amue .• 1mniediately: suec,eed.i:n.g t _he stat.emen,t of D~v:id ;s; 

app,o,int.mept~ ;;)le; Chronioler ·described ,Oavici 's .capture of 

the .. fort.fess of Zi6h.J ··'t~u.a., b.y the· ~ifth ve.rs.e q·e~cr.i.bing 

Oa:v5,g, th.e, .Chrop.;i:cler· alr~dy b~g~. to t~ll of .na:vid •,;; 

m1'l_i taty •e~plofts. T,o. the C.nronioler .. , David ' .s lil•ili tacy 

e.X.p.lofts were •.of an. initial conc;e·rn.. ·In David'':s background 

( tbund mainly in samue1 and K-i~sl, :we mus·t rea.liz e, :we:re 

'1is "by-gone" .days as :head of a r .ol>b:er ban.d·, epi.sodes in 

wnlcl.l ht .demon·strated• 'to· otber.s· h<i.si fighttng . abil.i ty. 

Nor did Ras,n:,i ra.i');' •to ·comment, upon David's• military 

p.rowess •. 4 We, must adqre$s ~he ·q,uestion_1. Wm:i,t s pecifically 

Qid .Ra~h:t ·•say ·a:bo.ut Davi~ a,~ •a ,. ~ill t_a.ty. man? F'irst, Rasb.i 

viewed Dav'id a;.s one wiiliM .. and· :able to· fig.ht • 

. "'-' ,::ii:, "?Di1m:> nDM?O'; "T"i:> "1.,,:, •if~ ,l,1 ':r 11 ,., .,., ( i) 
.,,Mm. :-,z,." J ,,, nml71P nion'?Dii ',-:, 'nr·nu" 1"1Z>IP N.,.m .,~,m, 

i..,·0 7-,.:, -p? on'?.il? :Alt11 i'iili1. i1".t ',11tm '?m i ?TD n'.!13 
: i':U:Jn., 7:)., 

('I c.hroni.cles 1114) And D~vid and. all ~srael 
went. to · Jerusalem He (David wen~ immediately 
t o war when all Israel had. set him on t he 
t .h · · so that I srael would not say, 'all the · rone, · · a r s 1 wars that David' waged wer e ~ th7 ays o au .. 
(And thus) he (David) was victorious (due to) 



R~~hi '-s st~t·el!\ent in 11,4- emph,asi-Z'ed David •·s ·apparent 

wilJ.1ngp.ess to ·go to Qa tt1e. :With Dav l;d • s willingness 

to go to l;>at:tte, we mitght assume tbat David, ln. his anxie.ty" 

A..,np· arentiy 
.,t;f . ' 

the cas·e ·., . ., 
Dav,id ruled w1. tho.µ t ins·.tiiling f .ear intq 11,is .. sh;b.j.ects: 

1l?. n,J·n~· i1i• ,..,bm tr,am.;';;, 1n,1q,. on:i "ll.!ll.,, .c,,nm'7.g 1R1.,, ••• 
··11';, .ilO 1i.7.:iR ,::, pi·,::i,n 75? ii, 7:,-pa, ';,17 ;ll!llµTI .tf~l i '!l"J ,-,~ -~'7 

';,:, ',p 1?7.)5 nm'Q'JID.:J ?.:i~: pi,:1in ;';l'JJ -:f'n?• ,ii:n.> ·;m ·ut. ~.,:u, .k,nm 
17D iti-PtD ,~, X'71!1 _;y'"' n~ mp:i', a~nm:?sn ';,:, ,•n1 '\'R -;,~,.111., 

. H'Jil,'.''7l,I c"'1~1.·r., ,,:,, Ci'I ,um R?~ ',W!Ul"' l 

, ••• a_pd the Phili:stines, came and dwelt in them. 
( the cities·) f ·'Q.r those se;v-en, ·ye_ar.s that Dav-i!d 
ruled 0n1y· in ijebro~~ Th$y a.id not qbjeet , nor 
w.~re ·the;y su$p.ic'i_eus conce:tning (the. ,:f~ot) that 
David r~igned qv.e:r H~'!;>-ron. T:pey. sajd, What. 
hav:~ w~; 'bu.t a de;puty ·o~ off'icei, app-efnt·ed by 
Dav-id -over Hebron? Ho.w.ev.e.r · When he wa1S' ~irit.ed 
as :k-i:ng dve.r ail Israel, the Phi.lis.tihes went. 
up to c-onfront Da,vi'.ci, They did not wan,t David 
to· be king e•J"er 'Isl'!a.el, beo-aus:e, they (Philistines) 
desired to rule· over them.. · 

F·rom, Ra:shi • s c,omme:n.ts t Day.id. ruled in s'uch a . manner 

that 'he did ·not inst.ill tea:r in hts $'tfbjeet$, ,despite ,his 

rea.d:ine:s-s to involve hims~U, in battle. ..R-as}).i.'s third 

comment ,ahout Dav.id., wa.s ,that ~eo.au~1e David fou,nq himsel,i' 

in a tilil.i tary: si tuatiotl. he wa.f:? µi a posit.ion 'to tight. ·and 

kill his ene•mies. .t{a;shi wa~ saying that David was net· 

acting: out of maJ:icio.us·n,ess·, but merely dUt o'£ the exige,ncies 

· ~ ·· t· Ne, ... e· ~t-h.eless, we, ·as'sume David was responsi-O·f' -i,h.e 13i, tua 1,pn. ,Y J. · 

l;>le for h.is ;act.ions,: R.ashi br'iefly e:o.ii1I!ient1;p 
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i'.17Ji:,'tD:i ,m,iT ·ni:m::i • nno.n ;:,~ ii "l?D ~T.P'i~i1 · , , i"T ·:p, ( .)J 
:"T·n 0:it1 nnn;:i,1 

(l ©'l)ro~icles 18•·(3,) AnA Dav.id smqte }fada.rez.er 
King_ of. ZQbah b~ H_ a,m· •_a-t ·h. in ~a. - th 'th " 

,!_ : cIJra ·· • e're was a 
baittl-~ an.a -in Haliiatn h~ fDa'V'id) srn.~t-e t.hem. 

:Here aashi to.und no Feason ·tC> igngre th'e obvious i: 

_Dav id was· res;pt>nsi~le• :fer killing otbelfs. Su.~h was · nqt 

always· the c~se; h.owelll.e,r-. Just two, ver-s.es earl'ier 

'(I, Qnronic.les 18..-1), in •hi-s: .comment "And· after th..i,s • ••• Da:vid 

;Sm9 te, " Ras hi expoun~ed. u.p0.n :tne -,, this ,Y not upon the 

sm.i~irig. Ras}JJ offered. ·e~p:o.:si.tiQn$· ~bot.rt -th~ Te.m:ple, 

-Elijah, and Elisha.. Sign_i_fioa~tly·, Ra'Sh,i ~voided the 

obviou.s ,meanJng. of tne teJ.tt·,. na,mely :tha.t 'D.avid smote the 

PbiUs:tine,s _., !n. one instanc:e ,. ll.a_shi poi_n'.ted out that· :David 

w{ts re(il,pons,i ble r 9~ hi-s - ·ntil.i t~ry ac,tions, in a:riQ tlil.er., Ras hi 

~vo.ided e-oml)'leJit. It ,should b-e. empbas·ize1i tnat .in no pia;oe, 

·however, die!' ·'R~s.h .. i ven·ture to sa:y that ·David d.id ·rto't tak.e 

responsif:)ility :fo~· his military actions.5 

:lia.shi further reinforc,ed l>avi<l.'' a :s.~n:'!:le ot: r.espon$.i,

bili ty whe:i;i b.e di.fferent.i~te4 .t)av·id 's military- role :f'rom 

Jo~b's,. ,To· I Chronicles: l.8115, Ra~.hi ·wrote, 

'M"'li:'1 K:J~) 1iS7 f1-R~'7~ ,,,, 11111lilll .,,g";. ~M•J~if ',37 '1.:n J~1"n_ (1.0) 
. _· , ... ,..m··.,. -i1·m""•· ?P 1a1n i1i i;,j 1.i:fpn!'J,p ',:, on~:,~ 1c13:, ',s.,· JRP 

i1l?"Il ' --~ -·~ I • ,, - - - .- • ' - . 
'1"K111 11:3R,P R·?.!D: 1";3,-;:i ':>il c.,mD_ ,lt'.J3,il .,,:r, J~'P_1 _,iPO~ilm :,~, 

:itr, , 1 ioR~ '.P? o;on~.a ,-:n1 ',K+-i.111." Pn R., 1:i, .oit o.gwo-:il!7li' ,,-r, 
:k.il~il· ','g 

(I •chr.o·nie.Les. is,15) And Joa~ _· t~e .. s~n ~f Z,e:u;ah) 
- - · a- •~ t\.,e •army because _he DaN'.1.d restra.ined c,omman -eu ,:~. · - • ·, t· 'h th· - · ( n • d-•n • .- lf •rr·--0-·m· d.oing··. out ag~l.n. wi .. e army_. ll:Jav1 . • imse o · - ,. ) h (D -· d) :l d d - ~d d ·· t ;to go .himself t e . ·~vi . .P ace · . 

. ec.1 ·.e - rio . _ rm .- to fight ea,c,h cff ·his. batt·les. 
J:oa:)> c,'!er -1-c thfe .ath;,·Ys. _,,..e c·hanged. ·1.r~ (Da,vid), .exec,utea 
O.n .accQ•unv O . · ... ~l -



Rashi underscored Davi.(1' s, ac.countabtenes.s as . . a m:ili t .ary 

man. Joab was .David •:s appel'.lda,g,e, l:)~t t:tie r .espons'ib.ili:ty·, 

ea.id Rashi, res.·ted on 'Da~1ild, • s .~l).o.uld.eTs. '.Ev.en tho'ugh JQ'ab 

.was ••·on the. front line ... and D~vid: ,was 1♦::i,enind the scenes,'" 

nev"ertJie.less,, Rashi seemed to s~y that D~:vi4' .w~s a~countable 

for ,Jo.ab .-.s ac tlons• .• 

W•ith re~a:•rd to, hls m.ilita:·r,· explo·it's, David ·appear~d. 

as Qne, ''Yi'ho as.:sume:d L1a,bi1:i ty. F.or Ras:h.f. s·ueh was ne,t , ·the 

.c:ase nec,es·sarl'.ly :when ·vie.w:ing ::na:v'id a:'S. a .. religiou,s per'Sonage·. 

Ras,hi, ln I Chr.oni'cl:es lJ;·?~to, c.ommented abo0~t bavi_d •·s, 

lack of' res1ton'S''ibility.· .w.hen Uzz~ ~i.etl for ·touching t:he ark, 

U'z·za, noi; David',. was e.Q.lpabl.e. Despite what David dtd,. 

from Ra,shi.' s vi:ew:p,q-int., w~ ,see 'th~ t tfz_za :wae- kil.led du,e to 

UZiz~!s (riot ·:oav.id • s') wr:o:eyg(iQing rif ''put:ting forth'' his· 'ljand 

anti touching. the ark when he should not· have. done. s.ueh .• 

( . . · 1 s 13, 10.} ~ .(~od~ . ·smote JJirn! bec.~use· 
I Dhr ~nJJ.c, ,e • ,hand to ths ark ang,. 1 t is· w.r1. tt·en 

he put f'orth hlS ) .. . . ' . th ' f . 
in II sa:muel 6, 7, ''He (G·od : . sm?te· :p1:m, · e~~ .. or 
his et•ror·. 1" It is an e~pl,B.llation ,~onc.e::en1ng th.e 



In t'h:.is in;stance., a,ccord·ing tp Rash-.i .,, Ila.v:·:iq incurred h(:) 

guilt:-

38 

Ra<:laq failed to can-e.ut- with Ras·hi vi-s ... \--vi.s Davia• s 

excuipation.. Radaq sugg·este'!i· i_n his com:n_iep.t to 13: 1<)
6 

that .Uzza, did not $in becau~e he ,to\,lcl),ed th·e aik .(e.i". 

Ra~_ht l .. bu.-t t>e.!!ause ( 1;) Uzza ~a-s p9t ~ L~vjle and, (2) 

1 U:zz-a sh9u:1d· not have· pu-t· the ark on a wa~on. (David 'shoUld 

n~t li:ave allow.ea Uzz:a tro do sueli.•.) W;i th the abov·e two 

int?i1ihts, Radaq st_at t;td, tha,t Da:Yid err·ed 1.n the rnatte'r crf 

O.z:z a ',s d ea-th. Rashi assum~d, Uzza to lta.v.e oe·e.n g\lil ty a£ 

·causin@ his ewh death;, wltile :Radaq shii't~:d tne ~iJ:t upon 

David. 

Rash.i and Rada:q d'id not agree· on their views of 

Uav'id • s res_;psnsibility. F:rom what was ei ted -al>out David 

as :_a mili.t'a,ry· man, f(apl\i'. f'el t ·t-h~t D~v'io -was res,ptins.ible 

fQ.r n.:is ottrt- acti()na, ln the-.·above- e£>-isod:e a·bo-ut t :h·e: ark. 

·an ine.ident within. tb.e .relj.gio·u.a r .ea.im, Ra,shi ·'fe;J.,'t th~t 

Dai'ifid w.as no,t a,s respons''ibJ.e.. What Ra.sb.i ·seemed t .o be 

i'tn_pl.fin.~ w:a.s that as a profa-ssion:al l,llan, Pavia. had a 0:-lear 

-id.ea of his resporis.-ibi-11 t,y· as a prote~sional per~on. 'lie 

w:;ts" a.nsw.e:r.,:(ble in mili t :ary matters-, hu-t he did -not feel. 

accountable· when s--o-m·eone e._1;~ed. in one ~eligious matter. .• 

What were Rashi • s' ~om'm.ents about David as a pro..

f .ei::i-'si().n:al-? .In sum, :tta.si-Qi '.s comment-s Highlighted Dav:ia. ·• s 
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military characteristj.cs: hi$ willingness to fight·, hi_s 

ruling over subjects without instilling undue fear, his 

carrying out the duties o:f g;,:-uelsome battles if nec,essary, 

and his assuming responsibility in military situations. It 

is the las't matter of Dav id's pro.r-es sional res~qns.i bili ty, 

where Rashi appeared to be somewhat inconsistent. David 

iaid himself open to the contingencies Qi' h.is military 

life by assuming culpability, but not o:f his religious life. 

David appeared more apt to assume re'spons'ibili ty in the 

former case, than 'in the latter. Rashi seemed to be saying 

that David ol~arly knew the areas 'Where ·he wanted responsi,

bi.lity and where he did not. David's voluntary opposition 

to responsibility is even mo.re appat-.en,t ,at tim.e:s in the 

episodes with his family members. 



1J b . 
. . .8,,e•o M. Myeus, I Chronicles, The .Anchor BibLe, p. 19~~ . . . . . -
2 .. , 

I Cbr~n.icles 1,1 = 1;. 
3.t C,hr,~ni-cles Ll:5, 
4

.\~ith ~ef.ert;mce to David.'s· mlli'tary ppowe~"s. ,W$. would 
pr.e$~me tnat. Dav.id ts. 111ili~fy ara·e, .Joa~, would be· 0£ major 
qoneerr, t9• -~as-h:i. He.re wasr Jo.ab, Pav.Id ' :s competent,. loyal, 
rigJ,l t ·ti.and oft:ic er wh0 f .ell ,f r'b:m· Da,d,d ·' s gri~¢.e. Mo.st· p,f 
·1rasn,i. 's ~Qllllil8l'.lt$ •a:re. ,a;b'._eut' Joab'·s ahiliti.es, how:ever,. a,119-· 
'!'.lot, a..°Qcrut the rea$o.ns wh;y .ro'.a{b. lo·st favor in David• s: eyes .. 
·Tl;l,e: importal')t qu~~·t :iqn, l$·: \'lhy, acco.rdii:lg, to· Ras.hi, diGt 
,Joab 1,os,e ·es'te'em with. Da:vid? Thts question w:as not addressed 
by R'a:;3hJ, Joa,b w'iil b:e· ,m·e.ntcioned ih pass.'ing in c·hapter Five. 

'-As$.umlng resp~ns.ioility ·in t ,irne,s o,'f military 'cotifl'iet 
is not wi t:tiout mod~~ $.Lgnl;fi6~P,;¢e~ We can, unf.ortunat,el.y·•· 
poin..t out the· ·comment f •rom :A~U$,tin Stepl)ens'-,, The· D.·isp0s:s•essed,1 
u~~ -

" Lo.rd Mcxyt1e· was as sass in:a-ted by- the. ,J ew<is,t-1 Ir.gun--
it ·was said because he had resj:>onded, te :a'b.e.l · 
Brand's· effo,rts to .s_av,e a 1,000, OQO ,Je~s :!Fro,m 
the gas cha.mbe,rs· {by bar.gaining.- wi ti>. Eichmann) 
wi-th. ·:the co·nune.n:t, 'A tn11lion Jevrs? \IH:1er-e· shall 
I put th.em?' '" 

T:hi~ €1*8,.mple is ·no't ·to ·d·ra:w ,a p~ta:11~1, with DaY'!'d 1 ~ut 9nly 
t.o e~ha:s..fz.e th.~. i1~p0.rta:~c,·e .of assuming respons1.bili:ty in 
Rashi' s: day and in our own. 

6Due to th,~ fo.cus of· ~h:.is· s,u,dy, it ~,s nQt app.rop,riate 
to q,uote Radaq is:· ,sta:temertt in full i · only• h.s1s ccu:iclu.sion 
oon¢erns us. 



,CHA:P'r.ER THREE 

U.\iID "S FAiI'ILY LlFE 

In o~de.f to t(nde:rsta.nd. Da-vid as a .f'am,ily, man with 

res'·ponsibilitie•s,_ V{e :mus.t have ,an ov~rall e•onqep~i:on o:f 
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pis f~:mily. This·· -c};i~pt~.r f(l)CUS•es upG>n the following as_pe~:vts 

of Da,dd 's f~m11¥ rite, his ancestors-., th_e imm~d ia te fami,ly 

into :whi,eh he .. ·was bom.,. his• wivEJS ,, nj,.s sdns an~ daughter·. 

(S'our.ce ,, Ras;h.i t .o· I •Chronic lea 2t4) 

David.' ·.S ancestors are. d:rs~u.ssed. in I Ch~o&icles 2:J-4 .• 

There are two signif lc:ari:t factQ'rs in h,is anQe~try. Fir~·t, 

n:avid d,es_eJ~,n.d.ed f ro:m the,. l!lale, Jud~h., Judah had -t;;w.o w::ives • 

His f-1:rst wife was Ba.,th-S.'heba, t.he ve_fy name·,, ,of· D~vid 's: 

own wife., alld of: S,olo~on•'s mo-t;her, Second, the, mother 

f'igure f ,rom w,heilm Davld de$_c·et,ided wa-s, Tamar, Judah·'s seco,nd 

wif.e, T.a:ma,r wa-$ ~lso the name. of Oav.id•,s only ·daught:er'.1 

Tne f~crt that Bath ... S.he:ba was th~· name ot al} a:Q.c·es:t;qr o_:f 

Day1d, :ai well as the. name of nis c-~nt~I11p0Facy • was, npct a 

pr<:1b,lem_ f'.o.r any collimentato:r , includ,i.r)g Rashi . ~ In co'ittrast, 

regard,ing Tamar, :from. wham Dayid d:escended, Raslii _poiitted 

out tnat 1'-amar :was ·irt'V'.Qlved ip,, dis.gra,ceful situa:t'iOhs 



The. oomm:eh.t- ~.e.fers- to t-lte. 111.ici t ·un.ioq, o.f E~ and his w,i_.f:~ , 

~n(i t:ire. ·u:nf·t>rtunate ire:suJ. ting of1'is,pring,. i ~~ -r. 

It is Si_gnif1c~-t that the ab'o'V'e QO'mment wa:s one of·· 

,two· cpm.meli>.ts, f'·ouna:, by 't;l'\is: a~th.or; .in the ent·ire~ty. qf 

L Ghroni:cles where R,.as:bi cfi~,c.u~s:ed a .slartder.btis episo·de 

cf': Pavi.4 's fami.ly lif'e.. Most. atten ias'.hi lgno.red the dis

:t:astefu.l fact ·about Davia, as did 1;be C.hron,ic'l~s te.xt itself• 

In oi:te o,i;h~Nt c::ase3· Rashi. .a:d(;led wh;i't lie th.§>µght wi:+s the ,~.o.re 

trwe? st.QTY to·un¢t in t .he ·s.amu~.1 t ·e,.xt, Raahi.'s m-ept·lon ·Qt 

Tamar admitte·d ·to an abhorrent aErpect o.f David.·1 s lite. aas'bi 

did nQ't resolve tni~. matter (whi'ch is not cha.vacterlst.ic of 

R~shJl but he :did.' }1Q.ll,es-tly confro-nt the· trotrble.some problem. 

i .n IJa.yid'.s an.o~s·tcy. in ~.)lis inst,a.,nce.. In tact~. Ra.sh± •·s, 

c6nu,n~nt oontrast.e_d witn. his. own often-stated s.ent.t:m~nt t ·ha-t 

·<;nironicle•s was wri t .'ten "to glorify David. ,;4 R~s,hi ·s~@.1J1ed 

to lnfeE that Day-id did not i'.:tesc~nd froni a ~P.~'e stock .• " 

'Tb~,s,, Rashi adm1 tt~d to Dav.id,, a. mo·re human aspee-t.-.-a. c;lescent, 

f''i-om ane·e:s'to.rs who had we:aknes·s,es •,and failln@s •• 

David's Birt.h 

(So1.p;ce,~ i R~shi t :o I ,QhrQn,ieles 2,;-lj, IS, 16 and 19'111) 

David wa:s bo..rn into a fami~iy Ci 0.})Fonicle$ 8: 12-17) in 

which h~• WltS the y,:ounges·t ·~1' seven. brQ:the.rs., .Th~ Chroniciea 

t'$xt does not elabo,:rat:e upon the brothers thf!!mse·lves, no.r 

Davi{i 's relatHm.ship• to t .he~• Likew.is.e,,, R~sfli .did not comment 

abot;Jt the 'b1ro·thera., nori Dav:id ' s .contac•t ·w,ith them. 

lndireetly, how~v-~r. Rashi :did eommen.t upqn David's 

fili~tioh wit.h ·nis f~i;her,.~ To :t Ohronicl.EfS. 2cl.J. Rashi stated 

a.bout· David •s· fa.ther. Jes,s.e-t 
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f~ .c~'.t"~ni0:1e·s ··2:tl)) and. J'es-s ,e . bego•t . his r •ir.st horn 
(i.$ ·:,vr1tte.n }. ~lene, As it· j,._s• said.s (I'I ·C-hr0cnicl~s. 
13,,a J} 'wh;o were· migp.tY, men ( "f1t-m:,ie ) o:t · valo~r .~. • 

'l'o. I :C}l;r-on.icle:s· 2-sl,5 ·Rashi w:rwt-e about David, 
., ' ~ -

lt'.!tt.) , i'TrlP.'1. i1, '1lil 'T"tiJ:> ·'tl'gl.) -r11 ,.,, ;K~73 • 'l'lll1i'J -r·.~ ( to). 
::ii'J""'ik "P7lui.i ·:,in K~ ,~,~'}! n'~l'lD'il 

( I _ C:t1ronic.les '2 :'1,5) Davld the. seventh ,(son} (.is 
wr.1 ttenJ .ple-ne, ~l'.l ·acc:otir!.t. of David')~ h:onor~ 
Having .toung tbe pearl cn~vid) * be tnere:('o.re 
did. ndt coU:nt ~he e'ight:it {son to l:>'e) 'Elijah .• 

In both cases; ·the problem ls tbat '!;he t ext· ·s:p,ells· the 

ri:amEfs awkw~rdliV·.: Jes~e o.( "!!) is ,spe·lle~ ( ~!!{ ) in I C):1~~ielea 

2, 1.3. David ( "l'!J'"I'' ) is spelled .( ''T"1.'T·) ,in I Chroni:o·les 2: 15. 
' T •~ ~ 

Rash'i ·a.nswere.d th.e· quest.ion. why :fs' the. variant spell!~ of 

eaCh name. us'e,d, :rather -th.an: the. mo~e ·frequent t .orm? 

The aleph ~4,ded: to Je-.s~e·•s, n'a:m~ ls- -~ i:nat:r:-is lect.io.ne.s, 

an ,unneoes:sacy' ·atidi'tio.n:, Ra·shi. •··s proof· text inQlq,~e.d tlte 

term .( IQ"f ) , a; ywrd writt~n ;plene, as t:ri the spelling· of. 

.{ ·"'~"·f ) ~- Ra;sb;i,. t})ua:, showed t}1~t ,J~sse's name cQuld '6~· 

spetled ·plene. a,$ in otner Hecbrew wo:rid-s • . 

•' The spelling: o_if' Dav-id is plene, wh.ic.h is on ac.count 

~ D ~d • · h nor ~as· h -~· dis·Ce>;Un.t~d the 1:eg,end that EliJ.ah o,;i. . a:vi . ~ ... o · •. ·, tC\ .... 

was supposedly th~ ~tdun&'est ·sPn of Jess:e. Ras:h.i. tn•'!iS 

iionelud.e.d· th.at 'David·, not EliJa:h., was Jesse·•-s ygu.ng,est ·son •. 

Rashi used th,e ;;full Yad'•'' :as his. evidenee that the· fulle·r 

1. ,. f D ·•·d s· ho.· .wed Go"•s a.P_- proval of' Dav.id as t~e le.st spe -1:u,g o ·· · avi 

o,t Jesse'' ·a ·sons. 



., 
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The sp.e_l l ing: t:,£ i;lhe ham~s- i:f? impo:r-tant for two r,-eas·ons. 

Sin~.e 'the spe,;t.ling of iTesse (: ,,;!~ ), is so pecqliar, is it: not 

p9ss.ible tlrat .Raahi e,ould hav,e been addr.e-s,sitig n.ft.n:e,elf to 

a .. Oh:ristian attack? Na-nte1·y·, c.P'uld no·t (·,ahtt ) be read ·as 
- .;r ! 

( ,91,i! ) h:~ving t~e me:aJ:1:int 0£ ( :ut~ ) ? It rn1ig.ht just be 

t~at Rashci •-s c011Jm.en-t,, -was. '.0. pol:emic a~a.,1.na:t . ·such. a Obrist.ian 

·Q~a.rge •. 

~h~ spellin,g of th~ ~~mes could' have pee-P ~portal'.lt for 

ancrth_er b~ason. 'Th~- spelling of the .names, l_ink~g the i'athe,r·, 

J$~Set wi·th his s .0J1.,, Da;vid, The· \ine~araet.eri-Bctic spellii~_~$ 

liri;-ked Jes:~e with David, ~ similarity: tha:t Je.ss,e enjo:yed 

with no othe!':': ·s·on! The spelli~ -abe-r:!'a.ti:on jcdned Jesse 

with D.a.vid, and g;:i.v.e: bavid a. $:Pecial ~tat\ls over and' a:t,ove 

the other sons. ·nav-:i.~' s ,uniq:yene,ss w.as apparent .from the 

beginning •. as evig.~nce.d b.y -t;he u..nusua..}. S.Relling,s o'f t:heir 

names. Davd.;~i. mf.ght h~V~- felt :f'brtunate ta have been linke<t 

wi.t.h . .Je'ss,~,. sha:Fing someth;ir,ig with his fathe.rw that his 

bx-other:s .s,imp;ly dio not ·s.r)a.:re, 

Ra.ahi, as well as·, other ciommentato.rs .. , d.id ·net of.fe,r 

ove:tt .. , direct· s,tatemen'ts· ·about D.avid 's l)'rot.b,e,x-s ·or his 

rei:a:t.i,o:l'.l-Ship with -them. Howev;~.r,. Ra:s.hi ,a.id write .~b.out 

DaYid.''·s tW9 sisters. !n the. i'ollovdn.g comment, Rashi wrot·e 

about David • -s s•isters, 

(I Chro•n;icles 2116) T:heir s'ist·ers. w:ere Ze,r.uiah _and· 
Abigail (tt· 'is·) ofi aceo,tmt of .D~vid • s honor that· 



Wh,at w-as Rash'.i .s:ayin.g a·bou~ Dav;i.d i.n this, acco\mt? ~~sJ1,i 

illustrat·e.d the fact that military prowess· wa·s evident in 

t .be s·ons sf David's S'&:s:ter$., dµe tq b.avid's (not his bro.thers') 

hono·r ·. Eariie:r We saw thaf the p.ecuJ,1ar sp.ellirtg ·of· ..re·s .s .. e 's. 

tiame w-as s.u:ppo.rted .wi t •h the CQIT\ment·, "m.en. ot va:.1-o·r." In this· 

s.ubt·1e wa¥, RasJii .assGciated rni.litary fortitud·e wi.t}) ,J'esse .• 

T·here, wa,s n9 n.e:~d,, :Qi: oou:rae., to .show• Dav'id ·, s ·milil f:l.l'."Y 

heroism. Ras.bi oa~r.i.ed this li:n.e ·of o.hivalry thr.ol!gh David•~ 

si.ste:rs to• their ~on~ { e .:g.. Joa,l) · and Aoishai). To I Cnrt>nieles 

19•: 1,1,. Rash± as.s9ci.a;teq,. ~bishai w,i th ,te,s_s,e't d'u.e t~ an unusual 

s;p~llin.g ·o:£ t .he name Abis:ha.i. Ras,Ji.f ~ommen·te.4z 

"'IDJK CJl"I: "Ul!Ht J'"-n';, ci~D"h '"l:1:-Y ',:,Iii ! ,llP.J~~ • ,mik ·•r,j ('tP') 
,',:>J 7:J":11, l'l"liotiii '1.g ''i"it ',',jh JD '!~' -'Ul 01:tlll _-i'??C>P _Tl) . p:t'1j? 
p~,· ~,, '7W 11·1,l:l ~ ":;Im!l ;m:,J i.llil. 'i_9't>il , '7:Jm " . .m::i~ ·in:i ,.9on 

:It:) '1171·:J, J1m.n ''t_.J'.l( o:x ~Z>l!ilJ"J "'lll'lk' ,n:mlt pi, 1k"lji"UI; , ·n:i:, ill 
'il., "ID." lK ':,,iti.nm ,~o ?SJ, 'fl?i.:rn nTn· 'l9.ti';:, ';!:J:i i:J? , m-,· ih;, .,,::iat 
1tin 7:;, ,,r1m .,,,oo;.i 'H, .,~, ,arJt(' ;,1 rnl' cn1;, "111" rHti "ai:Ut• in 

:;1,oi( iH1'i'l t( "\.!Ql il'r1'i:S 1'•1:llt "lM "ID.~ i'l'~:tilir 
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. Ab '.si).a_i, li~e Jess-e· ·an9- D~vid.:, ,baf} ni.s na-m.e speJ.led in a .. 

peculiar- ntann.er. The g_lo,cy of David, thµ Ra.s'h.i is'tate.d -was: 

sh9,_red with .A,p''shai. cou1-d:. ~a~jly- 'have b ·ee.n 'an.ability to-

h~:p.q.l e m.ili ta_ry s .i. tua ti-ons. Ohe m.it ht s·~y, mili ta:ey 1.ngenui ty· 

passed th~O\:l_gli. D,aviA 'si family; h6;W.ever no-ii. it'o all l!lenibe-rs. 

'For e-;},{~mp'l!e,, David:'s Qrothers· we.re not vi.evied by -Ra$hi as 

:bein_g- esp-eci:a,J.ty a.Jl-l~ in t.he rtlilitary. The nrili tai:'y br:avery 

of ·Da;v;-id •·.s nepl').ew. Ab'shai, Wfl.S a ·t"e-f,lec-tiP.:il upo.n Je;a,Be- and 

David. 

In ·SUil.l• a,11 ·of Rashi 's o-omments about David •-fl pa!J;'ents, 

brothers~ and ~.is'JiE}rs dea.l t :w'i ~h I Chroti:_icl.es 2: I J ,. l;$, 16 ,, 

a~g: 19; 11. The f ,~mily .. P(tfttai t Ra¢~i '"painted., f o·"D ti's showed 

J.e~,~e, David, .and his ne_pttews. standing in: tne, £<:>re~round in 

bri,g}:lt, milit:acy ~olots. The. others ,were m.ore vague, un

soldier-.like• -ski tt.ish ,fig.w:-.es ,nestled, in the s.nad.QWS· of 

the bac-,kground. It was a.G' it t -he• f .~mily sc_µtcheon le'-ft 01:1't 

a S?igr:tU'icant number of ·m:e-mberi whlch ,should h_ave 'been moie: 

cle~rly· •de:piete.d, bu:t w:er:e :not ,s·p rep.~es,ente4 by Ra;sbi. 

Titne; arid at .ac±ri:, Ra~n.i e.mph.a;sfz~d the fac·t ·that t-ne limeligp.t 

.0 ,r glot1' -shouiti "Qe directed to~rds Da.¥-id. This ends, David• s 

i:u!cleaF f ';:tmiJ,y, in wbich he -wa::s raised,. and hi;3 -ane:estral 

family, .from who.m he descended. ~he JU0§3t sig~i:fic.a,n,t p.eopie. 

in his ;family, as discussed 'in Sam..µei an(} Kl.l)g.S, we:r~ )1is 

wi1.ui$ ~d c·hilditeP.. The dhron.ie-.le$ text says little in 

eo,mparison tQ ;S,a.muel and tings. !f:h~s~ as 9ne m-igl:it ex_peet, 

Ras'hi.•·s eommeniis :are few. The 'f'p1lowing, seoti.o.n .di's.cu.s£,es 

what,ev,er :Rashi wrote- about D9iv.'id-' s wives·. 



Dav:itt t S. Wives 

·(.· S'ources•: Ras·h ·' t I 
· • , .. 1 , o .. O~r9nieles~ 14;Ji J.;l, · 31 Il Samuel 

3-5, I C,hron1:cle~ 15r29•J ,27.s32-'.34) 

'We mee:t; Dav iq •a wives primarily i11 fou1- :Sibiic:al boaksa 

':l Chr.6n_icles, 2•31, :'3:1. 2 ., 3, 51 14:3; 15s2.~J ! S·a:m.uel 2'7:J·; 

J0s5r II .Samu.et -2:2;: ·3:2, .)., 5, 4St 11:3•5.;,,, .. 26, •271 15116 

and .I k'.ings .1 and 2. F.rom what is available t9 ·~$ :(~orn the 

te~t its elf', a numb·e.r o·f que_s.ti~.ns arise. pert·a:inin~ t'o. the, 

"wom~n in Da:vtd·•~ lif,e .• •i -Who ·13]e.ciflcally were .David's. 

wive'E! ~d whG V{~re h;i.$ concl,lbines?, ,Who mothered David.' 's 

chi l .drei:t? 

$.upposea:iy David ~d tiv:e w1:vefi• and t~n conc~bines, 

e~cluqing M'ip,.hal., Abig~il a,nd :B~t!:i- she't:>a .• 5 It w,ould s ·eem, 

·tti.,ere·fo.re,. t}jat ~av:~d • s _f'tve wivefi? wer,e ·Ani~oam, Maacah, 

Haggith, Abi t-al, an~ Eglah. The ·•above sta~ement that Dav.i,d 

had ten eonot(b_i:ne.§> re:fers to I1: Samu•e.l 1;: 16 ,. 11.And the 'king 

(Da:vid) .left •-e,en w:0I1c1en, that were ctmc.uhines ,to k.~e~ ~he 

·nou,s~.,, ·Tbe Blblic,al t .e~t :ani:l th~ eo.mm~rrtato:Fs· (il,'lcluding 

Rafi)1i) fail' to provid,e the :icle11titi-le.s ot· 'th,e corieu;t>i_nes· •. 

. The,y r_e,mairi. nameless. I:f!' we• haq. an 3.d_ea as to who the 

cqn0,upines wet~, we might. h~ye, a,. better i"dea as to ·David's 

:r-ela:ti9n:ship with, important: women• Mi,chal, Abigail, and 

B;a,th-$•heba., Each of •'the three women had be:en ~,revi.ously 

- ~ · h · ,;'·n· °' met :na .. ,.·~-d Wl/,·at- w. a. s D.,.:vid ·• s. »:"e.:i ·a·,;· ci,,n·.,. marr:i~d., be,.i.qre · av.;,; .8 · u Y, .., • u ....: "' "' •"~ -

ship wi-:th them? 
· · ed one·. c· o.mm·. ent: wbi~:h gives us s0.me id ea how ,Raijn.i of.fe1; · . -

Pav.i.d. v.ieweg ·his ~ifive_s; in generELl.1 
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.Apna:re.ntl~>' • Dav1d vi.e,we'd_ h .. c.:1.s·. ' 
,t:" ., '" .1. w1v,.es. as :a h.Qlding, 11"l keepi,pg 

w.i:th his ti_me1;, '1,rld. his, ro,yai :p:o .. sit-iop~ More sign_ificant 

than Havid ' ,s ove:ra1l ~one~:p!'ti.o.tt 0~ his wives; m1glJ.'t . be his 

rel~tionShi;p wit~ eerta_in women i:n p:tr·tic.ular. Whatev'e~ 

~ash,i nu:g;,.-e have s'·tat·ed a:.bou t; D~vi'd 's dealing with. Abigail, 

Egl.ah,. Michal_, and Ba::tb-S,h~iba, mi_gb':I;; tell .tfs :so::methi~ 

-~bo~t Da:v'id a.s ~ hu"Sbaml. Ti).'.e re.~son. 'for' t;his c.onee-ni., is 

vhat the a,.forementlri:h~d ·WOll!efi w~re tl);e, Inore "proble.matic" 

-wome-n ~ David• a l.if e as reflected in the ·Books (!:t $aJ11uel 

and. Kings,. 

W'e :f'irs-t learn ~f A big-ail fro-m II S1a,mti-e.l 3.:3 • 'where 

Abig~il is de'$c;ribed -as· the. Wife e:f Nab.al, a ·Carmelita. 

In I Ghroni:ele·S' 3 i 1~ Abigai-1,, herse1f, is v:iew~a as- a. 

,qarine1i 'tess. Ras}U • m refe,re,nce to·· I Ghron~_q le'S J zl .. , 

· · to: ,,._. ""'i•g-_.ail in t .he. Cm"!-t~xt of 'discus·sing her -ao~,. ref ere-re@.. Au 

C'hil~ab. 
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double name, 'Chileab and Daniel • ( .,R.,.J'.I' ) 
is 'my iudge, • ( , ~? ) i$ 'God• ( '?k ) :· · Chileab 
( J~f~ ) ,_~as one who entirely resembled (his 
father, David); ·'all of him.•· ( ~'HD .) is like 
father ( ~~'? ) , 
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This comment. tells us ~wo things. :Firs.t, and most 

important, it leg itimizes David's marris,ge to a woman who 

had be~n previously married. Thus, Rashi vindicaterl David 

from al'.lY possibility of wrongdoing w'ith Abigail, vis-~-vis 

her previous marriage. Also, the statement assumes there 

to be a clear disti;nct.ion betw~en Abigail, David's wife, 

and the al'ore--rnentioned Abigaii, David's sister.? (We a~sume, 

,as. ,did Rashi,. t ·ha:t Dav:Jd did. not ma.rry his sister.) 

Unfortunately, Rashi did not aduress himself' to the 

_rich rabbinic. tradition about this mQ.st important wi.fe of 

David. Ginzberg noted that Abigail possessed "beauty, 

w:isdo~ and prophetical .. gifts.. With Sarah,. '.Ra.hab, Esther, 

and Michal she i'orms the quartet of the most beautiful 

wpmen in hi~tocy. She (Abigail) was -SQ bewitching that 
- 8 

passion was aroused in men by the mere thought of her." 

Ginzberg's sta.tement brings to mind the possibility of an 

emotio·na11y rie.h ana passion~.:te discussion regarding David's 

relationship with Abigail. As ill luck would have it, such 

ra'bbin1c material did not find its· .way into· Rashi.'s· co.mmentary. 

Rashi seemed more concerned with the identity o'! the 

son, than with David 1,s relationship with the mothe·r. Rashi 

did not doubt the fact that Abigail was, indeed, a wife of 

David.. puch, however, was not always the p;ase. 



With re,s"n_• .. e""t · ·"" " -to David •s· -re].atioi:iship ·with Eglaht 

was Eg;lah Da,vid' s w.if:e?.· Ra· s,v._·~- st "- d. t ·i. ,,&> 1 · 
ll'-" ' a ,ve '; . ·ne .... n. l'QwJ.:rt_g; •,about 

E;g.l~'h, the mother· 0f Ithrearns 

,, ., -.~':i~ .?:J:lliR 't.j',~ :~ 'il ,:,~ 'lil'ii-n • ,nm~ ::i!;:H~ cJ,-,.n., ~tr.1m:i ( .1) 
,, . □ "trni,m) 'HJ~ ;,'t.,,s.r:, P~~· ilJ_;,:,;n nn,;,m, i:n1'T'1"1 il'i~"-::; nll':>m. 

i'ln'l!l.X tmix ,w,,p ~•f> ,z:, ','I!) ,i'ln1J.,Jl1 '"'.lSl1:rT "b~i~ll o:nm,n R't,,.,. 

{I G~r~1;1,lc.1·~~. ,3 f.,} . ~h~ silct)J fs.o.n,), Tit'hr,~am, b~ 
;§,glah. Fu.$, W:1:fe Th~re i ,s a· I'l'l:id-r.a.$:h whtc,h .sa:ys.,. '-was 
~-~_e a.lone. htt:i: wife?" {Ther.e w;as) -an, ,ou:tp9uring 
lite· a. h~l.f.er., . and: sh.e: :gave birt'h to ·him ( Ithream') • 
~ d: S:h;e· (Egl,;3,l:l} was a.s dBar to· hlm• (Dav11i }' as a 
hei;t'·e.~ a·s (in Judge.s 14 t:li) ·'if ye . had not plo;vted 
wj, th WY h~l•f.e,r ( · ~J~~:) .:•· . .!nd due· :to the end.eat-
me::nt lP.av:id.'s), of N.11.c:fial., he. qalls her, '•his. wt:f.·~.• 

Ra$):'ri i ,s cpmm,~nt is .q,btus-e .and yagt,t,e., Nev-erthe,1.es-~·, 

fro.rn ;wJw.t. we can g~:t:u,eJ? fre-m his, w0ms, w,~ conc.J;.ude1' Egl~h 

w.as, a Wif·e of .Dayid... EgJ,.~h 's (or David •·s) ou,tp.ourjng 

z,e-mbrde:d, David of a ca,lflfi.n---a -pu.n on. the. name Eglah (a.I\d 

1-nc'icle:ntaliy.,: -a co:nde·scep.d..ing im.ag,e) ~ David• ,called Eglah, 

"his wife," out pf e,nde:a-r:ment -to Mic-nal,. not ~l~h. 

In the above p·a:as:ag~ , it ,was not stated succinctly that 
; 

Eg,lah and •Michal w.er~ one and the same-... If· Ra::sh:i in hi,~ 

cotnm~nt to I d,hr◊.nio;J_.e,s '.3 :1 f ·elt. the, t'wo names :$•toed' .for· 

the: same ~erson, he did not st:ate the fact. simply. It· migt1t 

h l .:...
0 

d t"'"'d o r· own_ .. p•assage, if we: look at Rash'i •s ' e, p Us. " un , er-s- c.i,u · U .. 

co;nunent t:o r:t samu.·e.l J:•:S. 

j 
I 

I 

ii: 
, I 

II 
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In, the !=l~m1Je:l' MSS:8:g:e.,, 'Rashi first ident,it:ie.d the cme· 

{BgJa_n) wi t'n ttte O"tne:r- (·_: M'.;·,._ .. h,a:-1 ).... -ct. · t ... ··· · 
J;;"" £Ur ,,,erm.ore, Rashi ·used 

the same· :pun on. Eg_la,ti••s name, .in r.~f:~Fence to Judg~s l4,.l8,. 

in b.i'J,th th,e Chroni.cles and. Samuel verision,s. Jn •commen:t;s ,to 

·the· Samu:e.l _pa:ss~ge, Ras hi high,l .ig.ht,ed Mi9.hal • s ~.rro_r·, when 

c .omme·nting a.bout Eglah. There s:eems to be n·o doub't,, ·tnat 
-a.cc·ord ing t:o Rashi • s c··o'tnin. e··n· t·· t :o ·rr ·s·"'· -·· 1 J 5 ,..,.,.1 h . :amue . : . , ·~ ·~· and 

M'ichal we~e id•entiea:1~ 

In th~ C·hroni¢l·es te:;c-e, .how:e:v.e'r, Ra:shi d:id no:t c-'hoeS.e 

te simply -stat~ that Mi;chal and %lah w-ere. ~ne apd. -the same. 

Were tney indeed. tne same. pe.v's10.n:,. ac:eording· -;l;g> Ra:f?"h.i •.s 

st~tement to I CJ:ir-oni.cles ,3:J? For I! :s ·amue.l .3•:5, _it .s·e.e_ms . 

as t'hougp, acc,ordin.g to Rash.i, Michal was eent~il t :o ·the 

m·eaning ·of the pai$s-~ge .• , ,Fo.r Rashi •s c.b:mment to I Chro.nic.J..es 

J ·, J, i. t a·ppea.rs ~s if M-ic hal was t~ngenti,al, · and thus .her 

name was· a'ttaehed a.t the end 0.,f his .·c·omment as .an· after-trho:U.ght,. 
' ,_ ' - .. -

tn s·um,. accc))'.'din_g to Rasbi"s ooinmen't in C:b-ro~tc.les., Eglah 

was .cons·idered a wif:e. of Pavi4, .. and clo,se-Iy associa:~ea with 

Michal, but- the tyi6 wome:n did not h•ave .a ccnnmo.n tde:p:tity 

n~cessart1y. Ra,ah'i. rni_g.nt n.o.t have believed th,e two :names 

sio·<lHi :fo-r; the same pers,en , sine,e he did no't •C: hoo~e, t9 overtly 

s ,tate that th'ey, .were tdent..i.cal. This ·may have be-en du:e to 



-the fa.('!t that :Rashi was QG-t f'amilia:r with the ~argum to 

·Qh:tonioJ.es w'b.ieh originally EfS!')Ja'.ted Eglan wi tjl. Mlchal, 9 

Thus, Rashi tni~ght. not _have ~q:ua·te:d Egla:h wi1:;h Michal becaus,e 

h~ · :w~s tinfainili~r w:ifh th.e 'l,la~~um to Chronicles• 

l:t is intere.sting that t .he Chroni~l~s text states that, 

Eglah w:as Dav'id's wif·e ( 

tile e:x;p,r-essi~n .. wi.:f·e o.:f. Oa:vidi' i-n II S:~muel 3,,5, 0 probab1y 

means, th~ f'a.vor.i te wi:f~ of' Dav-id. ,,l'O C,ould the s~111e be 

true about the t ~erm ( iN.)¥1$ ') o.f I Ohron:icle.s ?·•J? RasJ~i •s 

eo:mnr.ent .c().u1d sug.ges.t that Eglah wa-s David• s favorite· wife, 

o.r, his comment c·ou1d be· a e.o.ndesc·ending ene., 

First,· beeaus•e 0£ he:r name, Eglah i,a e·quated' ta ,e.alfkin. 

·Second., due; to David's ·efnd.earm.ent .to Micba.l-, ~la,h come$ to 

be the pet mune .for Davi:d_•s- wife. 'Egla:b is, n-ot a wife •iot 

her owt,t •pi,ght,, " Michal is the mos-t imp~~~t. one. Altlioug,li 

it is _pQ·s ,sible that, ·-ror Ra:shi, the~r wer.e one an4 t4e same 

pe-rson-; it c\P-P·e_a~s that. Michal was t.,h.~ m9re c~ntral :t'igure· 

'-n David •.s li.fe. After all, Da:vici', :said n·as-ni, "was endeared 

t :o ~i~l,'Iai, 11
•
11 not Eglab. 

Michal was one wo111an who" .i:t could be sa.id, "made the 

):'0.un-a..s·. ,, our, Chronicles text stat:es, "M_ichal, ,daughter of 

:s,aul.''' Mos-t of ,wll_a,t we ·mo.w. about. Mletial comes from the· 

•B. · 1· ,-.k1··c'· ha. 1 .w.· as give.n a_. w. a.y by· Sa1:1l, to Dav:id., 
• O't>.k of Sam.ue •. ~•• 
• · , t' hun· dred· foreskins of tae Philistines·,, in :exehang_e ::fo~ wo •-

h
. 12 11[:Lchal married Davld, a.ft er wnich 

the pric·e <:>f a mo ar. ,, . - -
m,h·a.:i_ ... ~,1·· ""en Laish .of G.ai:.iim.,lJ .E'lfentual'ly 

time she went to~ "'"' 1:1 

Michal fell into Abner's eoutrol, and h~, in turn, .gav~ her 

,, 



r 
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bae,}s. to Davi(;!.. Aft:e.r,, Michal 'a 'Ei:hd: Davict 's reunion, the 

.q~·ma, took .pl~ee 0f t>av-id danc~g; "bei'Qre the .. Ark. The 

Ch.roni:cles tex-t tel.l's us th~t Michal ,ctespised Dav·id for 

his 10.0:nd,u~•t• T•he t:w.o sepaxiated, ~nd a ,cee.rd,ing to legend, l4. 

she e,ithEtr- b,Jr,-Pught up f.i.v·e ·children, or Wj!.S f qrev.·.eit ba:rren, 

and was re.turned to Phalti.15 

Rash'i did no ~ co.mnt~nt about all of th~ ·sµ:pp·9;secl activj..ty 

'between Mi-cha,1 antl David, It is .significant to·note Rjishi' ' s 

,eonil1le_n~ to I C'hfonicles 15 r29. Ra~hi .su,;pp.l.ied the :~iseusscion, 

from II Samuel which showed 'Michal ' ··S ouir ~ge towA:ro David. 

Rashi did. not u.sually 09111ment 8:bo ut su.ch a r.ic.h ~ise.de . 

tn. this one c-~se. l').e .StJPP-1-ied th.e human· eomyonent in. this· 

" ·"i 11· • · C .• ·1 . t t tete .a tete ,. wha;~,h d.e•es- not appear i:ri ~li;e · hron1.c es. · ex · 

itself. Ras.hi wr.o-t.e: 

·of r .eas.ons, th'iS' w~s a. m@st i,m.po•rt_ant Fer a number 
First, it sh~ws ·Rashi's ba.ais, in this 

OG>mm~nt by:· Ra~hi. 
F'req.uent'ly, R:~S:bi noted ~a.se, betwee:r,. th~ tWo acco.unts,. 

I , 
;i.j 

I I' 
,, I 

,I I ' . 

' i 1 
' . I 

i I 
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,a par,aile•l ··ae·ceun:t in•· S·a~. _,,, .,.., • R · · · 
... ~:.i. •. owever, 1.:n this episode 

:f,rorn. II Samuel 6.·1 20.:, ~~shi a,9-d~ci wna t 'he f ·el t t .o• 'be an 

important 01Jliss ion .from -the C.l'tronlcles. text.. . Namely; Rashi 

inolu4.e'd ~Mtchal 's ernotio,ria,l re-pri~nd of Dav.id. By this 

rel)Qerlng, Rashi see,med t0 sh0,w a _p_re:f.'erence fQr, the Samuel 

ae.oou.rit, oye:r an:d above wha-t;; was stated in, Ohroni.cles •. 

Secondly, Ras)li '.s .comment. ·to: the Samuel p~~s~ge, 'IJl-erely 

d_eaLt wit.b. the: plain. meaning of the ,ters·e. Rashi defined 

the ·wQrd fo.r s·e·rv.ant.s, 1· n~v,, :-..1.6· 
\t , . •·'"" I 

.I.?} the cemm.entacy; -t;;o I .Cnroni.cles 15·,i9 (which is the 

p~ralJ.~l ·te;x;t to I.I :S~muel , 6l:2l>) ~a~hi e.mph:a$ized a .. human 

side of ,David, Daviq, deg.ra4~d ana debas.ed himsel.f'--.an ac·t 

which ·did no't pass :unnot-ie·ed by Rashi ( or ~icb~l). Ras,hi 

then s·t ,ated t-ha.t Michal . was a vtife o,f David. ·•since, Michal 

was a loving wff.e. of David,. she was ac-u--tely. .. sensi ti:ve to 

David ' .s ·"acting out.:" 

By st.at.img that Mic:-.hal w.as a: w.if e o.f Dav;id ,. Ras hi 

s 1olve.d ,a que.'at'iqn ·-.a:g to Davi~ 's ex~~t relatf.0nship with her. 

Tec'1mic.a1iy • she was not. c·0nsid:ered to be a wife crf David •17 

Ne;v-erth'eless,. Ra$hi JQad.e eJ.C~licit tbe nature of ·their relation

ship and tfi~ emotio~l cha.ta~ter of their interact.ion tog.ether. 

It ,is a£ter this eplsod,e tha.t, supposedly, Michal disappeared. 

Ras.hi made no further co.mment regarding Michal. From what 

Rashi ,did wr.tte, we l~arn of an e.motional ep,isode in David •s 

lite. Th.e episod~ revealed.a moot h:u.man--albeit negativ,e - -ele-ment 

in Dav:id·'s pe:raonality-, Sue}) a telling statement was rare 

in ~ashi's comjnentary to I Chronicles. 



I.t W<;>Uld nave be.en ev:en more fo~~9ila;te ·, :h::id there ·oeen. 

a $;1.g;nj;fl,~ant, eomment fI'Clm Rashl conc,erni<?)g• Bath-She·ba. 

l{ov,.ev.er, .ttt.ecr·e. ,was· -not sucJ\ a statemefit in the verses where 

w.e would expeqt,. 1a can:fQi.l;!rrt. I.n both I Chroni.cles 2:J and 

J: .$ ti Bath-Shua i-s lllent.to:n.e.d . ., Jtai:th.i f 'aJ.i~d t() c-omrn:en:t Qn 

.el t}:l.er veis.·e. In tlt,e- latter verse-. ~ad:aq eq~a-tad Bath-Shua 

of Qnrontcl$~ with l1at1:1-s·heba 0:_f .Sa:m,uel/Kings-. Th~ afore

·rn~ntiohed v.ers~s a're the only tnstances where Ba:th-Shua is 

men~i0n.ed in I 'Chrofticles. 

'rher'e ar.e at least fnur· rea'so,ns why Rashi stto:ul'd nave 

c·ommented upon Bath-Shua. Fir~tly. sh,e w,as t)'re ·eellt~al 

fiesu·re r .e~a•rding. bavici 'is mos-t d.il?CJlS',s ,ed c1,n.d mo;St g):i'.evous 

sin.: David talt.iM .:s~th-S~~ba and having he.r hu_sband, trria-n, 
pla-c·ed in a. po·~itiop. that wollld ~ean P·et'tain, g.eath. :secondly1, 

·:aath-Shua w.a$ So,lornon•.s motner. Thirdly-, she, wa-s. the las·t 

of Dav:id, • s wives-., F~n~.l).:y, she .was a ,per·son wh~· :chang~d' 

q_r~st.ically,--f.rom the, tim.e. ,G:f her relati0n§hip· wi "th. Dav,id--

to 1;~e peri,od wtte:n s'he became a FO.ya.). pe_r:sona.ge in Solomon• ;:1 

tiIJ1e. lf t.here a:r.e :at J.,ea:s;t r tl;te .a~ove- reaso:n·s ·•, why di"c;ln 't 

Rash_i writ'e :so·nrethitig tn the· tw:o· o:eportun-iti,es which he had? 

I't is pos:sibl:e, but· not likel¥, th'e p:roblems invo·lveq. 

This ,seems! 
' '. 

un.likely. 'i!he most r~ady s•o,lution was that, ~a:sh,i,. fo.r · the 

meEJt· part, -avpi,de~ t-r~ubl•esome asp,ects ef. DI:1.vid •·,s . eh~raot~r 

· a<h lsh ~- M.os,t· often,. Rasp'i: chose· that i:nv.o1"-·e.d .Bath-:.o ua1'• eua.. . . 

t · · ·~ mh w·as o .. n··e· exc,ep· ti•o.n. • . o avol.u. •'J. : er-e . · • 



T0 i Cn,rontQl:~s .2f·:J1,· Ra-shi '90-mme,nt:~d abou.t ·Hus.hat, 

t 'he Archit,:e. 'In h.i.'S. oo.mment • Rasni •rfiad:e his on.a: •a.no. ,<:mly 

reference to Bath-:S.h,eb;a; 

V.l\ll n:ia. ,,; 1tbn,lllj ~::i, 111i"i7?, . _.,. ,.,o~ .. 17.-, "=>i·~n. ,111,n, . . (.l.~) 
R;ii:'1- 1i'1:i miitm i.1?11'' a~- rt_11mn,::i ii,w, c~ ,:t,~il ,m,ni, °'7.N;m 

,_. :p ,., 1bi<'i ]Ktir'I', il:>'1'1~ ,., hn':I ;,J.1111-n.1 

(I Ohronioles· 27, :'}3 ~ Hushai1 the A"t"ch.i~e-
<. . '.?/~~. ) , • ,And (in)' Mid.rash ]~a:l:>b_a}l..(we; find 
the s:,t'o.t·1) ·:• When !)avid •sinned wit:P· Ba.th-:S.heta, 
'he askee.d ·.Hus:ha,i,. th.e Archi~e, whe\},,.er ··11e wo·u.ld 
r.el?,~i'lt and giye- nitn a ( it~~-,,. ) for liis· .sin. 
Ahli he (Hus:hai) 'S:B:id to. ,hi,; (D'avid·l, "ye~·. 11 . 

It. is int:eres·t :in~· tttat Ra.s'hi •s, cenune:h:t did no•t mention 

.Als;o, it ap;p·ea.rs- as if Da.v·ta d'i,q ·eFt>i ancl Rashi clig not deny 

th-~ -tac,t th~t .David s.inned. Ra,sh.i •s 9;-f;;at,e,men1; :shows David••1s 

eam-ies:t and sil)c:ere d:esi_re to ·t-i:ave 'been forgiven. for his 

.-§.~ievous· -sin. Ras.hi ,admitted· that Datl.•i4 •s:i'i'lhed, but '.he gid 

n9t dwell on 'the ts,sue., Nowhet.e is tne s'in •~s_pelled ,out''' 

in detail, ~i the:r ±:n. Chronic.las, or .. in. Rashi •,s .commentaey 

·to t~e ~ine... For :the mo•tlt part, Rashl ch.Grae tp lgnex-e. 

i:h_e., dif'ficul t . and troubles:onm i .S.$U('3.S invol:v,ed in -the 

Pelationsnip between David and Batn.-sn·e\>a:~ 

The• primary :taet;or, '!:t 111ig.ht be argued .• as to wh,y the· 

·sea.re.! ty .of Rashi ,. s .eomme.nts a bot.rt _David's· wives,. ,.i;s' t}1a t 

·the text of .Ghr.Qniel~ does: not: discu•s,s t:he episo,.des in 

detail,. The· J.110':st d~,ta.ile9- st-ori.es about th·e wom@ are :r.ou-nd 

,in. s.a,mu:e:1/ltings:·. As. it were• Ra:Sh:i :toilowed. the tex,t of 

Chron'ic.le.-s., an~ 41a not ·bring up ·s.ome• of the more live·J,y 



e.pisod(f$' that wou.id have given D_avid:, th.e f~miJ.:y man; a 

.little more ''life_,." t 1ot onl .,,. · t1..·• · ,, _ · · ' .. ·Y--. w~s •. ·a~s· t:rue r -egardin~ the 

wiv·es_, ·bu-e it was tli'ue ~£ fri~ sons •.and, da-u•ght:er as we11. 

David • s. .Children 

(.Sources-.: R · hi• · "'""' · · · · .as · s comm.enuacy to. -I 'Chl'"on'icles 18:l?l J ,61 
18.:ls 22 .t5i ·antl 29:1)' · · · 

'Th.,is section de:als ·with wha:.teve-r Ra:shi eoirune,rited a.bo~t 

Dav1.a·•s rielationship with his childr~ri, and with some ~ef.Tec

tJ,o,n ,up.,;m the a:tl'eas t:ha t Rash_i av.oid.e.d to mention.. Rashi 

'111:ad.e .one pon:unent u:pql) Davi(l"·s r-~la:t;ionsJ1J.p with n.is· :,so~s, 

in. .. gen.e.~l. 

, "ii -,,;· .,°l-l'i uiine • i'71'Jii --r·,, ·1:1-'1'lm1f•i;r 'f1; ul, 
n-Di:J ?::> nwli., ·1"1b;r '1.j~ , . .,,.<J imtt'1 .,_.,,_;l'f 

(I Chronicle·s lf3,il?) .And ·the: se,ns 0£ Dav.id were, 
'Chief ab.o·i.tt the ~king i t'S expla.p;~tipn is: and the, 
~SQ.ri$ of ])avid were· -~lways e·);iieifs. by tlie· si11e of 
t,hs l<:-in.g ,to per:f.orm ,hi_,s eve:ey need. 

Thee -ver$-e its.el£· is· trouble'som.e. If the $ons, in 

f .?l-,C't• w~re ehi~f, then 'who. ·111 f 'aet, -woul;d be' th'e king ,. the 

sons or Dav-id? :Rashi satisf'ie.s us by ,s·tatin.g that the 

obed.ten-e sons ca.tared to t-he k_ing·•,s eye·ry- wish.. We will,. 

r.eturn to this "v:e.rs'e• belQW,. 

:aashi comment•-~g· ·µpo.r.1 some of, :Davi.d's. so,ns· tndivl'duaUy, 

as· well as in @:en.e1Jal... Ea.,rlier it. was. -no.ted that DaY-i4 had 

,a son with a do,uble' ~me-. Chileab/Dartie.1.
18 

Ra;sh;,i. pointed 

0 4t i;;_ha.'t the• '$,OP., Chiteab~- re-s,_embl:ed h-i$ i '.a°th-er.. . 'Ra,Shi 's 



C'Ol\llll(\!n;t e:o u,id · veey well hav:e hai behind it, the. rabbinic 

U.lld e'rst.andiih& 0£ Cb.ile-~b. Al:),'.OU t- Chilea'th .G in.zbez,g,, wrote c 

•fh:'ts (,Chtleab·'.s.)
0

• ~tr· 1· k.~:i;-n·. ·g bl . Fesem .. a,nee t .o D:a~id in ap·pe~rance, 

(was) ·a eiroums.1ra;nce t~at .si1.ef!tced :tb.e talk :against Dav--id's 

~1i ,too· h~_s:ty marriage: with: th¢. widow of' ~aba,1,•111 9.· ChJ.l&ab 

was, ~o,t 'tbe oniy son of David. that Ra$-ni c~inm:ented t.tpon, 

The fo.Llowing:: -a,t"~, .Ra$hi 'sf comments about a few of David• s 

lesser mown so.ns.t 

,.:f'tk :(•.r 1 .J ',.R"IDm:J') .t:f?:g,.,_,Jt:J, P1''!"-'Jt1 ~6-jg'>'l:>,k1 ~•Dm~',.li:1 (,) 
:.l:l1f.l JR:)i '"'r OR ii:, rrl,1b :U"':Jti Ifrrlt c:JPJJ R'?.it· ~-•nr'>';,t( :,:in1 

k--ivl'1 J:> -in·~'.', ink TJ ,,,, ,,u, ht>· '13·:l tl1'-'!),.,R KZ)J),t) 1:ifT'I 1 b 

lit·:> ·i'1,l1t1' ».lillll"?K tJ:X1 llUJ'? irl,iJIIi ki'i"I :,,,:,111 l!l'n:ii'nt l:J 11:>::!' 1?Jill 
1"7Nb '.li o··:x, ,.nk ,., -:11,u.tJ nr.iiii "lb'l., . .,:;,.1 t:> , .ti:> ,c.,b!1!1 t::i , 

n.l:iD'Of ''tli"IT ifP,J.,m cik ~:i Olli? i1..l,'iD 1 l ;Rm ;tl f ':,17:at!J, i"IR.!!l'-.3'1 n,; 
.:m:fJ "i!i•on ?::> ·,,·,,nil :,~·-m c-,l,'J ,.,. , "ilm·"Ti'i 711! 1.'1,:1-:J" c,mn 

::'1:9'"1T'1 ,,,.. "!J\IJ, ,,·,:a·:, 't·:l9~ . 

( I C,b,.rori,i:cl.es :h 6J and Eiish~ma and Eliphel~t-•• ,. 
and Eliada and Ellpnelet lln '1:r Samuel 5•: 16·) t ?le· 
t .~~.t; eo•unt-s 'Elipb:el,et on1¥, o!ioih Ano: fthus, Sa:mu,ei, 
c·ou.nts only: $even s·on.s ,,. Md here (.in Gh,;-on·icl.e:s) 
there -are 'nine .s-0.ri~h And tfris :is th:e reason, 
Elfphelet (Da:v.'id•s) son d:ie-d and ano.th~r ·s 'oh w.as 
b0rn to Dav'id aft.etwa.:cds·.. Me was similarly na:ll:led 
Eliphelet, Wh,o was ,, in f:a:ct, ,the eighth s.on. 
r;f.l,tewi'se, .E-lisjlania. :is co:Unted . . ~,~~e tw,9 :t .iin.a$.. We 
co.'IJld s~y that he. died: and a . d1.f'f1:r.e,nt, o~e. w-as 
oo.m to ~nav-id ••• It ·was 'due to D~vld 's. honor t .ha t . 
he had ro'an;y sons.. Fqr, , beh<;>'ld ; __ a,_ll tthe _bo·~~ '(o:f 
Chr.otdcle-s) is wri t .t'en for- th.e .honor o:£ Dav.id 
and his o:ff&pring. 

Most of what :aasn'i ha.<i to say a~out Ll~vid •s s6tlst, he ·said 

about the 1:e,ss.er Jtnpwr,i one.a., The exce_p.tio:n was David 'fr 

son and st1c·ce:sso:r, Solo~o.:n. 

Much of wnat .Rash~ wt"ot.e a.bo·ut Solonioll.l. and David,. 

involved :a detail:ed dese-riptio.n of .al). the preparations 

I 

l 
t 



that David performe.d for his special son, Solomon . For 

example·, to I Chron;i.cles 18:1, Rashi wrote: 
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""k1 D"'l DUl? ,,, "ll>NID inR .. , ,,,, ,,, T::>. ,-,m, .,;,.,, (k) 
fl 'Jil nu:i"' .,.,11 pin .,.,R1il 'T'11 it>it ;,n,k ;,:i:in K'J ii"!l;,h 

fl"ltl D1ll? hl Rl "tl!J:l., 7:>i1 ,., "110R1 ill "'::>R ilfll7 "l.l lt.,R 
••• tn1TD ?::>rr ,., Ri1"0 

(I Chronicles 18:l.) And after ·th:i:s it came to 
pa~s that bav1d smote after David planned to 
build the Temple{ The Holy One Blessed Be He 
said to 1:im, ·•non't build,'' Da·vid said, ·•r am 
not . ;l)erm1.tted t~ build the Temple, ra-ther my 
(s9n) .• _ Now I will prepare and at-ral'lge for him 
everything so that when my son comes to ·build 
the Temple he will have everything prearranged'· ••• 

.AccorQing to Rashi, it seems· as though David helped Solomon 

along. Rashi, commented ab'out Solomon's remarkable "young 

and tender'' age . ·The Ohronic.tes text states that tact two 

times, and each time Rashi commented aoout the "yomg and 

' tendel'" Soloma'n.. Is it pos-sib1-e th.at the yo;u,ng ancl tender 

aspect of Sol9mon, could not ver-y well be a reflection upon 

David ~hd his earlier .days a~ a 1'young, and tel).der spepherd·?" 

!1m,.1.,,. l"n:,1 i»l .,,.,j.7 :um. l"D l l ,.,.,~km .,:)., • ,,, ,11.1 (:,) 

'"\nk 17D !<'7 l?IIlii1' '"1i11Il (.l11'? n1c111) • ,..,., m"P" !<'7 "l:Pl ,,:i ll 
, .,nm·:>" i'11m N""- n:im:i k3.1l.J i1lm ""P .,n, ;:,1t11 n":, 0-1<. "=>· irt!lb 
iPil ·t~r., i»'l lU ll 11ttiii1'1 l1J1::Ji1 P?l? 1"tl'il ''ll1Pl ~k1W' 

l"" p Ok ~ :,"ii k.,11;! 11 l1n::>'7 7i3r., lO '7:P illl!l l
11

D lJ 
:,•n:im:, i1,l1D 

(I Chronicles 22:5) {Solomon) Y:Oung and tender 
because even if he were forty-two years old, he 
was called "young" as it is written, . (Exodus 
J.r· 11) ·•And Jo shua, son @f Nun• a _young .man 
departed not (out of the tent).' For, behold, 
Joshua was a ruler after Moses ':"-hen he. was only 
twenty-eig_ht years old and h~ lived t~ be 110 
years old! This to,ok _p.la~e 1.n rs::,ael s thirty
first year of ~s:ael's soJo:1rney in ~he desert. 
Scripture testifies conc~rn1ng him, ~d Josh~a 
son o:f Nun, a young man," At that po1-nt, he was 

I 
" 
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'The •. .. . d . young: ·a.n te.nd:er ·al:>.ili ty was· a •st'rehgth for S6lomon .. 
. ·• . . . , 

·as vi.ew;ed :Oy Rashi in n.i.s,. comm~n.t r 

il:i:'J:ll.~' .,, it',· iiRD 'l"i'l Sit i', l !l:tn •. •,1, in~ "ll ;1p~m (i) 
,;,,i1 ir~ ltTillD i ,U,1 

( I Qht-0nicles 2911'.), Solollio? .my s.on whom aione 
( ,:~~ ) and ev~n if they, we·re one hundred 
it :wo.uld ·:~o~. be, pos-~,ible, t0 bu.ild the Te_mp1~,-
and r~t h~ was ·roung arid tende.r, (and was able. 
to build l t) l . 

It ,might ve_ry well be, th'at 'Rashi' was .. saytn;g that David was 

V:eey proud <Jf h,is son, a r ·emarltable person· at such a young 

agQ~ Solon:ioa reflec-ted• well uppn ,nis f-at.b;~r. This :s~ems 

to be ·all tha·t R'~shl said a't>ou:t D~V'id:•,s children. 

What -dio· Rashi a:void commenting a:oo~t-? David• s offspring, 

-T~m~, d-id no-t receive any conune-11.t. She. is mentioned in 

l Chi;-qni_cles 3 :9J Rashi fa:iled to comment an the ve.rse,. 

'l'h,e q.Qmment. ju1:fc before 'the ment1on· of Tamar (t C'hronicles 

J:-6)· ended w-ith the wor:dts ~-the o·ook (of Chronicles) is written 

f . ' f D , . d 'd' h. f. f · . "2 Q -e:r t'h~ honor 10 ' avi an.· • is o s.1::ir1.ng. It m~ght very 

well oe t _he .case that Ra.s.lli tailed to discuss Tamar becaus-e 

she- represent,ed a :failur·e of Dav1d, namely his coaxing 

T~mar ti:> visit Amnon's res idence. Since. Ras'hi failed to 

adg.re~s }limself to the relationship between Tamar- a:nd Oavid, 

Ile again might be dodg i ng a distressful and harmful part of: 

David's pas t. 
T:t,.ere is ano-ther po.ssibili ty as to why Rashi did not 

mention •Tamar, th-e daughter of David. Ginzberg pointed 



o~'t that Tamar; a·ce,o·t"ding to tradition, was not even a 

child of' Davida 

I:f' ~a,shi h.ad V"~ewed Ta:mar in the sal.l,le,; ·o,r si_milar, w.ay 

as G:i,n?i b~rg, it stiil ·W'ould seem 't'eas.Q,i~b:l~ t}i~t Tama•r 

would. wa.rra,nt: scpm~ re.ecrgn.1 tionw :A~ain, the more oliiiotia 

reasoI?- a..s to Ras~i 'S, lack •~f eomnte.nt·,. se.e:tns t .6 re,tttr:n to 

an av'o~•dap~e of c~;n;flict f~.,.u1d in David's p~rs.enality. 
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The lJlQ)St gl~rmg om;i,ssiol) on ,thse part 9f 1;,he CJ:tr:()n.icle~ 

tex:t 'and Ra;~))..i '·,s c·qJ!lJ)le~:ta..ey wa,s the -avo.id·~~~ of •th~e· s ·ons 

.A:donijal'h ang: e,sp.eeiall~; ·.Absal9m:. G'inzber,g, stated, "Q:f 

all th~ p:uni-sn,m~n ts ••• inflieted l:lJ)Ofl Davi_d, none was s-o 

s~ve:r.e as the rebellion of his owp. ·son (Absalom) ! 11
~
2 

The son.e, .accoro. ·ing. ·~o Ra,shi; :wer.e no:t ,signif·icant en:ougn, 

to w.a..rra~1; ~ven a, sing_;te commeht. As state'~ garlier, Rastii 

view~.d Da\l'."id in v~1a·tio-n to nis suns,. as a '€:.iring, :r:ather 

( e~u>ecially fep Salomon} with· sons wtro w,e~e obedient· to his 

ev.e:cy ,w.nim .. 
-Ra•shi •s av·oidanee o.f ·tha 'trO'l.J.bles i~ David's family 

makes one wo.nde.r- as. to t'he tin~ ot pe-i;e-eptio~•· he ·had of 

Dav.id .as: a f .a:mil\Y' m.an, wa:s: Dav·id deeply e.mbl'oiled in. 

family 'matters, 

·of l i.f·e? It ,is 

or .did, his i•real self" life h'Umother area 

t~e that Ras.bi wnttted 0.U•r appeti.t·e i'n 

·a He d.i:.sc.ussed :Oavid 's flare 
t .erms of what. ,e~ci ted Dav1:• ·• 
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f 'or the military that passed through some of his family 

line. D~vig. was most ex.cited in his dancing before the 

ark, as n,o~·ed by Ras.hi 's comment. as· to Michal's reaction 

to that action. Rashi did a.dmi t to a yiew of David that 

did not deny -t;he fact that David's relationship w.ith Bath

Sheba was a si.n;f'ul affair. Throughout , Rashi stated that 

David took pl'easure in his relat.ionship with Solomon. All 

of this seems true. However, David was a "·man of· many parts11 

and what deligh:t.ed and d-ispleas;ed him, aceording to Rashi, 

seems to lie mostly in, al'.)other direction:, in .addition to 

}:lis attachments wit_h family. The follow1ng is a summary 

chart of David's family, as found in the Encyclopaedia 

Judaica. 23 

I 
l 



I 
Ahino'am • • • t • 

. I . 
M,a~cah . 

Abigail 

Amrion ·· 1 AbSalom 

Daniel ·Tamar 
(Chile.ab.} . -

THE GENEALOGY OF' T.HE' HOUSE ,QF DAVID 

> -. f 
Pere•z . -, 

l 
He.zron 
.~ 

Ram ,, 
·Amm'inadab . I 

Na'.hS:hQn 
1 

Salma 
($·almPn) 

I 
Boaz :oo Ruth 

- :.. ' + - • 

ooLd· - r.., 
Je.s-se. .", 

DAVID 

·1 . - ·r 
Haggitti ~l~h- B.atb-~·heb.a 

-- ! ro --

Jud.ah 
I 

Q) Tama.r 

I AbJ'.tal 

Ado,nl jah, I Ithr.erun I '.Sho ba'b· I . s~~o. ,oN .· I-bhar J Eliph~let:J ,Ne_pheg l I I EiiFhe,let 
( J edijia:h} 

Shep.hatiah ' ,S:hinte<a Nathan EliShama ·,Nogah Japhi'al E·Liad•a 
. (Sk~mmU;a') '(E;l·iS!bUa) -

.E_li.sha~ 

~ -----~z:,:;:_ - - -- - :-_,-;:,, -- - .. - -- ~ ·•---:r-=-- ~ ,-- - - - · = ..- - -
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1 
I .Cfhr(!'i') ic le·$ 2 ·: R- and J : 9 ~ 

'2Th . - t i . eF!B was n,o co_rnme,n·· t - :·o. e·. ·t -her I C·h · 1··· 2 .,-;a - ro.n1-P' -es • .:;1 nor· 3 :5 .• 
3sa~ 1'>~16Wt Ohapte•r 'l1hre;e, Michal, Page .$). 
4r.n.ere are. ~t least. eigJi,t ~stateme:nt-s to the eff'ect 

of "'to glo.ri_f'y 1:Ja,vm." Cnap-ter Fom- iso·1ates tl'\e ex;ampl~s. 
5Ho,.~o Fuchs, -"I>av"id, "· Uni:ver-sal ,.J:ewish .Encycl:.oped-ia, 

Vol. j -, Unlve:v·s~1 Jewisl:i. Enc;i,efqlope,di-a,_, In·c., W~w York, p~ 480~ 
6rn this verse, R~shi i-s g},~O:l;;ine;, tl Sa:mue.l ':3:;-;, th¢· _ 

:f'orm of the wor.d ·11e- guQtes ( '~!'iJ1 ) is olos~--r to· th-e v~rs-io~ 
in our copt .of .On_ronicle.s,1 t~an QUf copy of the S·am:uel te:x:t. 

-7 I C'hronic 19\s 2 : 16,-17. 

~3:.t0uis, GinzbeDg, Le,-g-ends •0f the Jews, Val. 4.,,, ~ewi:sh 
PubLica,t·ion Soc-ie"t7,, Phil~del_:phia., P-. 117. 

,9,See Chapter One,, P,P•· 24~28. 

lOE_11:I. Nathans ·, l!Egla:h, '' Jew~sh Ency,cloped'i:a . Vc,l. 5·, 
Funk and Wa:gnalls-•. New Yor!k, 190/l .. 1g12,. P.• ;§4. 

11~as~i to I Chronicle-s -Ji: J • 

t'.21 Samuel ll'.h 25""'_28. 

i),II Samuel 25':h-4. 

14--J .,s. Rais-in, 1rMic,1:1·a1,i• Jewish Epc.yelo_ped.ia, Vol-. 8, 
F\mk and Wagriall:s, I'few York, 1904:-r912, P• 541. 

i5Ibid •. , P• S~l. 
l6s.e,e Ras.hi to IX S-aniuel 6:ZO-. 

1 ,, i,ch.a·n. t--_·er """'_"1'.ee. i-Sag:e 47. · i See a'bove, ~ ~ 11 ,,., • 1:'-

1'8 c·_hap-t··er·· Three-, pa_ge.s 48-49 • S·e e ~ b<i1.v e , 
( a) na 190--in.~'he-r_g, ,op . cit., · n. . , P'• - ·,· ·• 

'20 ._,.,,_-i..-_ apte_r_ Three, page 58 . · $·e_e ~bove-, u-i1 
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·21Ginzberg·, .Q."Q• cit. ·, (rt. 8.), pp. 118~119. 
221oid •, p. 104. 

23••Geneal·ogy ·of ·the House of David," Encyclopedia 
Judaica, Vol. 5, MacMillan Company, Jerusalem, 1971, 
pp. 131¥1-·42'. 



(Sources,. 

CHAP.HR FOUR 

DA:Vtr).• S·, DELlGij'l'S, A,ND , DISP.LEASUaES 

~a
9
·sti to 1 Chronicle:s _-2:16 , :h.6 . 1.5 ·,,29, 20.:4,, 

. :· 1,)-~ 21 :;28, 2.1:sl, al:5, 1512?~ ·2012. 11,c.5,, 
18,i4., i9 l 2 ,. 14.., 2, c;md 2·11 lJ') 

tn d:i:Jse:vssing Qa.yid ' ·s de1Jgh::t:is and' displ@:enires, it 

-appears ithat ·most of 'JlS.$hi 's mat_¢;rial deals- w:ith what 

deligh-t·ed _David; -as oppo$ed· t.o wh~.t disple-as·.ed.: him. ~he 

reasen. fo-r. such an e111p]ra~1s· i ,s tpat· Qliron.icles, ,by: and_ 

As, a result of the 
+ - + + +.. - + 

Ch.ro·n i¢ ler 's n:u:>re opt'i~-~·tic :po-1:tratal of Dav id., we ttd,g'ht• 

exp,ect· Ra.shi, lJJte ether ~0:mntentatorS' ,. to. fo.,llow .su·it. 

In other words, the .co·mme.n-ta.tor takes .on the ,;o'r±entatio·n 

of the text itself,. The-:te .ar·e instance.$ ·where Raslti, 

r.e·futed the C.h-ro.b.'.icl~S: te~t , b~t b..y and large·. w.e will 

·see that he was mare. i:nte,rest,ed· in ·wnat ple~s!:?d Dayi9-, 

rather than in. w:na't: :d.ispleased .um; qr Wt.fat ,~-ast Dav'id 

in a :ne·g;ative light. 

Ra,S'hi •:s coIIIJ!lents t;:bcnit .David• s delig;tts' ~e.fl,,eeted 1 

wha.te.-v,er b.-rO"tJ.ght ba~,id honot-, his, c:1.Qthirlgt }lis. o.wt:1 propeJ:> 

cond.uet., anti· hi~ re~ctlort to t .he condu.e1;· 0£_ other~-. Ras~i •s 

statemen.t.s cone ernin~ Dav-id's dispie.asures fo,cused ~pon 1 

David •:s reae:
1
tion to hl:!s own (tondvct, and his ·attitude tQward 

imp~ptn' oonduc.t of a,ther,a., 
- .• ' 

·One of tbe mo:~t cammon e~pre.ss,ions ( if not t :he: most 

co·nfili_on exp,ress .. ion) u~ed b·y Ra•sbi abodt Da'.'l'id was tha-t 

·, · id• h ·nor '' ·1.n. at least e,ight C.hrohicles was ·11·£ pr :Pav s. · o . · ·• 

]) 

(,' ,, 
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in_st~ce13 • Rashi viewed Davta: as ·a pel:'son Who needed to 

·oe non0-red. What s_p·ee.tflc ev·en-:ts in David ·'s life, as 

a~picted in. I C'hronicle·s, brol;lght honor to Da:vid?. Th~ 

_:fol_low'.ing tli'.s'cu,s.si.on .. isolatEH~- eacb exa,rnpl·e. in :whic•h Ra,sh'i 

felt Dav.id needed tQ be. ·glo.ri-:fied,•• ,and .-in ,mo·st· tnstanc~s·, 

be was S'Q honored. 

_P-0r D!!v~d,,, a cer.:tain a~o·un:-t of pleas.tire stemmed fr.om 

his :f~.mily. We ·not'iced ln Chap:ter !Jlw!:> what Rashi wz;ote 

about Davi_d 'a n~phew·s,. •they were ndgh1o7 soldiers o-n 

ac(?ouht of -Dav.id •s honor. For Rashi, Day id ' '$ mi1i tary 

strength_, as ~vident in Da;v.ia 's :tamiJ.y, was a s,trepgth 

wh.ic h l?.'r9~gh' honor to David (See ·cnapit.e__r Tl}ree, pages 

The s-ec·on_~ ins;tanc-e of Dav id's. honor, accorcH.~g to 

Rashi •,. · ~:p:v:o:lved Dav id's c-hildren. The fao·>t that David 

ha:d so many child~en,, was suffieient rea$on, im. itself, 

te gl_orify Dav'id (pe:.e Cha.f>ter Thr,ee, pag~ .5..8) • 

Ea,rlier,. in, C·hapte:r Thr~e, .page 5.J, we polnted' out 

Rashi's· view o:f Dav-i.d'S reutionshi_p w-i:th .Michal. Rash.i 

was we·ll aware, of Da:Y.id •s sha111eru1 dancing in the epis.ode 

Th'e act seemeg. in conflict with the idea 

of .l>avid •~ .honor. 

I:h tn,e abov:e case, Rashi discussed the ent i re Book of 

as. a refl~tion oi' David' s glory" Chronicles "''"' 
Surely , Rashi 

.. t s tate· the incident between was not in the posi t ,J.on ° 
Michal and David was not f or David's hono.r. Rashi expose<! 

found irt what he f'el t to have been the truer story as 

II 

II 
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II Samuel 6:20. In d · so oing • he wrote. in general terms 

about David ''s honor ·as reflec t ed • in I Chronicles, but he 

_pref erred the S_amuel ~ccount. 

To another verse, Rashi again stated that ChroDicles, 

'because the work g lorified David, failed to record the 

truth about an episode, Rashi showed his bias in favor 

of the Samuel text, over ~he Chronicles text. 

it.:i 1'~5 "1oin'l)lD n7.> ~ 'lt.ll non•,r:, i1T.>11n, 1:> ,,mt ,n,, ("T) 
mt c nm.,g., il?>n.,D i'l17 ,;,ni (tt":> '1 ) "1Riz:iml :nn:> :,mign 

. cimr.> ;n 'lR,1 D"nlD.,!>n ntt ,0n.,.,, iDl'- ,-,,:::1171 ,,, ,,.,, .,R, 111 ., 
(om) 1..,n:,i "Tn 'III"., om ~,n:, .,,-nm 11t:, n:in:>J· it', ,,, ',m ,,u::i 

ni:,:,-, i z:up1 nm,n ,,,.n 1tin, •n; R!lin ,,.,.,,.'l i1111t l7l.'l .,1lll.,, 
,1ar, ',,m ,,,1 •n,u ;,,:, :,,,,::i TJ ,,.m,11t ii'l'llm ,.,,~ , ,,"T- nit· 

:f lC)' un:> I(., 'tRl~ 1n11t "!>''1 

(I Chronicles 20a4-) And it came to pass after 
this that there was war at Gezer. What was 
~~eking here, in this portion, is written in 
( II S~muel 21, 15) 'And the Ph'ilistihes had 
war a gain with Israel, and David went down and 
_:ti.is• _servaI).ts with him·,. and f ougpt against the 
Philistines,' And even this ( 'is left out) . 
Due to David's glory, it is not written her e . 
Thus, it is written there, ·•and Dav id was faint" 
( II Samuei '21c 16). :•And Ishbi-benob. , who -was 
of the sons of the gi ant ,t until ••• 'he , being 
g~rded with new armor, t ~oug~t to have s lain 
David. r And had not ·'Ab.1sha1 , the son of 
Zeruiah (aided ) him,' he would have fallen by 
the hand oI I shbi. And because of this very 
disgrace, He did not write it here. 

In the ab!)Ve military episode , as in the case wi th 

Michal Rashi showed his preference f or the Samuel text. 
. . , 

1 · b d terms of being "for 
Rashi spoke of Chronic es in r oa 

For Rashi·, t he specific episodes as f ound 
David• s honor," 
in I Chronicles 15 1 29 and 2 0 a 4 were inaccurate portrayals 



of the II rea,,1" ,D~V'id, 'Uo· we··ue 'R h · 
n v ' r, · as . 1 was not consj.s•,tent as 

to how he .. vi.ewe·d the phrase, "''f•or David •6 honor .• " 

In the· first two se,lections, Rashi fel-t that David 

•wa•s t:o be ho:noreci for hi.s relatione;hips •with his family. 

Wi't~ ret'erehce tq M'i'chal, the words, "Dav.id •s honor .," 

w,ere .a d~sc.ription of Chronicles ·and of _bav3_d tha.t n,eg lected 

to tell th~ ~•tEu.e" stocy of Davtd. S'i~ilabl.y, regarding. 

tn~ ,Gez.er wa~,. the exp~ess'ion, "David's honor;,. ¢t~scribed 

a l~.ss true· a-ecourit ( Chronicl.e-~). What Ras:hi seemed to 

be, say'ing was th~t i ,n two eases the truer version- is· to 

be found· in ·Sa:,nu~.l,. ratJ1er t111m C.r~rpnicles .• 

Rashi w~s not consistent, ,however, . in how :ne vi.e-y,ed 

~he appell-~tion, "Dav'id ''s h9_n0r." For exa:mple, :t.bere 

was one i~ta,i1ce in wJ\ ich tha,t very expression was the 

justific:atloii as to w:11y Rashi .Preferred the version of 

C'bp onic-les 6v.er t _he· rendering in· ·samuel (See· 'Chapter Three , 

:pag_e 45).. We would ima,gine., David could not become over ly 

~xcited about the spelling of Ab'shai 's name, despi t e t he 

fac,-:t; ·that ·R~sni said th.e name, :A.b'sh,ai, was r ecor ded i n 

its i'orm, q:ue tQ David's honor~ More sigjlif icant was 

a.nQther instance in which Ras hi cl-early accept ed t he t ext 

o:.r Chronicles ove.r Samuel. 
. . • ., ' i1 i;,33,1 ~ , .,,, n11<'1:J 1P.iil n»:i (ro), 

n:in:>l k? n i1m =' • '"~m 1' _k::> ;un.:>l ,,, 't1l:> oiunn .,x,nm:i 
,1/109 ?::>1 n ltD ~ W¥W ' "I 

1 , . i'? i- ,, •~::> p10:l ,x p1o9 p1l1 1t ilID :>, 
: K j,10.!> .,J • 

B) At that time when David 
(I Chron i cles 21•2 . 0 ~swered him this Parasha 
saw that the 1,ord had -· 



The :o'shat o.f tb,e· ve.r~e is clear:: David .wa.s ba.PPY 

'beea.u-se, he. had made an al t.ar tQ :t:he .LQrd. Rashi saig 

that IJa:v·id received hon.or becaus,e he· had p,.&rf.'Q.rmed a 

t'e.J.igious ae:t. We. imatd:ne _how jeyo•ijsly Davit\ c.elf3'brated ,, 

once he "saw, tiat th.e 1Jord h:ad ~nswe.rea :tt,.i.tn .• " &~hi 

~e:corde.d that. D.a:vid delighted in his worship,. 

In, .a s0me)v-hat. .. ear1i.e-r ver·s.e, I OhranicLes 21, 1., R~shi 

cornmen.:w:d upon .,what ·p.o•t:en.tiallq" might be the mos.t tr.ouhle

s_oJne verse in a.11 of I .Chr9n.icles. 1

•
14nd S:'.atan st-c::>od Ul) 

ag~inst Is~a,eI ~nd m9v,ed Dav1d to nµ_m'.b~r lsr~.el." Ther-e 

are a. r,.umb.er 0f -tro·u.ble.s0we a:s.pe-at? to tp.e v~r::.;e-. __Fir,st,1 

the vexi deal$ with S;:i.tan_ an.d what'e-y.er. giemonic e>l;¢ments 

might gQ aj.ong wit,h ·sueh a topie-. -Secondly., Davi:d is 

r~lfeved of any :res_ponsiblli ty- 'for tne c.ensus·, aecordihij ' 

to th~ Obronicl.es t ·e:itt: itself. ·How did R-ashi 4eal with. 

D~yid not hav-iiig to • as-sume re.sponsibi1i ty,, 'but, yet a,_llow1ng 

fo:r Satan to assume the 1re,sp,o:fls-i'biJ.i ty fQr .David? How 

w~~ a,l_i of this :possi'b-le?· R~e.hi.1s : eorn:rn~nt; a·~ found in 

Chapter One-, pa~e 1.8, is all t~a t we ha-v.e .• 

Fir,st· 6f all~ we ~ealize· that Rashi neai-li.y ~id .not 

add_r -es•s binise.lf to tn.e oo.nc~P:'t of Satan·. Ag:a,i,n, . a:~· ·we. 

· · h. oh __ .o:s-e to, ign_ -or..e the, pro,ble-~tlQ·, Was ~aw e~li~r·, R~• i 

iih:e census David •·s r .es::g_on:sibilitf Q,r Satan••s? Ras,hi 

I t s ,eem~ most 1un.li.k:ely, that the verse 
aV'o.i.ded comment ... 
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glo.rifies Da.vld.. lt· cle~rly ment.ions Satan and it ·empbati

cal+Y' ·s-t~te~ t-ita·t ·Pavia t-0.ok -~he c.enstJ,$ (.thus,, he erred). 

N~•~ertli_ele,ss., wi'th.:in -tw.o ·Short s·~ntences, Rashi ,reconcile-d 

the verse. David- ·c,~une sut "sine111ng l1ke a;. ,rose. •• This 

ve'r~e•, ·Rash_i orig,inall:y assumed, was: not ·for D~v1id ~·.a. hPnor. 

1i9wever, ijashi rea.soned. so.tnething to the, ef f,ect that a 

g:r~~t deal of .goo4 r~-~.uJ. t~d 1.roin· the _portion that peg~n 

wl t .h -this, troubl,esome vense.. 1\h.is. vecr·se-1: -so to· s]ieak. was 

a "v~}licle" t)lrou.gll w11tc'i1 Da;v,i<;t was given;. the ~·ppp.r-tuni ty 

tQ bttild a µiarve_lou;; al ta.r to G·od, It ls the .a,rt~r -tnat 

David ·built ithd his re,joici~ t~at ]~l.eas~d Dav,id, ·as Ra~hl 

likely asswne9-. 

Ras·bi • s r~asoni:p.g in ·this inst·ane·e (Satan ;gav.e Dav-i-d 

-the opportufii ty to do .a great s•ertice,), retainds this• a.u.tho~ 

of the reasoning of· the (;!a,r.ly Ref<>Jnn Jews a.:S t .o· Why they. 

s~o1,1la eeleorate Tisha B' Av·, ·a holid'ay :t-nat £or tll:em .had 

lo.st pi~ani.ng. 
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The seemingly unattractive was made beautiful. To Rashi, 

what appeared to be a disgrace for David, turned out to 

be an opportunity to worship the Lord. To the early 

Reformers, what appeared to be a holiday with little meaning 

for the Reformers, resulted in an opportunity to spread 

re-lig ion throughout the world . Within a lin.e or so of 

Biblical commentary, Rashi changed the f ocus of the 

Biblical text into a statement that glorified King David. 

The last example of "David's honor" cited by Rashi 

dealt with the aforementioned census taking. 

. .5) And all Israel were a 
( I Chronicles 21 d nd a hundred thousand and 
thousand thousan a And (in II Samuel 
Judah was_4 0 ~OO me~BOO ooo and the men of 
2 :9 it is wri~~~n. This implies there.weren't 
Judah were 500, • s are stated here (1n 
fro·m Israel ~s many a ven Joab did not count all 
Chronicles) ••!An~ ewritten (I Chronicles 21,6)1 
the tribe~, ~s it 16 was abominable to J<;>abl ,. 
For the king 5 wor id's honor, a numeric~l ~c
But here, du_e. t9 !~ mentioned because this is 
counting of eight 

I ' 

I) 
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the honor due him in that h .. 
army.•• {I Chronicl :• . -£7.··24).e · as.s.embled iihe, 
b· . t ·· . - . . es · · • : '.Joab •son of· Zeruiah 

eg,;;i~ .Q llUntb.e:r.; but be f.in:ished n . *· ·d t · . "'·ame· w""a:th b · - . • · - <ih, , an here 
"' .. · : . ,. .: · ·~ca~~e of it '8.ga1ns.t Ts.ra.el; and 
the numbe~ was ·not ~nt~.rett irrto the account of 
the C.hron1cl.es .. of lCing, David. 11 

?J 

Ra,s.h,'.i .qid not b1.am:e. David or Jeab for· the g~ievoGs sin of 

census t .aking. (In the text itself; David'~ own eonfession 

of· g\:til't invo.lv.etl the. sheddi:hg of blood, ~ot the ~k~ of· 

the :c•enSU·S , ')' In eight ac·counts ,· Rashi commented as. to 

why Davia. .sho:uld o·e glorifi-ed. ln; most of tho·.se. ins.tances, 

we assume th..e ~:lory d.elighted David. l:n s ·om~ . ins·tanc es, 

Rashi ·had to s·treteh the. evidep.ce to ,gl,orify David .• 

Th.ere,. i.si '·0l'ie: a:rea, t:hat• of :dress., thi;J.t mig}:l~ have had 

a s_peei•al signifieaJie~ t ·o4 D.il.vid. Bec.:uase of its speeial 

s'i,~ni:fieance, it seems fro.m ·a.,ash.i:' s .• commehts~ David was 

;p1.e.ased with ltis clo.tb.ing. It a.pp~ars· fr.om ·Ras.hi 's 

ctfmme-ntary that Davi(i. t-ook gre~t· care. in wearing a parti

cular kind o:f ~arh. 11h'e e:pp.od was mad.e of ,l.in~n, as the 

t~xt ~xplained . l{~w,ever, the d~tail of th'? cloak was 

stipplied by Rashi~ .It, too, a.co9rd,ing to Rashi, was made 

.from linen, 



Ra_shi empl;iasi.zed the. d:et-ail of -Pa:vid:'s garment.. Thu.s 1 

we -a.-ssume, Dav id too,k plea.~we m :wear~ng the prte-s.tly ~d 

Le;vi-tica-.1 garment, as-·view,ed by Ra_sni •. It ·appears·, D.avia. 
. . . 

f ·el t very much a pa.t"t or the, Temp1e :c:omplex a·u~ to his 

attitud.e towa.ro the prt.est.l,y dre~s. It s·eems ne enjoyed 

w:ear:trrg th.e ·speeiai .garments 1of linen .• 

A,s .. -a 11~ralle.i., it -. might be well .to ca11 to .m,tnd 

josephus• ,writip;g,s ◊n the e"phod .. as, ·d.esS<;.Fib~a. in Antiqui·t ies.-• 

!. 
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75 
the 'breast a little ab 
girdLe often going f ' 0 :e the el~ows, by a 
but so loosel wov oun ' four f ing·er-s broad, 
were the s·k· Y . · en, tha.t you would th.ink · t • in of a serpent I • · 1 
WJ. th ~lower~ of $.carlet a:i . t is ernbroide_red 
and fine twined line-n · b t i purple·, and blue, 
but fine linen .• 2 ' u he warp was nothing 

Jos~phus went · t -. 
. in o cons1de,rable more det~il, than 

di.d Rashi. H9wever; Rashi 's oo1'!llllents parallel much of 

what Josephu~ detailed. B th 
e a~ as it may, the important 

point seems to be tnat David took great care "in looki~ 

the part" according to Rashi's words. W-e i:.magine that 

Dav id w.as jp.yous,J.y, excited when-ever h~ donned the linen 

i2;arments. 

There was one other aspect to David's clothing that 

showed his delight, David had a crown, according to Rashi, 

that was quite special. We assume David was quite proud 

0f such a rare piece. 

o~m,~n m, .,~,, mRi '737 ,nn, :n,opJ .~ip, TlR ill, ... (~) 
, ·m,,.g 1Pn1:i,·, n'7l10 ,mN, 71Pi1 il1Dn'7 11111 IDl)l) ..,,, Qm"I 7-9 

'¥K<l77l1!1" r.izt:i .l:iJl'J ,.::, Ml 1;lill ~nPom, ill iln 'il nli-t11!1 l JIC 
:,i,r.>-,o ;,;.1.3.:, 1m1., 1t1;i1 imzti '7P n·nrn'ro j';>o ';>'m in.:> 7 ,.,,nm 

:im1ti ·nr id:, n ·,1ti.1m .,,, IDWl ,.,~ -1 nn·, J ,n:im, m,i l:(O.::> .,, ;i-,nnn 

(1 C'hronicle•s 20:2). Th·ere were pre.e.ious s,tones i n 
it in the crown. And it was set upon David's head 
we m.i ght have doubt about how David 's nea(il could 
rea.lly endure ( the weight of such a heavy crown). 
Our Rabbis explained that there wa:s a magnetic 
st.one ih it. And I heard in· Narbonne such is a 
custom in the land of the Ishmaelites (Arab lands) 
that they suspend the k ing • s crown from above on 
his head and he sits next to it (that is, )' under 
r't on a chair. (Thus, it appears as if he is wearing 
it. ) :And what was •Written?. 'Jt, was upon 7:>av id's 
h.ead. ~ It would appear as if l. t were on his head. 
(.In £act, it was not on his head at all.) 

Rashi presented _second hand knowledge., of. .an instance 

that made it possible for such a heavy, and equally special 

,/ 
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¢~own to, fit on David,' ,s head. 
.1~-as,hi s.e~tns: to -have. said 

c:r0:w,n was i.ntpo.r-t;:a:nt· en(;)ug.n to D:a::v"i'd,,: t<> ha.vie 

fer stioh an elab·o· r· at· · h ·· 

that tp.e 

:a;rr~g,~d· 

crown ;On 

· · . . .. _ · a mec ;a,nism, 't;p, $:u~p.ort the 

his head. TU.bid ;t se ·.-. · 1 a' 
.LJ<i,v ... . , , ... ' ems, :v~ ue· ;his crown 

Mo·a.-t. likel:y, ne, ado:re.a. we:aring it, desp-i t ·~· its 
size atfd w-e:i.giht. 

Aeeer'ding t .o le.g,end, Dav-id"•$ crown wo:ulli not f'i t .just 

any,Qn:e - ·G inz.'ber~ wro·-f e 1 

That. Adon.i jah was np-f, d.e~'i:gna ted for the r.ay.al 
di.g;'.))i ty was maee m3;1:l'i;f':est :oy the . fact. that the 
crown of Uavid didi,'. no.t fit him. ffihis cirown nad 
the remar1fab_l~ .:p:euliarity of always fi t ,ting · 
the Le~gi t:1.mat~ lti.ug 9! the h·oo.s,e o.f Dav·id.J · 

David •a crown wa.s ·special,. and a:s· .itas'J,·d. ,pc:rint·ed: o~t, Dav . .i.d 

went to mu•ch efTort t◊ .. ~rta~g~ fgr· i'ts. d·etai_lL 

0:p to th.is: Ji)Oiil:t,, w~ have· se:en how Rashi showed that 

IJa,vid delightetl, ~s ,~ resµ1t ,o:f' bein~ honor.ed... Ra.Sh'i also 

:l;l1howed th8:t David w,as s.omeWhat ~articular in :his dre-s.s and 

l.iked }1i:s appat-e.l t~ be .speci:al. Rashi imPlieo. tbat Davi.d 

to,ok ~:pecial ,pleas;ure in his physie:al a.p})~~,an,,re·,. 

Rasni ahowed that. Dav-id; desir~4 tc;, Col)duct .himself 

pro.perly ln wa~ ,situ.at-i'O.Ji$, l)av~d_, s~id Rashi:, to·o,k ·pr-id•e 

_in tb,.e. fact· that he did net e~ploit his pos1 tion. and pow:er. 
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R~shi ~ .. ·.a• ve.· us th • b ""' · ano · ··•· er 1ns-t.anoe. in -which David did not 

abl;l.se his pew.e.r. David. could have b~en a ruthless, fe.ar .. 

. avi\/1.; Jnl§.i;i\, i~ay:e taj{~n ~leaaure in nis mi.ti tary some e.·.n. em· y. • D ~..; • 1.·-4> u. 

s:trengt,h alo:rxe .. , Jfow.ever, Rashl ;sE;emetl •to. 13ay t)a.t David 

~njo_y,ed -acting righ.:teou~ly .• 

,u• Mi'7, nN:s:7-i>, _1n cn?,i1~n . 1b:s11 ill'/P• . il'p.iti D'.!li!tll ('t") 
•. mm~:i ">•Ri m,. , .,:nn· ?H11urr ~i., n ,:,r, ;i1J1:1';1JJ,1 

(I Cn-t-onfolea· l8114J (He e'K.eeuted) jua,gment ,and 
justlce h.&. (Davi;d) rest-r.ai:ned hiin$.elf f,:orn lllald_ng 
war ,aga_in ~nd f .rc:n~ g<>ing out. again. A,n~ .( tn,us,) 
he would qontinually s :i t :and ~x-ecut.e_ jµdgment ·· 
;with, r-i~h:t~oQsnes-s ~ wf't'h rega.m t ·o) Isra,.el .. 

Frem what Ras})i .seems to ;have said a:bo,ut David,,. his· 

o:onduct by ar.r& lArg:e was .ge.a:red to ·hel-pi'Q~ others.. .sutb· 

c,onoern. we. ass,µme gave Dav.id. m'-,lch pleasure. In tµe 

'l'hi:rd .- Chapter, we leante.:d O'f -all that Dav.id did fo:r: ·4_is 

~,on, th(ere was n(fthi-ng he would spa:re in prep,arlng Soloman 

for tne. buil.d'ing :o! ·the Temple.. Ras hi s,howed in those. 

instanc·es • and in the' above, tha-t Dav.id wa..s by- arid la~ge 
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a generous person . A ccording to some rabb .. 1.n1.c legends, 
David was viewed as being stingy ,4 Por the most part, 
however, Rashi seemed to view David as a person who 

As Rashi pointed out: delighted in aiding oth ers. 

(I Chronicles 19,2) 
to me (David) David 
and his brothers and 
restored them,, . 

David was a giving person . 

For hi~ father showed kindness 
t?ok h1s father and his mother 
his father's household and 

That does not mean to sa th t D · y, a avid did not enjoy 

kind actions from others. Rashi gave one instance when 

David responded well to other people ' s generosity, 

,~ ,n~mm nxim~ .,~n~ •~ 1l'~n ,j ~,,; p;,, (l) 
:n,,,mn C'DP 'j~O 

(I Chronicles 1412) David perceived that the 
Lord had confirmed him Kin when he saw that 
the leaders of various peoples sent him gifts . 

David's delights could be summed up as whatever brought 

him honor, his special garments , his proper conduct of 

himself, and his behavior with others. 

David 's greatest sources of displeasure were his 

relations with Bath-Sheba, Joab, and Absalom. Rashi, 

and Chronicles. do not comment upon the negative aspects 

of David ' s relat ionship with those figures . The Samuel 

account is more complete, in that regard. The displeasing 

episode involving Michal gave the r eader more of an idea 

I 
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of Michal's displeasure than Da .d, 1 • vi s. n fact, the text 
and Rashi agree that David enJ·oyed d · . anc 1.ng around the Ark 
as he did. His action would be more of his pleasure, ~han 

his displeasure. 

But suddenly. so to speak, ~the floor fell from under 

David. " Gi?J.Zberg suggested, 

David was in the position of a sick man who is 
asked whether he prefers to be buried next to 
his father or next to his mother ••• 5 

It so happened, that Rashi used the vecy same midrashi 

however, he attributed it to a "man" and not to David 

directly. Nevertheless, the story deals with the desperate 

situation in which David found himself in the end. 

7l13i ilv ~t'Xl, nD 1ln 1? ,inRIII CiR7 ?mD ••• (~, ) 
,jw D'lT~7 '1R on7 iDR 7DK ,~ 1'JR ?lR 1lvnm 

:'Ur.>1111 

(I Chronicles 21:lJ) I am in a great strait •• , 
There is a parable of a ~an t~at they said.to 
him the son who died, 'J.n which grave ls it 
you~ wish that you will be buri~d, next.to your 
father, or next to your mother? He said to 
them, 1Woe to the ears of the one who forgot 
to hear. 11 

Rashi did not dwell on the displeasures of David. He was 

more interested in David's pleasures. 
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:CHAPTER FIVE 

OONOJjUSION. 

In e·ssene·e·, •what_ wa_ ·s Rasil.. :.i , ,. 
u.l: s perc:te.pt:ton of ki!}g. David 

a$ vi:ewe-d f .r:om ti'!~-'Chrp-nicl.es· co~e~•tary? David's mi.li tary 

prowess wa:,s· of pri~cy 'im:po~tance to Rash.t. Ras-1:ii stated 

th.at Dav-id was 'a str"61'lg militar, man w.no was wi'llitlg. :to g_o 

to ba ttie i:f ne.c es.sary,. ilthQijgh David .was a powe~ul 

mlli;tacy f'i,gure, Ras.hi di_d hot •view him as. a .tttth1ess 

l~arle:r. That is to s~~• David; aiii: no·t i .nstill fear in his 

.. su.;b jeets •. In the end• David wa.s more t:tpt to •assume ·re.s.pon

si biLity in military matters. than he· was re~dy to -a-$sume 

resp:on,sibili ty, in the r-eli€;'1ous realm.. It was the factor 

of D.avi(i). ·' s a·ssurni:nt--or not as-sumi-ng~,..r,espons.fb._ility wbi(fh 

led us. to conside,r Rash.i • s view '6t· Davld: • s fam.ily, .l,if e. 

It seems Ras,hi was·. say'ing· that in .David's. familial line• 

,rn;ilitacy .abi1fty -was a:pparent. Military strength was· to· 

be :found in Jesse, David,. ·and bavi<l ' .s nephews, The Hebrew 

spel-l'i~g of the •name.s, of Dav.ld anq. J -es.se joi.ned th.e two 

'· · .. ·· 1 r ·e.1· a·-+1.' o·n .. sh·. i_.p·,· on.e :which Jes,se s,hared with no in a speo:1a ., 

other son. 

Re-gard'ing- David •·s a11cestors; Rashi a~oided the tt1ouble-

some spGtS on' Da:vi.<f ' s ·fa~_iiy tree.. There was one exc~ption. 

In ·the •case 0.f ' Tama,r, ·navid ':s ancestor. Rashi made Da:vid 

D "d' family., wi.thi its blemish. mor~ human ·by showing · avi s 

t and spec.ial I f t · had its own Davitj.'s family wa's no - pure 

"U,g],.y duckling .... ·Tamar. 
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David ha,d e.i,gh't'een w.ives and .concubines~ RaShi 

s ,ta. ted that, 'Davl,d •·s wives· were '1-.is :nN'ss .. e,ss 1· on. I t 
A~ !'·"" n acldi• ioh, 

Rashi '"whitewashed"· David •s r~latj:o:nships .wi-th h,is wiy.esl 

~here·by, ,Ra.sJii d$;d not. _probe, into the troublesome e.pis,odes .• 

lns'tea:d., f_ o.r exa:.m ....... P.le., .A"l;<-ig• __ .a· 1· 1 ·~••,as d ··b d 
.. I/} • " escr1 .e as. a 1egi -timate 

wif'e., Tpqs;., ~avid did,: not ·&r.r in mar.,r:ying Al:?igaJ1.. In 

Rashi 's, -Qo~me.nt· 'a bou;t, an,,0<tbe.r w-if:e, Egtah, th.e p:all)e of 

Mich~'l ~PP~a.red in 'the. eemmen,t. By a compar.ison ot the 

Samue-1. and .Oh.~onicl~,s passage:s 'by Rashi, we saw that in 

Sa.fuue.1 the tw0,, EigJ,a:i} a,nd ·Michal, we-re one and the same 

persoti. Whet·e~s, i:n Chrohicle.s ,. the Miol)al reference 

a·~l)aren'tly was: tacked onto the ~nd of the co,D)m~nt. ltl 

Chronicle's Ra-shi did no~ -simply equate M,ie'liJLl wi t.h .Eglah, 

as. Ras•hi did in th~ Sam\;Iel o.omiliehta:ry·. Raslii; in S'iunuel, 

was :impljd~g th:at· MicJ:i.al was a een~ral f 'igure in-1 David's

life. The d'is.c:re.pan:oy betw:een th.e. two v·ersions may be 

du,e to the fact that .. Ra:ahi ·wa:s· .,no.t the author- of ~he I Chroni

. cJ. es Oomme·ntary. 

11:l· C.ht.on:icles, Ras.h1,'1;3 statement on 'I}a:v1d dancing 

and ski:pp:in~ before the Ark, ~d Michal's r.esponse, 

revealed -an i:J:i.frequ.en:t-, yet, s'igriificant, record of an 

emotiQna1: outbur·st. Mos-t often, Rashi ig11ored such a 

troublesome aspe,ct o-1· David ' ·S relationships wit h women. 

For'tttnately, .Rashi expanded upon the. Michal/David encounter, 

to David's l a:st wife, Bath-Sheba. i(aslil.i avoided r .efereno·e 
- In one v·erse we saw that, in 

There was an exc·e·p:\;;:i,pn • 

to David's sin wit h Bath-Sheba. 
pass-ing, Rashi admitted 
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Most of the time, Rashi tendeq to, skirt th,e problematic 

episodes tnvolving Da:v'id 's :wives. The same could be said 

involving Dav id 's children. 

Rashi totally ignored any referenc .. e to .David's 

supposed daughter, Tam.ar, However, Rashi did offer comments 

about David's sons.. In a gene.rel -d·escription., Rashi stated 

that David's sons -were obedient and willing to serve David, 

Such a statement dues not ring true if we cons ider the 

rebellions of Absolom and Adonijah as found in the ~a)Jluel/ 

Kings accou~t. Rashi, in his Chronicles c.ommen.tacy, 

followed the Chronicles text and did not dwell on· Ado.nijah 

and A,bsalom. R:ashi c.hose to deal with the lesser }cnown 

Sons a Ch.ileab/Danlel, Elishama and .Eliphelet. Rashi did 

comment about Solomon. as a son of David. We conjectured 

that tbe "young and tender" Solomon coulct have received 

the tr$.i ts o.f youth and tenderness from David,. due to, 

David's idyllic pa~t as a shepherd. Such characteristics 

could have been passed from ·father to son. Dav-id took 

g+eat pleasure in Solomons likewise, he was pleased with 

most of nis family, according to what Rashi said or 

neglected to say. It seemed David•s great pleasures were 

in other areas as well. 

Way, We could say that whatever brought tn a general 
il We saw there was much 

David honor, pleased him as we • 

that broug~t honor to Davida David's sons, nephews, 

• • h • ) military accomplis.hment.s,. and service 
( especially Ab s a1 • -

. . . n· vid honor.. t~ ~µdi tion, the 
for the altar all gave a 

I I 
I 

I 
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Book ot Chronicles gave David honor. Rashi seem_ed to 

imply that David ~ould ha:ve rece1·ved much pleasure from 

the facets of David's li,fe that brought him honor. Pro.m 

Rashi's interpretation, it seemed David's physical appearance 

was very importan~ to the king . In some detail, Rashi 

described the king ' s apparel. Vie assume the clothing was 

special to David, as Rashi view~d it. Otherwise we would 

not have learned t •he details of the levi tical/priestly 

linen which seemed to have pleased King David . David ' s 

royal crown· was unusually large, according to ·Rashi. As 

Rashi viewed the king, David apparently felt as if he 

needed. the enormously large cro,wn. 

In Rashi's co1IUl\ents we see that David did not take 

delight in a hollow victory, He receive.a no pleasure in 

killing the helpless . For Rashi, a victory at the cost 

of conquering t~ose who could no~ defend themselves, was 

no victory at all. Rashi seemed to imply that David would 

delight only in a wholesome victory. 

From what Rashi stated , it appeared that David' delighted 

in another way. David gladly executed justice and warmly 

,extended his kindness to others. David delighted d.n g.iv'ing 

to others, and in receiving gifts from them as well. 

Rashi did not dwell upon t~e displeasures of David. 

Joab merited significant comment from Rashi, due to Joab's 

obedience· and lo,yal res•ourcefulnes,s. In Samuel/Kings 

we learn how Joab fell from David's favor and how David, 

before his death, instr\.\\~ted Solomon to have Joab punished• 

I 
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The Ctrronicles text, at;i.d ~as:hi'•·s· oonime·ntan 1;;.o. the same:, 

f'ail to .disc,t.rss Joab • s f :a, I in.. e-st.·e .. em· '• n • d ... .uav1. 's pl:easu.res, 

mpFe ~h.an hlS: ·displ:easti,~s ,, were G•f cone,ern t 9 ·s,a·shi •. 

Tl1-e r~l;>ibini-c. material stat ec:i that. David :had displeasuFe 

at t .he end of hts li-f.e . ..Ra:sh:1 was. awa:r-e :0,f Dav-id• s sao-d~~eli 

~ta~:e near th·e: ·e:nd of his lif~ . I11 one· ii:nst:~nc~ , Ras'hi 

sh:a,rea a we:l.l kn.o,wn mid.rash .descr.lbJng Da:vid.~s ]lititu.1 

c:o.ndi 1;;ion.. .As: t~ what .brought, David to. that _poi.n·t, Ra:s:fri 

faile-d to e1ab9.rate·. 

'I'h.~ ·a'l;>ove· oo~~.J..µ_de·•s wna:t ltas'hi 'wr.o,te ·0:onc,arrting Da:vidt 

his m1,li ta•cy li£e .. , :famlly life, a;nd_ hi.s•, lJ;f e· of dellghts 

and di.splea.sures.. A .jol,!rnalist once i_nst,ruo.ted his 'students 

ot writing, ,wi tb the. _fo1lowlbg. aaVice: ,;wh-en you ·write abqut 

a ,p·erson, •• ,t:Qe r-e~d~r ·warits to: know. all ~bout .him--how 

he l ·eok~, acts, qre-sses, a:~d talks. 111 

The 15-i'blical text, viitho:t:tt c.o.'muientafy1, i.s our 10:ne 

sov.rc·~ as to how Pa.v'id lo.oke.d and talked.. The abov·e c~n.citj.d~s 

what R~shi ~hou~ht ~bout bow Davirt f ,e1t, a~'ted., and' dressed:. 

At th.is .poin.t vie ni-iglit, fit:'st•, co.mpa;r~ a.~sh.i 's :p~1"beption 

of Da;vid over a~ainst. the, Biblical accourl-t -a~ found in 

$am1J.e·l/,Kings. Next H: would 'qe itrteres·ting tb toy w'i th 

Ra~.hi ·~ s co.mmentacy· ·on D.avid to ~t?rive some l!lo.d.ern:. p:syc'ho

legicaJ. unders,t ,a,nding c;,_f tl:lat fasc'±nating lt:ing by the name 

of ~a_vid. 

/ I 
I 

I 



A Comparison of Rashi'a Commentary to I Chronicles and 

the. Samuel Kin s_ Aooount on the Sub ·.ect o:t ·kin .. David 

86 

·This entire itt1.dy began by comparing Rashi's commentary 

to Chronic le.s to the Rashi commentary to samuel/*ings op 

the sub•ject of King David" Since that beginning, the focus 

has been limited to the study of the Ras.hi comme,ntacy t~ 

Chronicles. Up to this point we have looked at the 

specific Ras-hi comments in orqer ~o ttnderstand Rash.i's 

perception of King David on a particular subject-. 

At. this point, we are con_cerned w,ith the ger-teral 

similarities and differences between Rashi's commentary 

on D~vid f ·ound in I Chronicles ·and the biblical account 

as fpund in Samuel/Kings. This section, because it deals 

with general perceptions, will not make a detailed analysis 

of Samuel/Kings, nor will it quote t .ne Ras·hi commentary in 

the original. 

How goes King David appear in Samuel/Kings as compared 

to Rashi's perception a~ found in I Chronicles? It appears 

that the· thrust of the Rashi commentary was to de.scribe a 

man who was religiousl~ motivated and inspired. However, 

that is not- to say that David did n.ot hav·e his faults.. Let 

us compare the "two D~ids." 
• d, t· ·h ·Tp_e "reoer' There are two acc-ounts o~ Dav 1: . s you ·• 

(I Samuel 17:Jl-.54) is one account. 
d~ys and Goliath episode 

t make u_se of the aecond episode, 
For Rashi, he prefers o 

O
f the voung David as found in the 

the sheph~rd experience ~ 

comment to I Chronicles 1112 • 

I 
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which makes re,fere~c-~ to Dav-id,• s tro"ble.d family" 

real.i.s.m shine,s forth. R-:a.shi :pe~c ei ved D<>vld a..s ·a - · ..., . :man. 

with dG>in:est:ic prob,1erns ( the, Michal e.'".is·"'•.,:je o"', ·:r · 
.l:' ,;,.,.. .i., Cl1rQ·nicle.s 

1,5. :2 9.) • In fa;~·t, -Rashi went so far· a~ to admit. to Davia• s 

fami-J,y the 'blemish .• Ta.rna.r, .(1 Ch:rPnicl'.es· ,2 i4). A,lso • 

the-re. was, David's sin with Ba th--Sheba ( I .Chronic l:e.s 2·7, JJ) • 

Rashi •s statement-a-, however,: ~o not .!•·nold ~ ,candle" to the 

epi:so'd..es of ·the T~mar r.a,ie·, -~scaj>ades wl t.n B'ath-S·heba. 

rev.ol t ,s of• :A.bsalom and Ado-ni.jah; all of which ai .. ~ to be: 

found.. in Samuel/Kings •. 

T-he Samue,l/King_s aocQ•unt mak.e:s a. ·gr.aate.r reference 
-...,.' 

to David's :ld,ngo.·.om~ th'at,, dlq Rashi' s e·omm~ntacy. Both 

-works mak·e muo:h of D.av:i,g. '"s; :military mi_g,i.t, but ·:rol' d.iff eren-t 

reas(:ins.. The rnili tary 1aec..a11,1pli~hmen.ts 1:n sam.ue'1 are for 

th.e estab.lishment of Pavid.' ,s k0iqgdom, in· -Raski 1 -s commehtacy 

to C;trro:niaies they we-¥~ a demonstratio,n of' the importance 

,o.:f. t h.e religlc;>us· ele.mep_t withln the kingdom. 

In Samu.e.l, ·nav0id.•~- military expioi.ts receive .more 

:of an e,mphasis than do the. v.enturies e~ ·o·ther pe·ople~ In 

rr Samuel 5: 6ff .• David is er-eaited wi:th_ conquering, Jeru.sa1e.m. 

In t.he Ra:s.hi Qonimehtaey ·to I C.hroni~les lli18 ami .f •f. J.Qab 

clo.es, the nrili iia_r.y offenstve·. .Joa.b ,c.o:me,s :tb-roqgh .as the 

D · d w-h·erea_s· in Samuel the li_ght-·-~h.ines loyal helper of •· .avli · ,. _ 

only- upon pav--id. 
There is ,a di:ff.er,e:nce· in the· 1¥ind of .f.riend:s David 

Da.v.i4 had "fri:ends'·' in 

j 
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II S,atnuel. 1'5a3:?, counseler,a i .n. ll :Sa.'muel 16'i2J and ''nQu~e 
1~uJr$t'S" in II :Sam:u:el 19,, ~2.,.,-:i_5 .• _ I 

:,, "' · n R.a-shi • s coIJUnentary to 

I Chrn':hic'Le.s _, -~av·i.d: was ,,s1..(rro~nded by peopl~ ;who })-ad 

expertise in the .aes·thet'i:e realm, SJnge-rs, mi~strela, 

a.rid ,_gateke.epe.rs .,ga,'t;nered around Da,:v.ld as we le:a.rn from 

R~shi ' s· sta:temen.ts on I C:n1fon:i.e_ le& lJs &, 15 t 1.~-23,, a.n,d 22 : j •. 

The ll turg;'ica_l apd WQr$hip expert :f<>und a t1or,ne in Da.Yid 's 

court. The ;psa:1:mi$t w:as welc,ome· ~d influ:e.n<,~d. Da:vid 's 

envi.rcJnment as we learn.. from the co·mmen:,t_afy to t Ch?'Q'nicie.s 

29,,11. 

The religious .fa9 tor swelled in irnporta.nc.e if we 

eonsider tbe ai,smiss,io11, of. the .At-k Cr ,·Chronicles lJ1l ff.) 

th~ a.ltar ('21:29,. JOJ 21:1), and ·tb.e sat.rific.e-s (2J.,:2.8, .31):. 

'O:f't_en ~aS't>.i viewed Pa:vid, as an id·eal ot piety ,as we .f~d 

in I Chronicle,~ 11,:2.~ 11,i,1.8'; l~s.14-;- arid 21::221 an$:i ~J.. At 

O.be point, Ra~hi ,went ~e fjr ~-s to ,c~m,pazie, David ·with 

tb:e P.-atri~rc.hs {I C~ronicl~s 29':10)-. 

Ac.,n->r•cfing 1:0. ·Ra~'hi~ DaviQ. might nave. been a ._.priestly 

type· as we le~rned o£ the. ,d-etail.e.tl linen garb that l)a,v:id 

el'.ljoyed. •w.earipg, In e-sserice, the reii'.gi-ou:s ei.en}ent wa.s · 

that whicl:J, Rashi ·e-rt1pna,si-zed in David''$ li.fe. Rashi's 

S·uch a pei;-~ept.ion might n<rt have ·been 

,: _ . . .. t"' th . mo-re ''·ev-ert-handed" treatJ11eUt w.h!e.b w~ in .oonflicrt, w.1. "" . e .· · ·· · 
. . . . . . I How.eve·r,_ i .t showed wl}at might })av~, 

find in, S-a?Duei '._Kings• •r· 

th_; e d . ~"nant aapect of D"a-v.id 's be-en, ~c.cording· t;o Ras.hi' o.m1:. · 

I 
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Davidis personalit . gallant H · Y' might be described as 
war and' -pea~e wa~u~trong . and courageous: in 
jus~ice were fue~ged ~i i~m human .sympathy and 
Bes1.~es, he was one of th:n!~gr ar:io. sternn.e~a. 
vat ea characters in the B .bl 

st 
hJ,.ghiy cul ti,

in friendship and tender In e.t H~ was faithful 
Love for women and f t pa. erna~. love . 
to h. - . or. ar were as important 
moratm. a,s the mo.st delicate excitations of 

• . ii:;st,1es and of s ineere piety . His 
mistakes.were certainly many, but.~h~ a 
bef orbe h~s endowments. Partially his y mls~:kes 
may e given a psychological e 1 t· . attributed to h:... · .• d. • 2.?CP ana ion, and 1.s rap1 rise. 

• personality Qf We now tum, in brief. t .o s·tua·y the - · 

David. 

Toward a Modern Understanding o:.f David ' 's Personality 

89 

The topic of pe,rsonality, wi ~h regard to King David, 

nece.§;si t~tes o~r u;nders t,andj,ng a certain. methodology. Th.e 

r ea son for thi~ c,oncero for methodoiogy is due to the fact 

that we are removed from either account of King David. 

Further, we are distant from the Rashi c-ommentary to King 

David.. Thus,. we are viewine; King David-, a man from the 

past, "over m~Y peoples' shoulders." Bruce Mazlish has 

commented about such an endeavor • 

• • • the application of psychoanalytic meth~ds to 
'fpatients" who are dead and no longer subJec•t 
to verification by clinical processes, and whose 
;•analysis~ must proceed in t.erms of a one-way 
Socratic dialogue with their rem~ining documents 
is fraught with dangers, some po1nte,~. out by 
Freud him~elf (who nonet~eless oceas1onally 
fe.11 victiJTl to them,.•), 

T 
1
·mportant s~udy of David using. psycho-

here has been one ~ 

analytic ·material. 
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Dorothy Zelj,gs has :applied J>Sychological theories to 

King Dav~d • Most of her material is the· Samuel/King·s 

accou,nt and the midrash found in v:arious volumes. Her 

m~terial is not limited t .o Rashi ' .s coJ1111lentary to I ·Chroinicles· .. 

Nevertheless, her conclusion. is importan't to note. 

Our· thesis ••• ha.S' been that David tended uncon
sciously or otherwise to thin~ of himself as 
a lo:vipg father ..• no-t. only to his sons, but to 
all the people of Israel ••• this fatherliness had 
a d.ei\en$.ive quality. But the nat.ure (jf on.e·•s 
defenses helps to determine the character of 
the man .• 4 

This section ~eals with personality as comprised of 

a numoer of variables5 such as: 

Reality T~sting--How conceroeq was David with 
sickness and death?' 

Intima-te Relationships with Loved One~--How_did 
David t reat the members of his family? 

R ~-b 1• 1; ty for One ' ·s Work--Was David consistent e,s_pons.1 _.... . ~· . b . 1 . t ? in assuming respons1 i 1 Y• 

Control ov:er Agg:N!s'sive Impul$es--How even-tempered 
was David? 

d ·~ D ~d ··p·ossess a Self-esteem--To what ~xt!nt lu avi 
healthy narcissism? 

for sickness• Ras'hi did not Rega:i;-ding David's concern 

There i:s .a midras:ti-whioh. do.es relate 
offer "s any data. 

f 
;11ne.-sa, that of mental illness. Asher 

to the subject o ..._ ~ 

Bar-Zev cites the l.eg.end·1 

. . to God a ~The world is !ntirely 
David once said with the one excep~ion of 
beautiful and good, d . . s ,the world derive from 
insanity. \'lhat use hr~her and thither, tear~ 
a lunatic, who ru_i:is db a mob of hooting 
h 1

• s c 1o·thes,, a,nd is pursue y J • a God in reply, · will come, sai 
children?' 'A time 

11 
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t h . wen you will beg .· t . 
( i • e • , when he fled m~o ga ~fl) ict(· r.ou w_~ th ~ad.ne~s • fl 
l9J8, p. 89. )6 - • ,cited in G1nzberg, 

Bar- :Zev com.,mented further "God-~ 
' 8 res'.Ponse could be inter-

pre t.ed as implying that madnes.s is a flight from reality 

wh~n the cond.i tions. o.f reality become too intolerable to 

l:>ear . '' 7 

In Ras-_;il.· ' s comm t D ·a · . . ~n acy, av1 d1d no,t i'lee fr.om the 

situations that deman;:a .ed. conf t t' u . . ,ron a; ;t.oti. D.av'id chose to 

c9nf':ront. rather than to evade, The .most distressing 

si tuatiqn was the ref·erenee :in Rashi that related to the· 

legend of the pars.on c,onfronting his own burial. 8 From 

what we studied it appea·r -s as if Rashi felt that David 

was concerned with his ·own mortality. 

Dav'id ' s relat-ionship with his Wive.s was a fascina:tui.g 

subject. From the. one "ripe''' passage in whicll Rashi rei.ated 

the exchange 'between .Michal ·and Dav,id, we leaJ:!led. more about 

the f ormer than we learned about, the latter. 1t ,appeared 

.from the Rashi co'mmentacy that Davi(!' s rnos·t intimate 

pleasures and satisfactions stemmed .from David ' s efforts 

to satis.:fy Solomon ' s wishes , Rashi related how David 

p:repa~ed the kingdom with great care so tha•t Solomon ' s 

monarchy would be as problemles's "as possible. Rashi stated 

that the- .sons carect for David, and that David was warm 

enough to provide some nurturing. 

The most ·troublesome aspec"t of David ' s perso-nality 

centered upon his a·ssurning--o·r not assuming--responsibili ty, 

r/ 
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T.?ter.e. was an al!lbivalence ·ac· c· ~,....i ·' 0 t .. 
· · ' · . v:1:ul.n.g • 0 0:J.,l.J;' CCfnclUs:i.on~ .•. 

On t he one hi:m:d., .rega-rdin.tt, t .1:-e. m.;,.1_1·_ta-T, 
c t ,.u ... • J Dav.id . had no 

r .e.ser:vat.ion in car:cytng .~ut hi:s duti·e.s.. · 1:iowevel:' ,. we. 

iSaw that •in rnat-ters perta:Lr-d;ng. to the rel:igi9us, r~alni, 

at lEra:s,t . i.n one case, David was n.e:sitant to a-sse:rt hjm-

.s .eLf • 

. as. to what ·ex.cit~d :and stimula:t~d King .. David. 

For· the .mG>.s~. par.t .; :navitl s~en:ied. t.-o have b.t?en. Port:&a;y.ed 

as a fairly stable eh~r~cte.r. The M~cha1 ·episode ~ · the 

exce·p•tion·. 'The ·situations. that might ha:ve l~d to a 'di.a-play 

o·f · ·a~:gres1sive -impulses. 1wer-e· avoided in the Chronie-1e:s· text 

and in t ,ne Rashi c·omme:nt.a:ry (.Dav'id st:eali'.ng. B~tth--She'ba. 

and .D.avi'd sli,ght:Lrrg" ,J.~ab in., ;th;e ~pd ·of tn~l.r .reJ,~t.i Q~shi.P 

to~eth·er) • ThJ:! one re:f e:renc·e to .:s~ t .h-S.heba, ~9-m,i tt•e4 

David'' •.s. si:n, but did n:ot· s;uggesi :any aggreas_iv~ haturfil 

·rega~ding David. David was th,e mo).•~ .calculating_ milt tary 

vic'tor, ade,pt •at. ti~ht,irig,. but restrained iri his· contact 

with. o the.rs, 

:David; s. self:-este-em was imp"ort.ant as we mi.g.h-t rev iew 

the writ-in~s 9 f R~shi., , .For :example, ~ash.'i pointed ou.t ·that· 

oayi,d wa.s a loy.•a,l s'hepne·rd ·of 1.he p-eo.plce of fsrael, artd .. 

that h.e too.k :p.l~asilre in being God'·s s~;rva:nt. So•me 0£ 

·1· · bl. ·e e-v,pe·r1· en.• ces 1riv.o1Ved ,his l .ife David 's. 'm,oet Jt easura . · · "" 

-1,,,,_~a· ""'. 1. The. large rov_· al crown., !h.e ·beautiful as a -king of ._, .,.. ~ 11 

• .i._.·:i.._'. e. ·sin.:g_i.n_·'o: $.lld musical accompaniment .all gave 11.ne;n dre.ss, 1,n b 

Dav.id a great deal · ◊f pride and pl~asure.. In his posi.tion 

he ·was· able t<>. y;rorshl.J>, ·ae!;l with all\ ,abiding faith that ll].~pired 

not onl y those who ·.s\:J:t:::rounded hlrn •. but all tho!Se wn:o b~a.r 

h-i.s l :egacy" 
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PLATE I 

HAGIOGRAPHA 

-1 C,hronicles 1:-1-29· with Pseudo·-Rashi Oomrnentary 

Naples, 1486-87 

The words highlighted in req show those instances where 
the words present in the 1486-87 ~dition ·Were left out of, 
or changed, in the 1516-17 ~dition (Piate V). 
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I Chronicles 2:4-27 with Pseudo-Rashi Commentary 

Naples, 1486-87 
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))1 ~-"1')•,:,11 n:n,l\;i i:,;,: i;,ln l\~1 ~~r~"I• -'> 1'~l'l' /:Jeo ti"l ~,11, t,ieoo 7n , ,.mo 

' ... • , ~ • ,-; : · "' '' · '-, i;;t, ,., 71,,} ,m.,o t>•4)c, .k, ,~~ r,"ln fij'D 
m1.:r111n~ •~1 N•i;i~ l,~111~ ,,~,i1 ~1J!OJl! ,..,., t>•t1'tl' p •m •m •r> ~:>J ~o >t10 ,111, 
~3 ft.~,•~!il ~~~,~½~J\,"ll~t1 llC:~} ti Cl'f)t'I !'' bloJ ~)'NJ).» 01J"IDJ'1'0 b1,::>Jl 
11-., : k.11 ft~ '11L1t, 131JJI ,s,11 ri.'ti•½in 1ll.:11 -» rh 11)~r p,)oJ 70:i\l~ ~, t,,~.,'J'" 

.: · ·· J " : ·• .. • - f,p7 •Jf) 11,JIJ'fl:\:S N tj;Jft .,t, 1>1Tb., 11;1:, 
'Jl?'.tl .:i.~t:l,:~ !:1_~•7,~ ~~ 1151 flt' ,•~M '?1 f J:>fi "''°" r»1:, ;~,> 1h1 pf>~ r6t::1:> rn r,,)o 
, '.O':i')G 'I? 'l71~-;!:1 ~t-?~: •c:!1t?t! NJ;}):~ li c,.,.,,, r/li.,•m rf"' .,,,;, ~t,.,c, \Pllo p,~, 
NI n•nr o:i•~'ll~•= 'Y'!l!.t' 1ff 't!'lt:i1 m'k ~ "lflfi~ ,~•rJY1 >11nm ri.io r,fm o.o "SI!'' ,:o 

, . ·., ~ · · · · L T _ • P i:>1ll -,1)1c,.o h~"' sm ,,,, l'>" ~l> un:> foo 
fl~ i\1).' ';;')'~_"il :;1~ .. 0 ~ns·111~ 1·1 •;-~ )) 01,:i!,1 eo;o " fm plll~•r.,, (IJI) f}PJJ 0 , 1) 

ti~t'1~1 ti"'l~',:1 p j½j~•~~}~\?11J ip~ I\~-~ ) i, C'•C'O: fJ;J/, (,i,r.l ,~~> C'l(I CD?' flfl71 -,m) 

!:i::f·•1 ,~"i"\'lJ n½x1 Jilll'1' /l~I i1l!I:< r,:;,1]) ' pu.,., ,~.,,, r,.o ti"'>IUci 10~ t>•J:,i~ri h l» 
· •~, • ~ ~ L. : •'" . ' '.' .,. ' .. -, r, .,,l.')'J 11)i"O 7~;,) • (,:., ti~!> ll)l ' "Jl1 7 i~lCI 1/,c;"f 

n, 1 •:~~ ~;) t~ ;"; r.,~11!-:,i:1r ~!1!; i1"1~ ~~t' cw, i,) v•!)) j••).1-1» PJ'T> ll)._,-f/(1 7)1" !,it 
1 :,-~1_1N} 1"1_\-..~ J'\~1•1k1,,ri! : '1"1 J\~ 1~ ,½,ru !t,JI ~•..,)JJCJ .~ )"ljJ)(' )!J'.:lfo 1")'1J '»1Jl)(t 

5P, n, 1,~ 11,sn l'l:l ,mo: ½~~l':l l\'< ,•~li1 •_r.: 3rm>to 1l/1~0i.i "JI! '717 J0 -n:,,j, ~ 
·• • : 1 ' - - , ,. ' ' --, • i, 11>>'~)hJ1r.D• pJr.s -r, •ro 1:, f>)h·tlb.,c• 

JO O'Ct'J fr k~) MQP~ NIM] ~i . .l •.:..~_,·~e "'lJ "'J tJIJ) )'Jf>t ,,.m 0"1'1) IT" f:IJ 'Jl'Jtt Jfl~ 

,,w I\~,,,,., :h~o, : 5tlt:1 ii~~½ ,½~1·m© ~:o~>·>J.,"" ~filmo-., ti'Tfl ".>r:J) w,1 ,.,,.r,l,1 "'';: ,v~.l:1 y,~z;i.~;,r ti½:11 ~ ,,~ 1½ .;~ ,~ r:,,,JI sh 'II.));, rrm t;u, • .,> !rrn 717 r,t, 
.. · -~ ·. · ~ ·- ,, . '• ' ·:- Cfl) l>J °"ir J'fi )} ?~p t';))IP fl"J'P1'fiJD C'))C, 

: 0~1 N1? fl:'< 0 !\"'P , ,~ n)8 ~ OJNl ,,v➔ :, ~Q7 'Cl.JO r,?nc.,.n•>1ci 1.r-~ ,,,,, l:o ~,0111 

,i:":.l •~tc ,•jra 1J.? il~l< 1:J 7'..I! C'f'? I'!'~ 0•1Ji> rbl.,,~ :>1')0 l"JO f,,ro 0!~J..,n<''1)•~ 

._ 1,u·n nt;:1~.1 nn.1:1..._ !l~;j.il n,,ln tiio 11'.!~• »0 1s-1fi N)o, ,,:,ti .-;0 ~•t::r-f> r?,;,h:,~,s~ 
· · ·· · ' ' · · ' · ! · · · t ·' i:i» o,,r,t, foc,p >11~,:, f>c,1 o~:i ,,)1> ,,,, ror, 

'P l'•;'.1!..'. lili~!:' '.Jl< 1 '11~~ n.~ I½ 1 .r':~it~~ ·\.lo r>r,rXH'.JHll ,•~>" , h l,;,.,J pi:mc, rs,» 

1-11 t1!'i1 ~,:11 1;:r1 ,1.5~i1 1h1i:~ il!i? 'i.~~J! .,,N .,,,., c,,i:;» f .,~, r,»•11 i-.:icn 1;1,i,1> fJ"J 
t1t:~ ~:-c~½ mm: i1r:l'l •,1n1: n1n~ cnu t"lo,p n .~ l')m:il ~,,,;';J ,,,;,, r.mo~ •<t>t, ,,},"' 

• ·~ • • · ·• '' "' ·• · · .- ... · - ·· ... 1>•fl r•h> ;,> t>,11 o•fi ~:i rM ,,r,i roo, 01"1Dl) 
~-;rnt,lJ? OJ 'P ''~'.!: 0 ll~ 0.~ X'i1i1.J~~ ))I) '!.,JP r>l:m p t;t;.10 I,)),,:, ND.lilt l'll'O 

t) ~p OJI."!·~~ l'l].2 :;~¥J l'9~1)'l':? ~~~rp~ f>"I' t,;, ,~ -,,i,,,, JJl))C' t)l,)I) CJD (.:>))) t"'l)»J 
•JT'f r1;-0 •D»m OJ~!> JS J'fl(') "11:)n rt;, ~(, 

:Jf, otm ,1.:1:> ,.,,1' c:,J~ i,b ,~ rJr> .,,.6,o· 'C'DC f:W 
l'O ·~1,, ·,cu ,,r,, ·:1,r),:,7' ,rh ~D)Q •• ~ 11h1l r,6 J)J'~ ·,;,,.,,,) -~ ~-'" ·,~»:, 1} i('OJ Cl-7P r1r.~gr, 

'I 



PLATE IV 

HAGIOGRAPHA 

I Chronicles 2 : 28-49 with Pseude-Rashi Commentary 

Naples, 1486-87 



. •rn, !f>·tr:• t "f> ! o f'fl._,~,, t't~ :it 0 1,,110 

b,., ~r>.,u' Wlll'ID-' t't!>1C('l 'n',1I ~ 7tm !)"IP 

l.l'".:f> JJ:J u-,irnc-, 1n f ,;,p ,» r,,1•».t ,~1(, 
',}j'l )j0:1 jl"l~f.) )~.? 1W }3' 1:, f>.,r<) "''~"9 
, .,,» Pirsi 1,b !~Y fl"'J:- n 11,, irh) .,,r0f> 
p1D.t:rD •.!>~ pi.:.l'I .,,:,:, lnm-;t l)lrr l"l'J:)D 

l 0., ,,;.1:i , p-i~r .,,,;;1 J;n~J )o 1)1,.Pi>nJ 

~ Jfml""'> s,-irb ri:i,> ,,,r, ;f,,,r,.,, }o ,,,.:, 
-,:il:;ti ,n; o~,ft i:l'I r,, "r'I" r•ift.,p• 1i:.1cio, 
,, ,,,; l!l"'':w ! Ii"''-''~ 1,;r, ls nti.P c,,,:i1 •r1;r o 
J :,O.) C'fli'-'" .,.,;,> r POI ,p> (11:J O'!!:,) J )rJ11 
P' p ,/7 11'-' e>>ri: 1:D c;,fi pd,r•J ,,,~r; 

le;,~;, -,$0 e1x,fJrn:n>m, ,.,,,o i;t; ;;/> ,,; 
,ti p :n.w 1"'=-0 r,.,~,,b I u:, t-1tt t>~o .,m; 
i,r-, o.,~1;0 m:i r_or.> n;,» »r,,,} ,r:1 (fJO 
I»-,,, 1.:h p C'l.~J1J p )PlJltl'.1 )J.,,.,, t,.,, 711:) 

'" tJ.!>J 1c1 OJ c,1r, P>>· c:p1rf, r:s r•J1,1.tiro 
•~m, 111-i1 ,,,.;.,, '"~~ hb» »~,,>i,:r,~ er, 
1'0''1 •n ~C/)"1';>) .. ,~ 1r, 1";;1l1 ">"lr0 .,.,;,:, ,r, 
h, ,,.,, n-·•n ric» ,mr> i» .,.,_, ,.,,;, ;, )r, r~ 
~fomc• 1» ,.,,,,., tri"I• .,,,Jr .,0 r:i:-n s,.,,, 

:I'~{, 13 ~f,i:,,c•o'o;tf> ~.,, ,",{•n,-i1 l'UJIJ 
>b 1kt IJ1 le J/lrr,,,1" pj.-, r,C' ':,1)mt l'"I» 
•:, ,f,mii• 1r:fo .:>l, 1:;,11!,,J ,.v.,,r> .,,.,;i;ro 
_, ,,:-o fi,:i ,-iii/,>~:, ,,,/Ir, b!o 5r>r.r,,, ,,,1, 
,,.,,i,,d cm"r.P cim .. ~.:,,i,r.> ,:,t. r,i;!)p JIJt' 

' 1,J {'1bD1'1 i,,~" (~:, r:r,11) t'fi" ''l~pr _I,_,,, 11 
1 ~If IJfl f,)C') 1)0Pi ~j) pf>t•~ -,l)fl)l -,(1{> ~I) 

. le> ro,'>n •» jo1 ~·, 1:,£, !" 'lo·ci•r JlD'P 
1::,f,• l:Dlt'' i:;i,;, 5'):)Jj'J 1}•f, y)')tll>) f)"O(I ' 

"l:Cl1~~{ii'~~ ~ ! i1r;t5~1.i'1~ •-;~ •.)~I ll,;tJ 

-u •~:n, , ·'no ii~, pn:-t /i:-1 I~ ,¾;,, ½•n1:l'f 
. : o•~:>~½~~h;,,01~~,;~~.~ 

1\ry~ l~'C? t~-~1 t~•~ '~~! l~~;,;~,;•i~ ~l;~ 
I Ol)) ~ ¾ i~: ti:;.,."-. t~l,I' "l}11,,'~9.'rJ~ l'J~ 1J~'1 

·N½1.r½~,~~J! '~~,,~n1~ ~.U~l'i~f 1"~' 'l~1 

'1~Q ,~ !~4 l:!c11 ,fib?., c~ '~· C'l~ 11..th n•n 
~'1 11?11 . .l:l};'~~ lo~ i\~ l~-? m'.!: ;:~;r£1~~ 
ll t~ n~ , 1, in 1!'¥, ; •n::, 1\~ I~ ,½n, MON1t 

f .l . "T- •• --: •- · · ~ 

Q~t 'll}~J\~ ,,½jn "qt!; "if t •~ ,•½.~, 1~1 
" M~ n~,•½t1 ,~p-:~9 Ji~ 11½1n ½~~, 
y½n r\.-.: 1 f~l."1M1"11]1l : M111)1 ,n,\( ,i½\n ~ .... ,.~.: 
"~ ~•~in rWt~~i,·~~~~~ -Ii~ ,,½J:i Y~"n 
pt '11½!n 01½~ ! p1½~ 1'~ 11½\:, l;';COl't:t'O 

'ttj~ :JiO~!½k ~l-l ;,~j~ Ml~~l; ~;,;, .... -.- .. . t ·., . ~.• · · .... -t. 
1pt ~11 t5~ N\1'1 h5!l ll~tc ~~t:m• 'Ml:< :J½:> 

• • • • - l,o •• - , • - • ,, ., 

"R,r "~!"1' 1~ '~r tt,~'~l!f"n"a 
c,,,, op,~1115.~ CiJ/11 n.« ,,½u, ,v~11 por:, 

• ~ • • _ ..... - .~ .. I y • : • .. !...,_'7'" 

w ri•~ 1~"! t1r~, 11»9 •~ I,?'~~ /\'f '1111i1 
.t!Q fl.~1 pn ii.~ ill~' :O~.) ~i'l'.:'lMil'3U ; "\\JI' 

11 • .1''"": , 1 -:-.•r , .-.r • •• r ••: · 

c '-'t ri;'li'"l'i1 r:iQ.' ,;~ ~ 1 ~ ,,,., 
I ; ~J,:~l,r~ i:i';Jjl.! l~' ~! Cf.;11\ o~·p~~: IDt 

,\1:11: "~~,f. n.~p~~ 1j! n?p~ !l ~w cir~ 
.),;>)? 1r,f, t,CI) 1JJI ot-r--i• "lllJ )0 -,p 0llft'11 

, 

, .,,,,,, ,J•f,o ,p~ ,~f> ,,;rr f,jo r,i, rblJJ 
rof,l t1rit'~ ~/l•Jfl» roJl'..:,}, r.,,. '" r,.,••» Jll1>0 rJ0;0i t-)»n,r r.:i1» ,.x, So 0rnS,r" c 1F, 
mo f,~, cir.,oh .,w .,_,,, (ml"' >:11D fiJ• ,.,,,m ,,,,j "'" ►. rfJ p .,,,. I' :sb ,;,, · ~~:,,::, i.::t~ 
;,,- !'"f'I;,~ j:i, lom D"Cl1 1,mnu rnJr, )» ~om rn t'no rr.>,, pb.:i '" fi.>11' rnJr, c-fw,t< .,}~} 
,,,for) )IC, t7 •» ~p ,l:)10)) rt>, ,ifir;t>f» l'Jl"J ,.,,., ~,fir cfo !,'~.,.,, ·1~:11 3"""1' ')0)

11",r h,·t.J 
!o 0c,1;)•30 !,.,JN ;,,, .. .., rmP ! i,f,fr,f, 1,;,1 r~~)I) p fl.)1'1'1.l m.J)~l porio rw, ~r,r, prmc:s 

: .i•1>tt' ';).) l'JJl,;, "ll>.1~.jrtl11l ~,.,,, 1.>1tt !'r.,.,m, .,~,'),),)~ jQJ))(,,,;,o 



PI.A.TE V 

HAG'IOGRAPHA 

I Chrol'1icles, l;l-53 

Bibiia, Ra.pb.inica 
. . 

Venice, 1516 - 17 

The', yellow highligh:~ing, sho~s w.nat was added , to the 
151-6'-17 edit-ion,, and was, not in tn,e 1486-87 ~d'i tion 
(Plat~ I). . 
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PLATE VI 

HAGIOGRAPHA 

I Chronicles la54, 2cl-49 

Biblia Rabbinica 

Venice, 1516 - l7 





PI.A.TE VII 

HAGIOGRAPHA 

I ,Chronicle.s 2,51-55, J11-24j 4:1-20 

Bi blia Rabbinica 

Venice, 1516 - 17 
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PLATE VIII 

HAGIOGRAPHA 

I Chronicles 1 : 1-2 

Rabbinic Bible 

Shiloh Edition 

Is'rael, 1970 

The condition of the 1524- 25 Blomberg edition of Venice 
was such t hat it was not possible to be duplicated . Thus, 
the yellow marking reveals what· was added to the. Rashi 
comme.ntary between 1524-25 and 1970 , 
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j,! ~ Clt~IU l~N >IC:l ~NftMI ~fllQ/( . ',l C:WD 'l1~'2l.l ',~',!'l:,O t!C:H,CI tlllCl4l ! . 
ffi~ -~ 

"; . ~lo . '"' . wci..l~ ~wn1..N m~lt I l 
• 1&11r :.::llltlJ ~I ",C'•il ' ~IIJI it~ 1..,1; L'O.L! ,tl'(;ILI ' •11{A11 Ml.I i.:,c: .. llll.4 L!CICl;JU •. 11.i; 11:c,1 l~t; l:.'lll•il ~~•I • ll.C\4 ,.ciu IC°') ti1'ld,I • 1141 "4.IIJO ~ 

IWI CU I\CII. L!, l:iJlt i;«,1. • 11.1.l: i.\.at Cir.I, l,:IIIIJ • 1,1('. 1..L. ql:1;1~ ••C\ C itlll • •C,t-91 ttMa 1.'WfiQ 1/fi ,U(l • ~ ~ 

u,i-~11 in ;..._., Vt» •, , r,o., •11~ 1 11~>.1 11~.pM:i 11111 "'~'11 'J , Y'IM.'1 nw\ D'DII'.:, n11 b>:i~1t ll'u n..-1ti) ') • • 1~ n~ 1t111 111 1,c, Nii;,, •n)'I 1111\l llil11 
11 • n\Q-1 1:11,, :.:i~ ·10110 tw !nu ' 1> , 11~'.lf11 oo,~ '1111 h , ,,,v :im m,n ,,~t ·, . r:1"11 liv 1',r., ~=• t•l'lJi ,, . 0-r.,;;~1 \:» 01 1'1111 ,'roln •:i',;, 'n • T1M 1,, 
1110 •o • .:i,D 1'11l' c" 'lp!!l 11\11 ,.~•I;., •i\lJ 1J • 1,0 ,,., ,~ l'ltm' •~to 10 . :,i:, 011.:, n·n1t r,1e ~ 'o:h1r•1 ,c, • ,~ib• :,;:ii ,t,:,. ni~, 1:, , •me n, jll ',,~1 MJ11 

• ~ijl 'MT.lj' 901, t:.i ,,, ,:,-,~ 011.l,M ,,:i,, Vlli' D 

D:)'i)~ ,o. 11?"1 ;)if? ,,, M ,11 e,6,, i:,r,•;) ,oo) )•r,n~ :iitti• ,,11!} .~•11Jl> ,,,, ,)JDP 1,-c;•·F •Ii}' )N)l 011,,, GTI?;, •>11~'),0•111:, ''l'I ,o ~o;, ,, 3ft !Ill!? 1> 111 ,cH 
0•11.\) ')•:r.\i: :-11 h1 m ,ii, 1r.oa11 ; ,,1:1} o•p3c:, iho Cl'!ID ,co ,, i1>61 ,1, lh ~u. 111 ;,71:,• }h 0}1, lh1G1 •.u or,• ,cc} ,,,,o p•ot ~p•»~ i,~ ., -nt,o 0:,i,fu11 
O\)l.n :i,i,i; 11>,c:• •m 1l11 1lll •10) a;,, 1,mi: •Ill :onh 1>)11 P 01 il>::>1 1!jll)I -p,:, oi1, o>OI)•:, iht .31 p•cl;,~ 1001> ,,,,,, 111:1 ·no )u ofo.-o 01111 1PI)) 11m1fi:I •cl)'D 
Or>'!j'C :i11 lm 1ln µ 1}11 111 n•l m>l'll, ~•Ill ,c:,;i nmipn~ •.c,6 nn~1n0 •o) o•,n~ 11Jll1pn1> 01,ln w}li ~plll'l 1•:,c h)h 1)1' ,, 1lo 1•:, ~) o~•,ln >;·1 ,co 1n6 0~1,)01 
'I' 0~1161 o',," o/1 •> ;>.n ti:, 11i,)r-') ~•.:i .i•:, fu :,},r,t1 ) 0,1:1> l1hc 1)ni; 10 Ill ~h ,, ~u> 011,11 onh ,.,,, io6' II);, ,,, 61:,1 11uno lfnc,, ~.n 1,0) :t10J1 61 c11")ll 
,rih ;:it:,n1 . .i,1;-•JJ i:i,e 'lie>• Iii ,,i/'1 ,~..,, ,, • 01)~ 1·)>1 pm :ici,m ,,-,6 ,;,p.rn .11>1m1 :ih11, ,;,,11:i fii:> 111 n•, .1mli,1 • o»'>:,; ltll 1•>~11 w111)· i,, M1 o-1, QI!)> tno 
, 11.,> :,•~ f))t, c;l;>:> ,,:,.,} vro 'llp b)~ Mh c;•,)o ibll> ,r.hc u:, .111;11 •>111) o•n1v m'i mm 6,10, vll~ J11'.hl1 /1111> >M 100;, vJ ,, }11 u1n,,, 1,llf!1 • :>11;,•· )1p 1:1 ~~G 
ci~n 117 o•) 111,)n )4J i•J1»lt , )t,,c, m,m m»11 Mc. •o} cm~ •JP> .If>.,,.,, fll ioo tJ11bc; Wi ioci J'Jl">J ,,:, l/lii;• •>)/;) o>n•:, ,,,, I" . ~1:,• •Jl1» O'IIO ,,,.i, 11>) ,oo 
01111• ,,w ,,,, ., ~col 110J:I)~ tlp.i, ·•,11, lb,,., v)li:11 •:i.l») :;,•»1.:i 11,, 'lPb ):1h . li~~lon •n0l 1111 iJr.1 611 011> •>tl 11ll \10• Ill) 1Jl/11 • 0)1.:>) o•:i1 mf'>•~ll ~•»:1 i;•I)~ :m) 
,, , )u i:1r.:, •>rm ~o~ "' //11» -»n1 • i,m, w nb)n.; /1,111 ~:> :>I.> OD' l>J • 1'>1101 )~ 1,, J> >l>ri,lhc I> \))1,1 0()•}11 6-r:, :,~ 111 ll'> ni.>lm1 111>,~ 0111l11 111 0"1))1 1 
)h>I ,,.,, c•c:,~1 b'I),';) ,~,, 'lbD) )11)) '"-?'"C ,;ifi mfii,) ?l'l~ o)),, i:1ta•IJ~ O\DI,'\ •'):,,7 ,,cc ln~g 1D) o,~..,,.~ cµ bl1 ll')l/1~• OD l'l')"I 0111,n~ o•/v))> "M.01 0•1~1 11n 
O'll'~ • .,,., ,,,~c Iii:> ;11:, , ~,c; •0)1 • o•,l»I ihjr,c ,,31 C1l b'j)lln O''llll ?Ml 0 1011\0 o•i>l oi:, ,00, c 11 • ,~J 0 1}111>,N>l> ,1m1 m t:n• ,cpl Jn,ii, ~1, ibo 11>, o,,u,,o 00 
~~bi • ,i-,, 0,10 ,,, o•:,11;1 i> wfi,1 ~•i)llll 1>ttt •i,»11 6> ~ol).) :11> o•c:1110 h">►J'Ul N,, 'Mlllt: hl~ 1m•0,> !}.11)t:.i: 01'1oi,:1 I~ ,nM •ll-'6i Mi 1';0}~ 1h~ bl 

: 0111 016) 7,i)Ji~ MIO) <)Do .>II 1;1')10 ,,,1,:0 0•~1l>D f,}6, ~l~o ~,,,, pll)o 1/IJt>) ,hJ1 • 1Jl}6C: ti/) l)p) 111•h111p1ol 1,~ •m~·•tlJllllt> f>m•JI) 1nli ),,~., 1)1'/1) 

.l,lo, ~J rn>~ ,~ :1: ~,, ~n o~ n°l , : 1~, ·1, ,'°, 11•» I 
~ y J v.,. ..,. : "'" ;r ~-· - ' -YI. /,n;n 'Jl)JI) l p,., 
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PLATE IX 

HAGIOGRAPHA 

I Chronicles l:J- 26 

Rabbinic Bible 

Shiloh Edition 

1. ~s,r.ael, 1970 

The condition of the 1524-25 Blomberg edition of Venice 
was such that it was not possible to he duplicated. Thus, 
the yellow ma.rkings show what was added between 1524-2.5 
and 1970 . 
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ADDENDA ET CORRIG.END.A: 

In the bibliography to Cilhapter One, -page 95, 

following A.E. Cowley's entry please add• 

Dan , Yoseph, "Samuel Ben Kalonymous He Ha•sid ('The 
P ious ' ) 0£ Speyer,'' Encyclopaedia .!udaica, 
Vol. 14, MacMillan Co., Jerusalem, l971, P• 809. 

In the bibliography to Chapter Five, page 101, 

following the name Bar-Zev please add the name Asher. 
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