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

Lesson 18: Joash Repairs the Temple; Israel Declines

2 Kings 11:1–14:29

Teaching Aim (Teacher Orientation)

Second Kings 11–14 contains one of the most dramatically important moments in all of biblical 
history: the near-extinction of the Davidic line. Athaliah’s purge is not a peripheral palace 
intrigue. It is a direct assault on the promise God made to David in 2 Samuel 7, which is the 
promise that ultimately finds its fulfillment in Jesus Christ. The teacher’s task is to help students 
feel the weight of that moment: the lamp nearly goes out, one infant in the temple is all that 
stands between the promise and apparent failure, and God’s faithfulness holds. This is not just 
history. It is the story of how Christmas is still possible after 2 Kings 11.

The doctrinal center of Q9 is the fulfillment of the Davidic covenant in Christ, which is the New 
Testament’s own interpretation of these events. The angel Gabriel’s announcement in Luke 
1:30–33 draws directly on the language of 2 Samuel 7. Peter’s Pentecost sermon in Acts 2:29–36 
makes explicit that David spoke of Christ’s resurrection and exaltation, not a future earthly 
political reign. The church of Christ has consistently affirmed that the promises to David are 
fulfilled, not merely anticipated, in Jesus, who now reigns at God’s right hand. Students need to 
see how the preservation of the infant Joash, the preservation of the lamp that must not go out, 
is ultimately the preservation of the line through which the Savior of the world would come.

The formation aim of this lesson runs through the figure of Jehoiada and the contrast between 
Joash before and after his death. Faith that is borrowed from a mentor, sustained by a 
relationship but not rooted in a personal response to God, is fragile. The greatest gift a mentor 
gives is not the stability they provide while present but the habits of heart they instill that hold 
when they are gone. Students should leave this lesson examining the depth of their own root: 
do they know God personally, or primarily through the faith of someone else? This is a gentle 
but serious question, and the teacher should press it with the warmth of someone who wants 
roots to grow, not blame to be distributed.

Question 1

Student Question:

Read 2 Kings 11:1–3. Athaliah attempts to destroy the entire royal family of Judah. What is at 
stake theologically in her act, and why is the survival of even one infant from the house of David 
more significant than merely a political succession question?

Commentary and Teaching Notes



Athaliah is one of the most chilling figures in the books of Kings. She is the daughter of Ahab and 
Jezebel (8:26), and she has imported the ruthlessness of her mother into Judah. When her son 
Ahaziah is killed by Jehu, she does not mourn. She calculates. She understands that the throne is 
momentarily undefended, and she moves to take it by eliminating every other claimant.

The theological stakes require careful explanation. God had promised David in 2 Samuel 7:12–16 
that his house and kingdom would be established forever, that his son’s throne would be made 
sure. Every subsequent narrative in Kings is in part an account of how that promise survives the 
decisions of David’s descendants. When Rehoboam nearly loses the kingdom, when Asa wavers, 
when Jehoram kills his brothers, when Ahaziah allies with Ahab’s house, the narrator repeatedly 
notes that God preserved a lamp for David’s sake (1 Kings 11:36; 15:4; 2 Kings 8:19).

Athaliah’s purge threatens to end that preservation definitively. If she succeeds, there is no 
Davidic heir, no line through which the promised Messiah can come, no fulfillment of God’s 
sworn covenant with David. The story is not primarily political; it is redemptive-historical. This is 
why the hiding of the infant Joash in the house of the Lord is so pregnant with meaning: the 
covenant’s future is hidden in the covenant’s house.

The teacher should help students see that every Advent, every Christmas, is downstream from 
this moment. The manger in Bethlehem is possible because Jehosheba risked her life to hide a 
baby in the temple six centuries earlier. God’s faithfulness to His promise did not work around 
human courage; it worked through it. Jehosheba’s act is an example of how God uses ordinary 
human faithfulness to preserve extraordinary divine purposes.

Doctrinal / Christian Living Issues

 The Davidic covenant as the theological context that makes Athaliah’s purge cosmically 
significant

 God’s preservation of the lamp of David as a recurring theme in Kings (1 Kings 11:36; 15:4; 2 
Kings 8:19)

 The temple as the hiding place of the covenant’s future: Joash’s concealment in the house of 
the Lord

 The role of human courage in preserving divine purposes: Jehosheba as an instrument of 
providence

 The connection between Joash’s survival and the eventual birth of Jesus from the line of 
David

Discussion Prompts

 Why does the narrator’s note that ‘the lamp of David’ must not be extinguished matter 
more than just the political question of who sits on the throne?

 What strikes you about the fact that the infant Joash was hidden specifically in the house of 
the Lord? What is the narrator communicating by that detail?



 How does seeing Jehosheba’s act as part of the chain that leads to the birth of Jesus change 
the way you read this quiet, domestic act of courage?

Question 2

Student Question:

Jehosheba risked her life to hide the infant Joash. She acted when doing nothing would have 
been easy and self-protective. Think of a time when faithfulness required you to act with 
personal cost or risk, rather than simply staying silent or stepping back. What made the 
difference in whether you acted?

Commentary and Teaching Notes

Jehosheba’s act is remarkable for its ordinariness and its cost. She is described as the sister of 
Ahaziah and the wife of Jehoiada the priest (2 Chronicles 22:11), which is likely what gave her 
access to the palace during the purge. She took the infant and his nurse and hid them. The text 
does not give us a speech, a prayer, or a moment of theological reflection. It simply records the 
action.

This is often how faithfulness at cost works in practice. There is not always a dramatic moment 
of decision with full awareness of the consequences. Sometimes it is simply: I see something 
that must be done, and I am the person who can do it, and I am going to do it. Jehosheba did 
not know she was preserving the Messianic line. She knew she was saving a baby.

The question presses students to think about moments in their own lives when doing the right 
thing required personal exposure or cost. The pattern in such moments is almost always some 
combination of clarity about what is right, concern for what is at stake, and a moment of 
decision where self-protection is set aside. What produces that capacity? In Jehosheba’s case, 
presumably a deep regard for the house of David and the covenant of God, internalized to the 
point where it expressed itself in risky action without deliberation.

The teacher should connect this to the New Testament call to be willing to spend and be spent 
in service of God’s purposes (2 Cor 12:15) and to the way the early church’s members sold 
property and bore each other’s burdens at personal cost. Faithfulness at cost is never 
comfortable and rarely convenient, but it is the form love takes when something worth 
protecting is threatened.

Doctrinal / Christian Living Issues

 The nature of faithful action under pressure: often quiet, undramatic, and at personal cost
 The relationship between deep conviction about what God values and the capacity for costly 

action
 Jehosheba as a model of action without a speech: faithfulness that does rather than 

deliberates



 The call to self-expenditure in service of God’s purposes (2 Cor 12:15)
 How the community of faith forms people who are capable of costly action when the 

moment requires it

Discussion Prompts

 What do you think gave Jehosheba the presence of mind and the courage to act in the 
middle of a palace purge, and what does that tell you about the kind of person she must 
have been?

 Think of a moment when faithfulness required you to do something at personal cost. What 
made the difference in whether you acted?

 How does being part of a community of people who share deep convictions about what God 
values shape your capacity to act faithfully when it costs you something?

Question 3

Student Question:

Read 2 Kings 11:4–21. Jehoiada the priest organizes the restoration of Joash to the throne with 
careful planning, bold action, and covenant renewal. What does his role in this moment reveal 
about the calling of those who serve God to act with both courage and wisdom when God’s 
purposes are at stake, and why does the covenant renewal (verse 17) matter as much as the 
political coup?

Commentary and Teaching Notes

Jehoiada’s coup is a masterpiece of careful preparation and decisive action. He does not move 
impulsively. He first brings the commanders of the guard into covenant with him, swearing them 
to secrecy and loyalty. He shows them the king’s son. He gives them detailed, organized 
instructions for positioning on the Sabbath. He arms them with the weapons from the temple. 
Only then does he act.

The covenant renewal in verse 17 is as important as the political action. Jehoiada ‘made a 
covenant between the Lord and the king and people, that they should be the Lord’s people, and 
also between the king and the people.’ This is not simply a change of government. It is a return 
to the framework of Israel’s covenant life. The destruction of the temple of Baal and the killing 
of its priest Mattan (verse 18) follows immediately as the concrete expression of that covenantal 
reorientation.

The teacher should draw out the distinction between regime change and covenant renewal. 
Many political revolutions change who is in power without changing what the power is oriented 
toward. Jehoiada understood that restoring the rightful king was not enough; the people and 
king needed to be re-bound to God. The political act had to be completed by the spiritual act or 
it would not hold.



For the church of Christ, this speaks to the difference between external reformation and 
genuine renewal. A congregation can change its programs, its leadership, its financial structure, 
its meeting space, and none of that constitutes renewal unless the people are re-bound to God 
in obedience and devotion. Covenant renewal involves naming what has drifted and returning to 
it deliberately.

Jehoiada’s courage deserves special mention. He was an old man when he organized this (2 
Chronicles 24:15 says he died at 130). He had presumably lived through Athaliah’s entire reign 
with the secret of Joash in his keeping. Six years of silence, six years of waiting, six years of 
tending the hiding place. Then he acted at the right moment with full resolve. Patient 
faithfulness followed by decisive courage is a powerful combination.

Doctrinal / Christian Living Issues

 The difference between regime change and covenant renewal: external reform versus 
spiritual reorientation

 Jehoiada’s combination of patient preparation and decisive action as a model of wisdom
 Covenant as the framework that makes Joash’s restoration theologically significant beyond 

the political
 The necessity of naming spiritual drift explicitly and returning to covenant commitment
 The calling of those in positions of spiritual leadership to act with courage when God’s 

purposes require it

Discussion Prompts

 Why does Jehoiada insist on covenant renewal as part of the restoration, rather than simply 
crowning the king and moving on?

 What does the combination of six years of patient silence followed by decisive public action 
tell you about the kind of wisdom Jehoiada possessed?

 Is there a dimension of your own walk with God, or the life of your congregation, where 
what is needed is not more activity but a renewed, explicit covenant commitment to God?

Question 4

Student Question:

Jehoiada did not merely put a king on the throne; he renewed the covenant between God, the 
king, and the people. His influence shaped Joash’s entire productive reign. Who has functioned as 
a Jehoiada in your life, and what specific things did they do or say that most shaped the way you 
understand your relationship with God?

Commentary and Teaching Notes

The question of mentorship and spiritual formation is one of the most practically significant in 
this lesson. The text’s summary of Joash is telling: ‘Joash did what was right in the eyes of the 



Lord all his days, because Jehoiada the priest instructed him’ (12:2). This is not simply an 
acknowledgment that Joash had good advice. It is a statement about the structure of his 
faithfulness: it was mediated through a relationship.

Mentorship is a biblical pattern. Moses and Joshua. Elijah and Elisha. Paul and Timothy. The 
relationship involves more than information transfer; it involves the modeling of a life, the 
formation of habits, the transmission of convictions that are not just intellectually held but 
practically embodied. Jehoiada did not merely teach Joash correct doctrine. He gave him a 
framework for living before God that held for decades.

The question invites students to name their own Jehoiada and to be specific about what that 
person gave them. This is spiritually profitable both for honoring what God provided and for 
naming exactly what was formative, because naming it helps students understand what they 
owe to others and what they still need to internalize more deeply.

The teacher should also press the other side of the mentorship call: not just ‘who has been a 
Jehoiada to you’ but ‘who are you being a Jehoiada to?’ The scarcity of faithful mentorship in 
the church is one of the most significant gaps in spiritual formation. Experienced believers who 
are not intentionally investing in younger ones are hoarding something God gave them to pass 
on. Titus 2 describes the pattern: older men and women teaching younger ones the practices of 
godly life. This is not a program; it is a relationship.

Doctrinal / Christian Living Issues

 Mentorship as a biblical pattern for the transmission of living faith, not just correct doctrine
 The difference between intellectual instruction and relational formation
 The responsibility of experienced believers to invest in those who are younger in faith (Titus 

2)
 The danger of faith that is sustained only by a mentor’s presence rather than internalized 

personally
 Gratitude as the right response to those through whom God formed our faith

Discussion Prompts

 Who has been a Jehoiada in your life, and what specific things did they do or model that 
most shaped the way you live before God?

 What is the difference between learning about God from a mentor and internalizing a 
personal relationship with God that holds when the mentor is gone?

 Who are you investing in the way Jehoiada invested in Joash? And if the answer is no one, 
what has held you back?

Question 5

Student Question:



Read 2 Kings 12:1–16. Joash organizes the repair of the Lord’s house. The project stalls under the 
priests who were receiving the money without doing the work, so Joash devises a new system 
through a collection box that funds direct payment to the workers. What does Joash’s 
persistence in repairing the house of God, including his willingness to change the system when it 
was failing, reveal about the kind of faithful stewardship God’s people are called to exercise 
toward what has been entrusted to them?

Commentary and Teaching Notes

The repair of the temple is a significant act of faithful stewardship. The house of God had been 
neglected and damaged, partly through deliberate misuse by the sons of Athaliah who had 
‘broken into the house of God, and had also used all the dedicated things of the house of the 
Lord for the Baals’ (2 Chronicles 24:7). Joash’s reform begins with repairing what has been 
broken.

The initial system was that the priests would collect the money and pay for the repairs. It did not 
work. By the twenty-third year of Joash’s reign, no repairs had been made (12:6). Joash does not 
simply express frustration or repeat himself. He asks the priests directly what has happened and 
then redesigns the system: a collection box at the entrance, money counted and bagged and 
paid directly to the workers, with no accountability required of the tradesmen because they 
were honest (12:15).

The teacher should draw out the lesson in faithful stewardship here. Joash noticed what was 
being neglected. He cared enough to press the issue when the first system failed. He redesigned 
rather than gave up. He trusted the workers with the money. And the result was that the temple 
was repaired and the worship of God had a house again. This is what faithful administration in 
service of God’s purposes looks like.

The application to local church life is direct. Every congregation has things that are deteriorating 
through neglect: ministries that have stalled, worship practices that have become hollow 
through habit, relationships in the body that are fraying, financial stewardship that is careless. 
The person who notices, names it honestly, presses for change, and redesigns when the first 
approach fails is doing what Joash did for the temple. This is not criticism; it is stewardship.

The emphasis on the temple as God’s house also carries forward the theme from earlier lessons. 
The New Testament church is the temple of God (1 Cor 3:16–17; Eph 2:19–22). Caring for what 
belongs to God is not optional maintenance; it is the obligation of stewardship. What God has 
entrusted to us, including the life and health of the local congregation, is worth persistent, 
careful, redesigning-when-necessary attention.

Doctrinal / Christian Living Issues

 Faithful stewardship as noticing what is deteriorating and caring enough to address it 
persistently



 The willingness to redesign a failing system rather than simply repeating it louder
 The church as the new temple (1 Cor 3:16–17) and the obligation this creates for members
 The contrast between Joash’s persistent repair project and the priests’ passive failure to act
 How attention to the physical and structural aspects of church life reflects theology about 

what God’s house is worth

Discussion Prompts

 What does it tell you about Joash’s character that he kept pressing the issue of the temple 
repairs even when the first system failed for twenty-three years?

 What in the life of your local congregation are you aware of that is deteriorating or 
neglected, and what would it look like to respond the way Joash did rather than looking the 
other way?

 How does the New Testament’s identification of the church as the temple of God change 
the way you think about your responsibility for the health and vitality of your congregation?

Question 6

Student Question:

The temple repairs required Joash to notice what was being neglected, care enough to press the 
issue repeatedly, and redesign the system when it was not working. Is there something in the life 
of the local church you attend, a ministry, a responsibility, a relationship, or a practice of 
worship, that you can see is deteriorating or neglected, and what would faithful stewardship on 
your part look like in response?

Commentary and Teaching Notes

The contrast between Joash before and after Jehoiada’s death is one of the most sobering 
studies in the whole of Kings. Everything that made his reign notable was connected to 
Jehoiada’s presence and influence. When Jehoiada died at 130, they buried him with the kings 
(2 Chronicles 24:16), the highest honor a non-royal person could receive. Then the officials of 
Judah came to Joash and persuaded him to abandon the house of the Lord and return to 
Asherah poles and idols.

The pace of the collapse is striking. It is not a slow drift over decades. The officials come, and 
Joash listens. When Zechariah, Jehoiada’s own son, prophesied against the people, Joash 
ordered him stoned in the temple court. Joash did not forget what Jehoiada had done for him; 
he simply abandoned the framework when the framework’s author was no longer there to 
reinforce it. ‘Joash did not remember the kindness that Jehoiada his father had shown him, but 
killed his son’ (2 Chronicles 24:22).

This is the theological center of the formation question in this lesson. There is a kind of faith that 
is essentially borrowed: formed by another person’s conviction, sustained by another person’s 
presence, expressed through practices modeled by someone else. This is not a worthless faith; it 



can produce decades of genuine faithful living, as Joash demonstrates. But it is fragile in a 
specific way. When the person who provides its structure is gone, it has no independent root.

Jesus describes this precisely in the parable of the sower: the rocky soil person receives the 
word with joy but has no root and falls away when trouble or persecution comes (Matt 13:20–
21). The root is the independent, personally held relationship with God that is not merely the 
echo of someone else’s faith. This is why the New Testament places such emphasis on personal 
response: personal repentance, personal faith, personal baptism, personal ongoing abiding in 
Christ (John 15:4).

The teacher should press this with pastoral warmth. The goal is not to undermine gratitude for 
mentors or to create anxiety about whether one’s faith is real enough. The goal is to invite 
honest reflection: if the person who most shaped your faith were no longer around to model it, 
would your relationship with God hold? And if the honest answer is uncertain, what would it 
look like to deepen the root?

Doctrinal / Christian Living Issues

 The difference between borrowed faith (sustained by another’s presence) and rooted faith 
(personally internalized)

 The parable of the sower as Jesus’ diagnosis of the same failure Joash exhibits (Matt 13:20–
21)

 The necessity of personal response to God: repentance, faith, baptism, and ongoing abiding 
(John 15:4)

 The speed of Joash’s collapse as evidence of how completely his faith depended on 
Jehoiada’s presence

 The pastoral question: what would hold in your relationship with God if the human supports 
were removed?

Discussion Prompts

 Why do you think the officials were able to turn Joash so quickly after Jehoiada died, when 
he had been faithful for decades?

 What is the difference between a faith that is held up by someone else and a faith that has 
its own root? And how do you tell which kind you have?

 What specific practices or commitments would you need to develop to make sure your 
relationship with God has its own root rather than depending primarily on someone else’s?

Question 7

Student Question:

Read 2 Kings 12:17–21 and 13:1–7. After Jehoiada dies, Joash turns away from God, even killing 
Jehoiada’s son Zechariah when he prophesied against the king’s idolatry (2 Chronicles 24:20–22). 
Joash then buys off Hazael rather than trusting God, and is eventually assassinated by his own 



servants. What does the collapse of Joash’s faithfulness after Jehoiada’s death reveal about the 
difference between a faith rooted in a mentor’s influence and a faith rooted in a personal, 
internalized relationship with God?

Commentary and Teaching Notes

Second Kings 13 introduces the cycle of sin and deliverance in the northern kingdom under 
Jehoahaz. Israel sinned, God’s anger burned, He gave them into Hazael’s hand, the people cried 
to God, God had compassion and gave them a deliverer. This cycle, which the book of Judges 
first introduced, is now repeating in a context of deepening judgment. The same God who 
delivered Israel from Egypt, who raised up judges, who gave them David, is still responsive to 
the cry of His people even in their sin.

The specific note in 13:4 is remarkable: ‘Then Jehoahaz sought the favor of the Lord, and the 
Lord listened to him, for he saw the oppression of Israel, how the king of Aram oppressed them.’ 
God saw. That phrase carries enormous weight throughout the Old Testament. It is the same 
word used in Exodus 3:7 when God says to Moses, ‘I have surely seen the affliction of my 
people.’ God’s sight is not passive observation. It is engaged attention that moves toward action.

The teacher should explore the pastoral significance of this cycle honestly. Students often 
wonder: if Israel kept repeating the same pattern of sin and return, does that mean repentance 
is cheap? The text does not suggest that. What it shows is that the same cycle of human 
weakness and divine mercy is real across generations, and that God’s patience with His people, 
while not unlimited (the exile eventually comes), is genuinely deep. The New Testament 
equivalent is the father watching for the returning prodigal (Luke 15:20): divine attention to the 
returning sinner that does not diminish with repetition.

The application to personal experience is direct. Many Christians have their own versions of the 
sin-oppression-cry-deliverance cycle. A period of spiritual drift followed by consequences, 
followed by genuine return, followed by restoration. The embarrassment of the cycle should not 
prevent honest naming of it. What the cycle reveals is not that God is naive or enables sin, but 
that He is genuinely responsive to the heart that genuinely returns to Him.

Doctrinal / Christian Living Issues

 The sin-oppression-cry-deliverance cycle as a pattern of genuine divine responsiveness to 
genuine human return

 The pastoral significance of ‘God saw’: divine attention as engaged, active, and moved by 
human suffering

 The question of whether repeated return makes repentance cheap (no, because 
consequences are real and God’s patience is not unlimited)

 The parable of the prodigal son as the New Testament image of the same divine posture 
(Luke 15:20)



 The encouragement to those in their own cycle of drift and return that God’s compassion is 
real and available

Discussion Prompts

 What does the phrase ‘the Lord listened to him, for he saw the oppression of Israel’ tell you 
about the kind of attention God pays to the situation of His people?

 How do you hold together the truth that God is responsive to the cry of His people with the 
reality that consequences for sin are real and sometimes severe?

 Have you experienced a version of this cycle in your own life? What does God’s response to 
Jehoahaz’s cry speak into your experience of that?

Question 8

Student Question:

The northern kingdom under Jehoahaz is described as oppressed because ‘the anger of the Lord 
was kindled against Israel, and he gave them continually into the hand of Hazael’ (13:3), yet 
when Jehoahaz pleaded with God, God heard and gave Israel a deliverer. What does this cycle of 
sin, oppression, cry, and deliverance tell us about God’s character, and how does it speak to your 
own experience of seasons where distance from God resulted in a kind of emptiness that finally 
drove you back to Him?

Commentary and Teaching Notes

The death of Elisha in 13:14–21 is one of the most poignant scenes in Kings. The great prophet 
who had a double portion of Elijah’s spirit, who healed the Shunammite’s son and cleansed 
Naaman and fed one hundred men with twenty loaves, is now dying of illness. The king of Israel 
comes down and weeps over him: ‘My father, my father! The chariots of Israel and its 
horsemen!’ (13:14), the same words Elisha had said at the taking up of Elijah.

Even dying, Elisha is still the man of God. He tells the king to shoot an arrow out the window, 
then to strike the ground with the arrows. The king strikes three times and stops. Elisha is angry: 
the king should have struck five or six times. He will only strike Aram three times instead of 
destroying it completely. Elisha’s diminished strength on his deathbed did not diminish his 
prophetic authority or his expectation of wholehearted obedience. Half-hearted striking with 
arrows in the prophet’s presence is an echo of Jehu’s half-hearted dealing with the golden 
calves.

Then Elisha dies and is buried. But his story is not quite over. When Moabite raiders interrupt a 
burial procession and the terrified Israelites throw the corpse into Elisha’s tomb, the dead man 
touches Elisha’s bones and comes back to life. Even in death, the power of God that rested on 
Elisha continues to work. It is a sign pointing forward to the resurrection power of Christ, and it 
is the narrator’s way of saying that the word and power of God cannot be buried.



For the teacher, Elisha’s deathbed scene underscores the capstone of this lesson’s formation 
theme. Even at the end of a long life of extraordinary ministry, Elisha expected wholehearted 
obedience. The king’s half-hearted striking with arrows is another version of Jehu’s golden 
calves, another version of Joash after Jehoiada died. The pattern is consistent: partial 
engagement with what God requires produces partial results. Full engagement, sustained to the 
end, is what God calls His people to.

Doctrinal / Christian Living Issues

 Elisha’s death as the passing of a prophetic era, and the continuity of God’s purposes 
beyond any individual

 The half-hearted striking of the arrows as another instance of the partial obedience theme
 The resurrection of the dead man in Elisha’s tomb as a sign pointing to resurrection power
 The expectation that wholehearted obedience is required even to the end of life, not only in 

youth
 God’s purposes surviving and transcending the deaths of His greatest servants

Discussion Prompts

 What does Elisha’s anger at the king’s half-hearted striking of the arrows tell you about 
what God expects from those who come to Him for help?

 The dead man who revived when he touched Elisha’s bones is a striking and strange miracle. 
What do you think the narrator intends us to understand by including it?

 How does the fact that God’s purposes continued even after Elisha’s death shape the way 
you think about the role of any individual leader or mentor in the life of the church?

Question 9

Student Question:

Read 2 Kings 11:1–3 and 13:14–23 alongside 2 Samuel 7:8–16 and Luke 1:30–33. God promised 
David that his house and kingdom would endure forever and that a son from his line would reign 
on an everlasting throne. Through Athaliah’s murderous purge and Israel’s repeated failures, 
God preserved the Davidic line. How does this faithful preservation find its ultimate and final 
fulfillment in Jesus Christ, and why is it important to understand this as the complete and 
sufficient fulfillment of God’s promise rather than as a partial fulfillment awaiting a future 
political restoration of national Israel?

Commentary and Teaching Notes

This is the theological center of the lesson and requires careful, sustained treatment. The 
question holds together the near-extinction of the Davidic line in 2 Kings 11, the promise of 2 
Samuel 7, and the New Testament declaration that Jesus of Nazareth is the fulfillment of that 
promise. These threads must be woven together explicitly, because many students will have 
heard premillennialist readings that treat the Davidic promise as not yet fulfilled and awaiting a 



future earthly political restoration. The New Testament itself is the best corrective to that 
reading.

The promise in 2 Samuel 7:12–16 has three main elements: David’s son would build God’s house 
(fulfilled in Solomon); David’s house and kingdom would be established forever; and the throne 
would be secured. The ‘forever’ language clearly exceeds Solomon and any merely political 
dynasty. From the moment it is given, the promise is eschatological: it points to a son of David 
whose reign will have no end.

The angel Gabriel’s announcement in Luke 1:30–33 is a direct quotation of the Davidic covenant: 
‘He will be great and will be called the Son of the Most High. And the Lord God will give to him 
the throne of his father David, and he will reign over the house of Jacob forever, and of his 
kingdom there will be no end.’ Gabriel is not announcing a future earthly political program. He is 
announcing that the ancient covenant is being fulfilled in the child Mary will bear.

Peter’s Pentecost sermon in Acts 2:29–36 makes the fulfillment even more explicit. David was a 
prophet who knew that God had sworn to him that ‘one of his descendants’ would sit on his 
throne. David was not speaking of himself when he wrote of resurrection and exaltation; he was 
speaking of Christ. ‘Let all the house of Israel therefore know for certain that God has made him 
both Lord and Christ, this Jesus whom you crucified’ (Acts 2:36). The ascended, reigning Christ is 
the Davidic king. He is not a political king of national Israel waiting for a future installation. He 
reigns now at the right hand of the Father.

The implication for the teacher is that the survival of the infant Joash in 2 Kings 11 is not merely 
the survival of a political dynasty. It is God’s faithful preservation of the genealogical line 
through which the Savior would come. Matthew 1 traces that line from David through Solomon 
and the kings of Judah (including Joash) to Jesus. When Athaliah nearly succeeded, she was 
nearly cutting the line of Matthew 1. God’s faithfulness in hiding Joash in the temple was 
faithfulness to His promise of the Messiah. The lamp that must not go out is the lamp whose 
light is Jesus Christ. Students who have been taught premillennial dispensationalism need the 
teacher’s gentleness here. The goal is not argument but clarity: the New Testament writers 
themselves, inspired by the Holy Spirit, identify Jesus as the complete and final fulfillment of the 
Davidic covenant. No future earthly political kingdom in national Israel is either promised or 
needed. The kingdom arrived with Jesus (Mark 1:15), was established at Pentecost (Acts 2), and 
will be consummated at His return in glory. The church, not a restored national Israel, is the 
dwelling of God by the Spirit (Eph 2:19–22).

Doctrinal / Christian Living Issues

 The Davidic covenant (2 Samuel 7:12–16) as an eschatological promise whose ‘forever’ 
language exceeds any political dynasty

 Luke 1:30–33 as the New Testament announcement that Jesus fulfills the Davidic covenant, 
not merely anticipates it



 Acts 2:29–36 as Peter’s inspired interpretation: David prophesied of Christ’s resurrection 
and exaltation, not a future earthly reign

 The genealogical line of Matthew 1 as the chain of which Joash is a link, connecting the 
Davidic promise to the birth of Jesus

 The kingdom as already arrived in Jesus, established at Pentecost, and reigning now at God’s 
right hand

 Why a future earthly political restoration of national Israel is not the New Testament’s 
expectation and would be a step backward from fulfillment

 The church as the community in whom God dwells by the Spirit, the new temple, the new 
covenant people from every nation

Discussion Prompts

 Read Luke 1:30–33 alongside 2 Samuel 7:12–16. How specifically does Gabriel’s 
announcement echo the Davidic covenant, and what does that tell you about what Jesus is?

 Peter says in Acts 2:36 that God has made Jesus ‘both Lord and Christ’ and that He reigns 
now. What does that mean for how we understand the fulfillment of the Davidic promise, 
and does it leave room for a future earthly political kingdom in Israel?

 When you see the near-extinction of David’s line in 2 Kings 11, and then read Matthew 1 
tracing the line from David to Jesus through kings like Joash, what do you feel about God’s 
faithfulness across those six centuries?

Question 10

Student Question:

Looking across 2 Kings 11–14, from Athaliah’s failed attempt to extinguish the Davidic line, to 
Jehoiada’s faithful mentorship, to Joash’s repairs of the temple and his later decline, to Elisha’s 
final prophecy even on his deathbed: name one truth about God’s faithfulness or one truth about 
how faith is formed and sustained that has stayed with you most from this passage, and describe 
one specific step you will take this week to act on it.

Commentary and Teaching Notes

The capstone of Lesson 18 asks students to land on one truth and one step from a passage that 
is rich with multiple layers. The teacher should create space for honest, varied responses, 
because different students will have been most affected by different threads.

Some will carry the image of Joash hidden in the temple and feel the wonder of God’s 
preservation of His promise through a hidden infant. Some will feel the weight of Joash’s 
collapse after Jehoiada died and recognize something in their own borrowed faith that needs 
deeper root. Some will have been moved by Jehoiada’s patient six years of waiting followed by 
decisive action, and will see a call to patience in their own situation. Some will feel the Elisha 
deathbed scene most keenly, the expectation of wholehearted engagement to the end.



The teacher should model the kind of specificity the question calls for. Not ‘I was encouraged by 
God’s faithfulness’ but ‘I looked at Joash’s collapse after Jehoiada died and recognized that 
almost everything that sustains my faith right now is tied to my small group, and I realized I 
need to develop a prayer life that is mine, not just shared, so that when those people are not 
around the root holds.’ That level of honest naming is what moves Bible study from the head to 
the life.

Close by lifting the eyes to the trajectory of the whole lesson. Athaliah tried to extinguish the 
Davidic line. She failed. Hazael oppressed Israel. God heard the cry of His people. Elisha died. A 
dead man touched his bones and lived. The lamp flickered but did not go out. Six centuries later, 
in the city of Bethlehem, a baby was born to a young woman from the line of David. God is 
faithful. Not in a vague, encouraging sense. In a specific, genealogy-tracing, hiding-the-infant-in-
the-temple, answering-the-cry-of-the-oppressed sense. That faithfulness is what these chapters 
are ultimately about. And it is the same faithfulness that keeps every one of us.

Doctrinal / Christian Living Issues

 Specificity as the discipline that moves from observation to formation
 Multiple valid entry points into this passage: different truths will land with different students
 The overarching theme of God’s faithfulness as the lesson’s final note
 Naming a specific step as the fruit of honest engagement with the text
 The trajectory from Joash hidden in the temple to Jesus born in Bethlehem as the great 

story beneath these chapters

Discussion Prompts

 Which moment or figure in 2 Kings 11–14 stayed with you most, and why do you think it 
landed where it did?

 What is the one truth about God or the one truth about your own spiritual life that this 
lesson has most pressed home, and what is the one specific step you are committing to take 
this week?

 How does tracing God’s faithfulness from the hidden infant Joash all the way to the birth of 
Jesus change the way you feel about the chapters of your own story that look uncertain or 
threatened right now?


