
The Books of 1 and 2 Kings, Teacher’s Guide

Lesson 7: Solomon's Decline and Death

1 Kings 11:1–43

Teaching Aim (Teacher Orientation)

This lesson confronts one of the most doctrinally important themes in all of Scripture: the reality 
of apostasy. Solomon’s fall is not an edge case or an anomaly. It is the Spirit-inspired case study 
God placed in Holy Scripture to warn every generation that spiritual privilege, intellectual 
greatness, and past faithfulness do not guarantee a faithful finish. The doctrinal stakes are clear. 
The claim that a saved person cannot genuinely fall away from God crashes against this text. 
Solomon was in covenant relationship with the living God, the recipient of divine revelation, the 
builder of God’s house, and he fell into idolatry. God held him fully accountable and announced 
covenant consequences. Any honest reading of 1 Kings 11 alongside Hebrews 3:12–14, Hebrews 
6:4–6, and 1 Corinthians 10:12 must reckon with the fact that Scripture consistently presents 
apostasy as a real and present danger for real people.

At the same time, the lesson must be taught without fatalism or despair. Solomon’s fall was not 
inevitable. It was the outcome of real choices, repeated compromises, and a failure to guard his 
heart. The teacher’s aim is to hold both truths simultaneously: the danger is genuine, and the 
responsibility is personal. God does not abandon people without warning; He sent adversaries, 
He spoke through His covenant word, He preserved the remnant because of His own 
faithfulness to David. The path forward for the student is not anxiety but watchfulness, the 
same watchfulness Paul commanded in 1 Corinthians 10:12–13 where the warning about falling 
is immediately followed by the promise that God provides a way of escape.

Spiritually, this lesson calls students to honest self-examination. The question is not whether 
they find Solomon’s story sad. The question is whether they recognize the pattern of gradual 
heart-drift in their own lives and whether they will take concrete steps to guard their love for 
God above every competing loyalty. The teacher should create space for honest, unsentimental 
conversation about compromise, and should close by pointing students to the Jesus whom 
Solomon foreshadowed but could not become: the perfectly faithful Son of David who never 
wavered, and who intercedes for us even now.

Question 1

Student Question:

Read 1 Kings 11:1–8. The text says Solomon ‘loved many foreign women’ and that ‘his wives 
turned away his heart.’ What does this passage reveal about the relationship between the 
people we love most and the direction of our spiritual lives?



Commentary and Teaching Notes

Deuteronomy 17:17 had explicitly prohibited Israel’s king from multiplying wives, ‘lest his heart 
turn away.’ The narrator is citing the violation of a specific royal law, not merely offering a 
cultural observation. Solomon knew this command. His wisdom did not exempt him from it; it 
made his violation more culpable, not less.

The phrase ‘his heart was not wholly true to the LORD his God’ (11:4) is the narrator’s 
theological verdict. The Hebrew word translated ‘wholly true’ (shalem) echoes the word for 
peace (shalom) and completeness. A divided heart is not a neutral heart; it is a broken heart, a 
heart that has lost its integrity before God. This is the root diagnosis.

The wives listed in 11:1 represent political alliances as much as personal affection. Ancient Near 
Eastern kings cemented treaties through royal marriages. Solomon was essentially 
institutionalizing idolatry in the name of statecraft. His tolerance of his wives’ worship began as 
diplomatic compromise and ended as personal participation (11:7–8). That trajectory is worth 
pressing hard: what begins as accommodation can end as adoption.

The specific gods named matter. Chemosh was the national god of Moab, associated in the 
biblical narrative with child sacrifice and violent cult practices. Molech (also called Milcom) was 
the god of the Ammonites, also associated with fire-sacrifice of children. Solomon built high 
places for both just east of Jerusalem on the Mount of Olives, which later scripture calls ‘the 
mount of corruption’ (2 Kings 23:13). These were not harmless cultural gestures; they were the 
introduction of horrific false worship into the shadow of God’s own house.

For the teacher, the personal application is unavoidable. Most of us will never bow to a physical 
idol. But the pattern of loving someone or something more than God, then tolerating their 
influence, then accommodating their values, then adopting those values as our own, is as alive 
today as it was in Solomon’s court. The question is not whether we have idols. The question is 
whether we have the honesty to name them.

Doctrinal / Christian Living Issues

 The specific prohibition of Deuteronomy 17:17 and its fulfillment in Solomon’s life
 Divided loyalty as the root spiritual diagnosis in verse 4
 The role of political compromise in introducing spiritual corruption
 The nature of the gods Solomon honored: Chemosh, Molech, and associated practices
 How personal relationships shape the direction of the heart over time
 The cumulative nature of compromise: accommodation leads to adoption

Discussion Prompts

 What relationship or cultural pressure in your life has the greatest potential to pull your 
heart’s loyalty away from God, and what would it look like to guard that boundary 
intentionally?



 Why do you think Solomon, the wisest man in the world, failed to apply his wisdom to his 
own spiritual life? What does that tell us about the limits of intellectual knowledge without 
ongoing heart surrender?

 How does the specific naming of Chemosh and Molech change the way you read this 
passage? What does it tell you about what was actually at stake spiritually in Jerusalem?

Question 2

Student Question:

Solomon’s drift did not happen overnight. Think about the most significant spiritual decline you 
have ever personally witnessed (in yourself or someone close to you). What were the early 
warning signs that, in hindsight, pointed toward a larger problem?

Commentary and Teaching Notes

Solomon’s decline unfolded over decades. He reigned forty years (11:42). The narrator does not 
give us a timetable for the drift, but the structure of the book implies it was gradual. The temple 
was built in the early years. The foreign marriages and alliances accumulated over time. Spiritual 
decline rarely announces itself with dramatic fanfare; it proceeds by increments that feel 
manageable in the moment.

The diagnostic question for students is whether they can identify the early stages of drift before 
the drift becomes a settled direction. Often the warning signs are things like prayer becoming 
perfunctory, Scripture reading becoming sporadic, worship attendance feeling like an obligation 
rather than a delight, and the voice of conscience being quietly overridden more and more 
often.

Hebrews 3:13 speaks of being ‘hardened by the deceitfulness of sin.’ The hardening is gradual 
and deceptive precisely because each step of compromise resets the threshold for what feels 
comfortable. Solomon may have woken up one morning and simply not been troubled by the 
incense smoke rising from the high place. That numbness is itself a symptom of advanced drift.

The teacher can invite students to speak honestly about patterns they have observed, in their 
own lives or in the lives of others they have walked alongside, without requiring public 
confession of specific sins. The goal is to cultivate a realistic, watchful posture toward the slow 
erosions that precede catastrophic failure.

Doctrinal / Christian Living Issues

 The incremental and gradual nature of spiritual decline
 The hardening effect of repeated compromise (Hebrews 3:13)
 Early warning signs of heart-drift away from God
 The danger of complacency in the midst of outward spiritual success
 The role of community accountability in catching drift early



Discussion Prompts

 What are two or three early warning signs in a person’s life that, in your experience, tend to 
signal the beginning of spiritual drift rather than a temporary struggle?

 Is it possible to be outwardly active in the church while your heart is already drifting? What 
does that look like, and how can we help one another notice it?

 What practices or relationships have helped you most to detect and reverse drift in your 
own spiritual life before it became something more serious?

Question 3

Student Question:

Read 1 Kings 11:9–10. God had appeared to Solomon twice and had explicitly commanded him 
not to follow other gods. Why does the narrator emphasize that background before describing 
God’s anger? What does it tell us about the nature of accountability before God?

Commentary and Teaching Notes

The statement in 11:9–10 is deliberately structured to heighten the indictment. ‘The LORD was 
angry with Solomon, because his heart had turned away from the LORD, the God of Israel, who 
had appeared to him twice.’ The double appearance of God to Solomon is mentioned as the 
factor that makes his apostasy uniquely inexcusable. Greater revelation produces greater 
accountability.

This principle runs throughout Scripture. Jesus articulated it in Luke 12:48: ‘Everyone to whom 
much was given, of him much will be required.’ The people of Tyre and Sidon would be judged 
more leniently than Capernaum because Capernaum had witnessed miracles they never saw 
(Matthew 11:21–24). Solomon had witnessed something Capernaum never saw: two direct 
divine appearances and the Shekinah glory filling the temple. His culpability was correspondingly 
deep.

The verse also clarifies that God’s anger was not arbitrary or capricious. He had ‘commanded 
him concerning this thing, that he should not go after other gods’ (11:10). Solomon’s fall was not 
a failure to know better; it was a willful departure from explicit, known divine command. This 
distinction matters because it rules out the defense of ignorance and establishes the verdict of 
willful covenant breach.

For the church-of-Christ teacher, the application to New Testament Christians is direct. We have 
received the completed Word of God (2 Timothy 3:16–17), the full revelation of Jesus Christ, the 
indwelling Holy Spirit, and the New Covenant sealed in Christ’s blood. Our accountability is no 
less than Solomon’s. The letter of Hebrews, addressed to Christians in danger of drifting back, 
uses exactly this logic: the old covenant had consequences for disobedience; how much more 
the new? (Hebrews 2:1–4; 10:28–29).



The teacher should press the class: we cannot plead ignorance. We have the Word. The 
question is whether we will submit to it with undivided loyalty, the way God commanded 
Solomon to do and the way Solomon ultimately failed to do.

Doctrinal / Christian Living Issues

 The principle that greater revelation increases accountability
 God’s anger as covenant response, not arbitrary wrath
 The difference between sin in ignorance and willful departure from known command
 The application of this principle to New Testament Christians (Hebrews 2:1–4; 10:28–31)
 God’s faithfulness to His own word, both in promise and in warning

Discussion Prompts

 How does knowing that God had appeared to Solomon twice change the weight of 
Solomon’s sin in your reading? Does it change how you think about your own accountability 
as someone who has heard and responded to the gospel?

 What does it mean practically to say that God ‘commanded’ Solomon not to follow other 
gods? How does having God’s commands in written Scripture today parallel that 
accountability?

 Why do you think the narrator mentions these two divine appearances at precisely this 
moment in the story? What effect does it have on your reading of God’s anger?

Question 4

Student Question:

In what specific ways do the relationships, entertainments, ambitions, or cultural pressures in 
your own daily life pull your heart in directions that compete with wholehearted devotion to 
God?

Commentary and Teaching Notes

This question invites honest self-examination in the specific areas where modern cultural life 
creates the same pressure that foreign queens created for Solomon. The categories worth 
exploring include relationships (a spouse, close friend, or family member whose values are 
pulling in a different direction), entertainment and media (content that normalizes values 
opposed to Christ), professional ambition (career goals that quietly compete with kingdom 
priorities), and cultural belonging (the pressure to conform to social expectations that conflict 
with discipleship).

The goal of this question is not guilt but clarity. Solomon was not swept away by a sudden 
storm; he was slowly shaped by his daily environment. We are all being shaped by our daily 
environments. The question is whether we are conscious of that shaping process and whether 
we are submitting it to the Lordship of Christ.



James 4:4 warns that friendship with the world is enmity with God. This is not a call to cultural 
withdrawal but to cultural discernment. The same apostle who wrote that warning also wrote 
about Christians being in the world as salt and light. The question is not whether we have 
contact with competing loyalties; it is whether we have named them, held them up to Scripture, 
and consciously chosen where our ultimate allegiance lies.

The teacher can make this personal without demanding public confession. Invite the class to 
spend thirty seconds in silence asking God to name one area where their heart’s loyalty is 
divided. Then discuss what they noticed, without requiring individuals to share private details.

Doctrinal / Christian Living Issues

 The shaping power of daily relational and cultural environments
 Identifying specific modern forms of ‘heart-turning’ competition with God
 The difference between cultural engagement and cultural assimilation
 The role of conscious, ongoing surrender to Christ’s lordship in specific life areas
 James 4:4 and the call to discernment about worldly friendship

Discussion Prompts

 If you were to describe one relationship or cultural habit in your life as ‘turning your heart,’ 
even slightly, what would it be? You don’t have to say it out loud, but have you named it 
before God?

 What does it look like practically to love someone who holds different values without 
allowing that relationship to erode your own devotion to God?

 How do you distinguish between legitimate engagement with the world and the kind of 
accommodation that Solomon fell into? Where is that line, and how do you know when 
you’re crossing it?

Question 5

Student Question:

Read 1 Kings 11:11–13. God announces the division of the kingdom but preserves one tribe for 
David’s sake and for the sake of Jerusalem. What does this act of partial preservation tell us 
about the character of God, and how does it point forward to the promised Seed of David?

Commentary and Teaching Notes

God’s announcement in 11:11–13 is a model of how divine judgment operates within the 
framework of covenant promise. The full judgment that Solomon’s sin deserves is the loss of the 
entire kingdom. God announces exactly that, but then immediately qualifies it: not in Solomon’s 
lifetime, for David’s sake; and not the entire kingdom, one tribe will remain, for David’s sake and 
for Jerusalem’s sake.



This restraint is not weakness or inconsistency. It is faithfulness to the Davidic covenant (2 
Samuel 7:12–16), in which God promised that He would establish David’s throne and that even 
when David’s descendants sinned, God would discipline them but not remove His steadfast love 
from them. God is holding two commitments simultaneously: His commitment to holiness (sin 
has consequences) and His commitment to the Davidic line (the promise will not be annulled).

For the church-of-Christ teacher, this points forward to Jesus with remarkable precision. The 
kingdom is not destroyed; it is divided and diminished, but the line through Judah continues. 
One tribe, Judah, is preserved around Jerusalem, and from that line, in the fullness of time, the 
Son of David will come. Every act of divine restraint in these chapters is a thread that runs 
straight to the manger in Bethlehem. God was patient with a broken dynasty because He had a 
greater plan within it.

This is also the right place to note that the preservation of the kingdom through Judah is not a 
promise of a future political restoration of national Israel. The fulfillment of the Davidic 
covenant is Jesus Himself, ruling from His throne at God’s right hand (Acts 2:30–36). The eternal 
kingdom God promised David is the church of Christ, into which all nations are welcomed. The 
teacher should make this connection without laboring over prophecy charts; simply point the 
class forward to the greater David.

The mercy embedded in 11:12–13 is also a pastoral gift to anyone sitting in class who has 
experienced the consequences of their own sin. God disciplines within covenant faithfulness. His 
judgment does not mean He has abandoned the person. It means He is still engaged, still 
holding them accountable because they still matter.

Doctrinal / Christian Living Issues

 How God holds covenant promise (to David) and covenant holiness (against idolatry) 
together simultaneously

 The Davidic covenant and its preservation through the tribe of Judah
 Avoiding premillennial/dispensational readings of the divided kingdom (the promise is 

fulfilled in Jesus, not in a future political Israel)
 God’s mercy as active within judgment, not absent from it
 The line from Solomon’s Judah to Jesus the Son of David (Matthew 1; Acts 2:30–36)

Discussion Prompts

 What does it tell you about God’s character that He announced judgment but 
simultaneously preserved a remnant because of His promise to David? Have you seen that 
pattern, judgment within mercy, in your own life?

 How does knowing that Jesus is the ultimate fulfillment of God’s promise to David change 
the way you read the preservation of the tribe of Judah in this passage?

 When you experience the consequences of your own failures, how does the picture of God’s 
partial preservation in verses 12–13 speak to you?



Question 6

Student Question:

When you face consequences for past compromise or sin, how do you tend to respond: with 
renewed trust in God’s character, with resentment, or with something else? What does a 
mature, godly response to discipline look like?

Commentary and Teaching Notes

The human tendency when facing consequences for past sin or compromise is one of three 
responses: denial (this is not really my fault), resentment (God is being harsh), or mature 
acceptance (I recognize this is the fruit of choices I made, and I trust that God is still for me even 
in this discipline). Scripture consistently calls us toward the third response.

Hebrews 12:5–11 is the New Testament’s most sustained theology of divine discipline. The 
writer calls Christians not to ‘regard lightly the discipline of the Lord’ nor to ‘be weary when 
reproved by him,’ because God disciplines those He loves, as a father disciplines the children he 
is training. The outcome of that discipline, when received rightly, is ‘the peaceful fruit of 
righteousness.’

Solomon’s tragedy is partly that the text gives us no record of repentance. The book of 
Ecclesiastes is traditionally associated with Solomon in his later years and is sometimes read as a 
kind of reflective repentance, a man who has seen the vanity of everything that is not God. 
Whether that represents genuine return to God is left open. But the silence in 1 Kings 11 on any 
recorded repentance stands as a warning: it is possible to receive the consequences of sin and 
never acknowledge the sin itself.

The transformational question for students is whether they are in the habit of asking God what 
He is saying to them through difficulty, not as a magic formula for making difficulty disappear, 
but as a posture of receptivity to His formation. A mature disciple receives correction without 
bitterness and uses it as a doorway to renewed surrender.

Doctrinal / Christian Living Issues

 The three typical human responses to the consequences of sin
 Hebrews 12:5–11 and the theology of divine discipline
 The danger of receiving consequences without acknowledging the underlying sin
 The posture of receptive surrender as the mark of spiritual maturity
 Whether Ecclesiastes reflects genuine Solomonic repentance (traditional association)

Discussion Prompts

 What is the difference between accepting the consequences of sin and genuinely repenting 
of the sin? Have you ever accepted one without the other?



 How does Hebrews 12:5–11 help you make sense of a difficulty you are currently facing? 
Does it change the way you are praying about that situation?

 What would it look like for someone in your group to respond to a season of discipline or 
consequence with genuine trust in God’s goodness rather than resentment?

Question 7

Student Question:

Read 1 Kings 11:14–40. God raises three adversaries against Solomon: Hadad, Rezon, and 
Jeroboam. What is the text saying about God’s sovereignty in using political and military 
opposition as instruments of covenant consequence?

Commentary and Teaching Notes

The three adversaries God raises in 11:14–40 are not random historical footnotes. They are 
covenant instruments. The verb ‘raised up’ (11:14, 23) is the same kind of language used 
throughout the books of Judges and Kings to describe God’s purposeful movement of history. 
Hadad the Edomite and Rezon of Damascus are external adversaries. Jeroboam is an internal 
one, an Israelite raised from within the kingdom’s own administration.

Hadad (11:14–22) is described in detail. He had survived David’s campaign against Edom as a 
child and had lived in Egypt, connected to Pharaoh’s household by marriage. His return to stir up 
trouble against Solomon is presented as God’s initiative. God worked through the historical 
consequences of a previous war to produce a present adversary at precisely the moment 
Solomon needed one.

Rezon (11:23–25) controlled Damascus and ‘was an adversary of Israel all the days of Solomon.’ 
His rise is traced to the collapse of Hadadezer’s kingdom under David. Again, God is presented 
as working through the fallout of past military events to produce present pressure. The teacher 
can note that God’s providential sovereignty does not require miraculous interventions; He 
accomplishes His purposes through the ordinary flow of political history.

Jeroboam (11:26–40) is the most consequential of the three. He was one of Solomon’s own 
officials, a man of ability, and God spoke to him directly through the prophet Ahijah. The tearing 
of the prophet’s new garment into twelve pieces, ten given to Jeroboam, is one of the most 
vivid enacted prophecies in all of Kings. God’s word through Ahijah is explicit: the division is 
happening because of Solomon’s idolatry, and it will happen after Solomon’s death, for David’s 
sake.

The sovereignty displayed here is neither fatalistic nor mechanical. God is not simply overriding 
human free choices; He is working through the consequences of those choices, through 
historical circumstances, through human ambition and political fracture, to accomplish what He 
declared through His prophets. This is the God who governs history without robbing its 



participants of genuine agency. For the student, the application is that nothing in their own life, 
not even the chaos that follows from sin, is outside God’s purposeful governance.

Doctrinal / Christian Living Issues

 The theology of divine providence working through political and military history
 The specific function of each adversary: Hadad, Rezon, and Jeroboam
 The role of prophetic announcement (Ahijah’s enacted prophecy) in covenant consequence
 God’s sovereignty operating through natural historical causes, not only miraculous 

intervention
 The distinction between divine sovereignty and human fatalism: choices still matter
 How God’s covenant faithfulness to David operates even within judgment

Discussion Prompts

 What does the way God used Hadad, Rezon, and Jeroboam tell you about how God’s 
sovereignty operates in ordinary political and historical events, not just miraculous ones?

 Ahijah’s act of tearing his garment was a dramatic enacted prophecy. Why do you think God 
communicated this message through such a vivid physical symbol rather than just spoken 
words?

 How does the presence of divine sovereignty in these adversaries change the way you might 
think about opposition, conflict, or hardship in your own life?

Question 8

Student Question:

Is there any frustration, opposition, or difficulty in your life right now that you may have been 
viewing purely as bad luck or human hostility, but that might also be God’s providential call to 
examine your heart? How would viewing it as a loving warning change your response?

Commentary and Teaching Notes

This question asks students to move from historical observation to personal application in a 
specific and honest way. The goal is to cultivate the habit of asking not just ‘why is this 
happening to me?’ but ‘what might God be saying through this?’ That is not a formula for 
making trouble go away; it is a posture of openness to formation.

The prophets of the Old Testament consistently interpreted national calamity as God’s call to 
covenant renewal. The adversaries raised against Solomon were not senseless suffering; they 
were God’s love for Solomon expressed in covenant faithfulness. God refuses to be silent when 
His people drift. The same God who sent adversaries to wake up a king can use job loss, 
relational breakdown, health crisis, or persistent anxiety to invite a person back to honest 
examination.



The pastoral caution here is important: not every difficulty is a consequence of specific sin. Job’s 
friends made that mistake, and God rebuked them for it. The teacher should say clearly that the 
pattern of God using hardship to speak does not mean every hardship is punishment. But it does 
mean that hardship is never wasted on a person who is willing to ask, ‘Lord, what are you 
saying?’

The practical invitation is simple: this week, take one frustration or difficulty that has felt purely 
external (a difficult person, a stalled plan, an unexpected setback) and spend fifteen minutes 
asking God honestly whether He might be using it to say something about the condition of your 
heart. Then listen.

Doctrinal / Christian Living Issues

 The habit of asking what God might be saying through difficulty
 The difference between discipline for specific sin and the general use of hardship for 

formation
 The danger of both extremes: ‘God is speaking through everything’ and ‘God has nothing to 

say through this’
 Practical spiritual disciplines for hearing God in difficulty (prayer, Scripture, community)
 The pastoral care needed when discussing hardship in a group setting

Discussion Prompts

 Have you ever looked back on a difficult season and recognized, only in hindsight, that God 
was using it to call you back to something? What did you learn from that?

 How do you avoid the twin errors of either seeing every difficulty as divine punishment or 
dismissing every difficulty as meaningless? What helps you find the right posture?

 What is the difference between a person who uses suffering to grow and a person who just 
endures it? What makes the difference?

Question 9

Student Question:

Read Hebrews 3:12–14 alongside 1 Corinthians 10:12 and reflect on 1 Kings 11:1–13. Solomon 
was the wisest man on earth, chosen by God, builder of the temple, recipient of two direct divine 
appearances. His fall is documented in Scripture as a permanent warning. What does this teach 
us about the reality of apostasy, how it begins, and what the consistent witness of Scripture says 
about whether a genuine believer can fall away permanently? How does this passage directly 
address the claim that a saved person cannot lose their salvation?

Commentary and Teaching Notes

This is the lesson’s heaviest doctrinal question, and it must be handled with both theological 
precision and pastoral care. The question of whether a genuine believer can fall away from God 



is not a peripheral denominational debate; it is a question with eternal stakes, and the Bible’s 
answer is unambiguous once the relevant passages are allowed to speak without being 
domesticated.

Solomon’s case makes the abstract theological question concrete and undeniable. This was not 
an outsider who never truly knew God. He was a man to whom God had appeared twice, who 
had built the temple, who had prayed one of the most magnificent prayers in all of Scripture at 
its dedication, and who had been the recipient of supernatural wisdom from God Himself. If 
‘once saved, always saved’ were true, Solomon’s case would require us to say either that he was 
never truly saved (which strains credibility given the text) or that his idolatry was somehow 
compatible with genuine salvation (which the text explicitly refutes by calling it abandonment of 
God and a breach of covenant). The text offers neither of those escapes. It presents Solomon’s 
fall as a genuine and serious departure from God, with real consequences.

First Corinthians 10:1–12 uses the wilderness generation in exactly the same way. Paul’s point is 
that those Israelites had genuine spiritual privileges: the cloud, the sea, the spiritual food, the 
spiritual drink from Christ. Yet many of them fell, and their example was written ‘for our 
instruction’ (10:11). The explicit application is verse 12: ‘Let anyone who thinks he stands take 
heed lest he fall.’ Paul would not have written that warning if falling were impossible for the 
people he was warning.

Hebrews 3:12–14 is addressed explicitly to ‘brothers’ (3:12), people inside the covenant 
community of Christ. The warning is against ‘an evil, unbelieving heart, leading you to fall away 
from the living God.’ The writer calls them to ‘exhort one another every day, as long as it is 
called today, that none of you may be hardened by the deceitfulness of sin.’ This warning only 
makes sense if the people being warned are genuinely in danger of the thing they are being 
warned against. A warning that is impossible to fulfill is not a warning; it is a mockery.

Hebrews 6:4–6 describes people who ‘have been enlightened, who have tasted the heavenly 
gift, and have shared in the Holy Spirit, and have tasted the goodness of the word of God and 
the powers of the age to come.’ The writer then says it is ‘impossible to restore them again to 
repentance’ if they ‘fall away.’ This passage is often used to argue that the people described 
were never truly saved (and thus their falling away is not real apostasy). But that reading 
requires us to empty the specific descriptive language of all meaning: how can someone who 
has tasted the heavenly gift and shared in the Holy Spirit be unsaved? The text is designed to 
shake the complacent, not reassure the drifting.

The pastoral application is not fear but watchfulness. The same Paul who wrote ‘let anyone who 
thinks he stands take heed lest he fall’ also wrote ‘God is faithful, and he will not let you be 
tempted beyond your ability’ (1 Corinthians 10:13). The warning and the promise belong 
together. The Christian who takes the warning seriously, guards their heart, keeps their 
covenant commitments, stays in community, and remains in the Word is the Christian who has 



the greatest confidence. Assurance comes not from the theological claim that falling is 
impossible, but from the lived reality of faithfully following Christ day by day.

Doctrinal / Christian Living Issues

 The reality of apostasy as taught by 1 Kings 11, 1 Corinthians 10:1–12, and Hebrews 3:12–14
 The refutation of ‘once saved, always saved’ from the specific details of Solomon’s case
 Why the warnings of Hebrews 3, 6, and 10 require the genuine possibility of falling away
 The distinction between apostasy and temporary struggle or sin
 The relationship between the warning (1 Corinthians 10:12) and the promise (10:13): 

genuine assurance through faithfulness
 Avoiding fatalism: the warning is meant to produce watchfulness, not despair
 The role of the church community in helping members guard against apostasy (Hebrews 

3:13)

Discussion Prompts

 How do you respond to someone who says, ‘If Solomon could fall, no one is safe,’ and uses 
that as a reason for despair? How does 1 Corinthians 10:12–13 shape a healthier response?

 Why do you think the ‘once saved, always saved’ teaching is so attractive and widely held, 
even though passages like this one and Hebrews 3:12–14 seem to argue against it directly?

 What does the church community owe to its members in terms of helping each person 
guard against the kind of heart-drift that destroyed Solomon? What would that kind of 
community actually look like in practice?

Question 10

Student Question:

Looking back over the entire narrative of 1 Kings 11, what is the single most important thing God 
is forming in you through this passage? Name one specific, concrete change He is calling you to 
make this week in the way you guard your heart.

Commentary and Teaching Notes

This capstone question asks students to move from analysis to obedience. The entire narrative 
of 1 Kings 11 has been pressing one urgent question: will you remain faithful? The closing 
question is not asking for a summary of lessons learned but for a concrete, specific commitment.

The teacher can model this by sharing their own answer before asking the class. Something like: 
‘One thing God is forming in me through this passage is the discipline of naming my divided 
loyalties out loud before Him in prayer each morning. This week I am going to start every day by 
asking God to show me where my heart’s allegiance has drifted overnight.’ The specificity is the 
point. General intentions don’t change lives; specific practices do.



Jesus, the greater Solomon, is the one who never drifted. His heart was ‘wholly true’ to the 
Father in the way Solomon’s never was. He is both the fulfillment of everything Solomon 
pointed to and the intercessor who enables us to guard our hearts in ways we cannot do on our 
own. The closing application should point students not to their own willpower but to ongoing 
dependence on Christ, whose Spirit within them is the same power that raised Him from the 
dead.

Encourage students to share their specific commitments with someone in the group and to 
follow up with each other in a week. Accountability is not just a good idea; it is the very thing 
Hebrews 3:13 commands: ‘exhort one another every day, as long as it is called today.’

Doctrinal / Christian Living Issues

 The move from information to specific, concrete obedience
 Jesus as the perfectly faithful Son of David who fulfills what Solomon foreshadowed
 The role of the Holy Spirit in enabling ongoing faithfulness
 Community accountability as a biblical safeguard against drift (Hebrews 3:13)
 The specificity of genuine repentance and renewal: naming one concrete change

Discussion Prompts

 What is the most convicting moment in today’s study for you personally, and what specific 
action does it call you to take this week?

 Who in your life could you ask to hold you accountable to the specific thing God is calling 
you toward through this passage? Would you be willing to contact that person before you 
go to sleep tonight?

 How does looking at Solomon’s failure and then looking at Jesus, the greater and perfectly 
faithful Son of David, change the emotional weight of this lesson from discouragement to 
hope?


