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Virtually all of the historical details noted in the comments on 1 Kings 3–4 apply to 5:1–9:9 too, but in addition the
reader will observe the importance of Tyre in these accounts. Chapter 5 says that “Hiram king of Tyre” had enjoyed
good relations with David and thus sent envoys to Solomon, obviously hoping to continue the alliance (5:1).
Solomon sends back a reply that states his plans to build a temple, asks for cedar, requests some laborers, and
suggests payment for these favors (5:3–6). Who was Hiram, and why would he help Solomon?

Hiram ruled Tyre, the capital of Phoenicia, for over thirty years, from David’s old age until he and Solomon were
veteran kings. DeVries observes: “Tyre had a mainland base but occupied also an offshore island, which kept it
invulnerable to siege warfare up to the time of Alexander the Great, 333 B.C.” From its Mediterranean port Tyre was
able to establish an impressive shipping fleet. Israel had aided Tyre’s sailing efforts by defeating the Philistines, the
other regional power traditionally involved in sea trade.35 Therefore, an Israel-Tyre alliance was a natural, mutually
beneficial result of Israel’s newly won prominence. Together the two countries could create a monopoly by
exploiting Israel’s control of the land-based trade and Tyre’s expertise in shipping.

Besides these national common interests, Solomon and Hiram were both aggressive young kings. Both used the
historical situation to their advantage. They both expanded their capitals and built central worship centers. Both
desired to make their nation wealthy without military conquest, and both suffered when Egypt reasserted its power
late in their reigns.

One other historical fact deserves mention. Israel’s temple building was similar to what many nations were
attempting before and during this time period. As was already stated, Hiram himself built worship centers. He “set
up a golden pillar in the sanctuary of Baal Shamem, and built new temples to Melqart and Astarte.” In I Have Built
You an Exalted House, his extremely thorough survey of ancient temple buildings, V. Hurowitz charts how nations
like Sumeria, Assyria, Babylon, and the Canaanites constructed temples and how they wrote about their projects.
Hurowitz concludes, “As far as the thematic structure of the biblical building stories is concerned, it is possible to
state that they are all typical, routine ancient Near Eastern building stories.”39

Besides attesting to the accuracy of the biblical accounts, this observation reminds readers of the literary nature of
1, 2 Kings. Israel is not portrayed as doing odd, astounding things. Rather, their activities, which appear like those of
other nations, are significant because of how they display or fail to display Israel’s faith in God. They also reflect God
acting in history through a chosen people. Thus, the uniqueness of the events lies in the inherent meaning that
emerges from a people responding faithfully to the one true God who alone deserves worship.

(1) Hiram of Tyre Provides Temple Materials (5:1–12)

5:1–7 Second Samuel 5:11 records the fact that Hiram “sent messengers to David, along with cedar logs and
carpenters and stonemasons, and they built a palace for David.” This episode explains the “friendly terms” between
Hiram and David. Eager to maintain his mutually beneficial relationship with Israel, Hiram sends his representatives
to welcome Solomon to the throne. Like Solomon, Hiram makes wise decisions at key times.



Solomon seizes the chance for Tyre to help him as they once helped his father and to maintain the relationship
between the nations. Long correctly states that Solomon’s response to Hiram continues the text’s emphasis on
God’s making the king wise (cf. 1 Kgs 3:12–13). Here Solomon is “wise in statecraft, gaining international
agreements, establishing peaceful conditions in the kingdom, laying the groundwork for building activities.” So far,
the Lord has given Solomon judicial (3:16–28), administrative (4:1–28), intellectual (4:29–34), and political (5:1–7)
skill. Any one of these abilities is impressive in its own right. As a group they are awe-inspiring. God’s faithfulness
is evident.

The letter to Hiram itself is structured in a common ancient format but is composed in covenantal terms. For
instance, Solomon says that David could not build the temple until “the LORD put his enemies under his feet.” Then
he adds that “the LORD my God has given me peace [lit., “rest”] on every side,” language that reminds readers of
Joshua’s conquest of the promised land (cf. Josh 11:23). Finally, Solomon bases his desire to build on God’s promises
to David in 2 Samuel 7, which removes any notion that he only loves God because of the success he has enjoyed. It
is a theological reading of history that encourages Solomon to seek Hiram’s help, not just a sense of political
expediency. With good reason, Hiram is pleased with Solomon’s answer, and his own response in 5:7 affirms that
God has kept all promises made to David.

5:8–12 Hiram’s return message basically agrees to Solomon’s requests in 5:6. Tyre will provide “cedar and pine logs”
by floating “them in rafts by sea to the place you specify.” Two alterations are made in Solomon’s request. The men
from Tyre and Israel will not work together, and Hiram wants food for the “royal household” instead of wages for his
workers. These terms are met, the nations remain at peace, the kings make a treaty, and temple construction is
under way. Again, this whole episode demonstrates God’s gracious giving of wisdom to Solomon.

(2) Solomon Conscripts Workers (5:13–18)

5:13–18 In order to have enough workers to complete his project, Solomon finds it necessary to institute the
unpopular practice of drafting laborers. This imposition on commoners was used by many ancient nations. Even
David used forced, or corvée, labor. R. D. Patterson and H. J. Austel explain: “In the list of David’s officials, Adoniram
is said to be over the forced labor. This would indicate that David used the corvée system to a limited degree.…
Solomon, however, used it extensively. The more splendid the royal court, the greater the demand on the people.”
At least those conscripted are allowed eight months at home alongside their four months of forced labor.

Scholars disagree about the identity of the thirty thousand Israelite laborers mentioned in 5:13. Part of the problem
stems from 1 Kgs 9:20–22, which describes Solomon’s forced labor, then states, “But Solomon did not make slaves
of any of the Israelites” (9:22). Gray, Skinner, Matheney, and others think these two references (5:13–18 and 9:20–
22) contradict each other. Keil, Patterson and Austel, and Jones disagree.45 Linguistic analysis may help explain the
perceived contradiction, since the text uses different terminology to describe the laborers in 5:13–18 and 9:20–22.
In the former text they are called simply “laborers” (mas) while in the latter they are called “servant [slave] laborers”
(mas ʿobēd). Apparently, the Israelite workers were required only to toil four months of the year until the task was
done. Forced labor does not necessarily entail slavery. On the other hand, foreign workers were permanently
assigned to forced labor.

Another difficulty arises when one compares 5:15–16; 1 Kgs 9:23; 2 Chr 2:17–18; 8:10. The first passage mentions
150,000 laborers beyond the 30,000 listed in 5:13 and also states that 3,300 foremen “supervised the project and
directed the workmen.” On the other hand, 1 Kgs 9:23 says 550 officials led the work project. Further, 2 Chr 2:17–18
states that the 150,000 were non-Israelites and that 3,600 foremen were assigned “to keep the people working.”
Finally, 2 Chr 8:10 claims 250 officials supervised the forced labor. Interestingly enough, Kings and Chronicles each
arrives at 150,000 foreign workers and 3,850 foremen, but by counting them differently. The exact numbers make
an outright contradiction unlikely. Why the variance? Keil probably answers this question when he writes:



We must therefore follow J. H. Michaelis, and explain the differences as resulting from a different method of
classification, namely, from the fact that in the Chronicles the Canaanitish overseers are distinguished from the
Israelitish (viz. 3600 Canaanites and 250 Israelites), whereas in the books of Kings the inferiores et superiores prefecti
are distinguished. Consequently Solomon had 3300 inferior overseers and 550 superior (or superintendents), of whom
250 were selected from the Israelites and 300 from the Canaanites.

The forced laborers had two simple yet time-consuming and backbreaking tasks. They were to quarry and fashion
the temple’s huge foundation stones. They also “cut and prepared the timber and stone” necessary for the main
portion of the temple. Given the nature of this work, it is no wonder many men were needed, and it is no wonder
only conscripted men would attempt the task.

(3)  Building the Temple (6:1–10)

Scholars particularly interested in the author’s use of source material are often perplexed by certain features of the
building accounts in chaps. 6–7. First of all, the Greek translation omits certain verses and rearranges the chapters.
Second, the temple building stories are “interrupted” by details about the palace’s construction. Third, the author
includes some editorial comments on the events described. Each of these tendencies is common in 1, 2 Kings and is
discussed in the introduction to this commentary. Therefore, it is sufficient at this point to say that in many places
the Septuagint attempts to “smooth” texts yet sometimes, as in chaps. 6–7, really only confuses matters. Further,
the fact that the author presents the material in a selective order and comments upon it is hardly surprising. Placing
the sacred alongside the secular is one of the book’s common narrative strategies. Finally, this selectivity in no way
compromises the account’s historical integrity. Indeed, the temple’s size and design coincide with similar buildings
of that era, a fact that testifies to the story’s accuracy.

6:1 Solomon starts building the temple 480 years after the exodus. This reference reminds readers that the
permanent worship center is one more proof that God has given Israel the promised land. The tabernacle was a
portable shrine, but the temple reflects permanence. Israel once moved from place to place, but now they have
settled down with the intention of never wandering again.

Because the actual date of the exodus continues to be debated, commentators differ on the meaning of the 480
years. This disagreement crosses normal traditional and nontraditional boundaries. Those who believe in a ca. 1450
B.C. date for the exodus think the 480 years is a rounded, yet accurate number, while those who date the exodus ca.
1290–1250 B.C. argue that the author has approximated the years from the number of generations between the
exodus, the temple’s construction, and the exile, or that the number has symbolic significance. It is not the purpose
of this volume to settle exodus issues, so it suffices to state that the important reference for this study is that
construction began in Solomon’s fourth year (ca. 966 B.C.). No one seriously questions that notation’s accuracy. Early
in his reign Solomon built the temple, which represented God’s placement of Israel in the land, which fulfilled
David’s wishes.

6:2–10 DeVries observes that “in vv. 2–10 … the narrator tells about the temple, the porch, the windows, the
platform, and the stories, with door and stairway.” These items’ dimensions are also listed. A more detailed
description of the interior appears in 6:14–38. Certain features deserve to be summarized. First, the temple was
about ninety feet long, thirty feet wide, and forty-five feet high. By modern standards it was a fairly small worship
center. Second, it had a portico, or porch (6:3), which ran “the width of the temple” and projected out “from the
front of the temple” (6:3). Third, it was a three-story complex (6:6). Fourth, its various portions were carefully
shaped at their quarries, then fitted, without hammering, on site (6:7). Fifth, its frame and beams were cedar (6:9).
Sixth, the facility included a number of “side rooms” (6:10) that probably were set aside for the priests’ use. In other
words, the building was attractive, yet functional.



(4) God’s Promises Concerning the Temple (6:11–13)

6:11–13 Throughout the Solomon stories the author presents an activity, then waits until later to state God’s
approval or disapproval of it. For example, 3:1–15 expresses approval of Solomon’s rise to power in chaps. 1–2, and
5:12 explains that the decisions in 5:1–7 demonstrate God-given wisdom. This strategy continues here, where,
through some unspecified manner, Solomon receives God’s word about the temple.

Once more the Lord bases Solomon’s (and Israel’s) success on covenant faithfulness. As David told him in 2:1–4,
Solomon must obey God’s word. Only then can the temple have lasting significance, and only then can the nation as
a whole enjoy God’s favor. This reminder of the Mosaic and Davidic covenants, and of earlier texts such as 2:1–4 and
3:10–15, reemphasizes the nature of Israel’s place in history. Great kings and great buildings can and will be
replaced if disobedience becomes a way of life. On the other hand, eternal blessings will result from consistent
obedience. Solomon must not forget these things in the midst of all his busy success.

(5) Furnishing the Temple (6:14–38)

6:14–28 Having given a general description of the edifice’s exterior; the author now focuses on its interior. After a
comment that all inside stones were covered with cedar panels (6:15), the holy of holies or “Most Holy Place” is
described. This was the resting place of the ark of the covenant and the scene of the annual atonement for the
nation’s sin (cf. Lev 16). Thirty feet were set aside at the rear of the sanctuary for this special room, so it occupied
one-third of the temple’s space (6:16). Like the rest of the interior, the most holy place was overlaid with gold.

Two cherubim, each about fifteen feet high, grace the most holy place. From one extreme wing tip to the other the
two carved pieces span the width of the room. Perhaps these figures are guardians of the ark since cherubim guard
Eden in Gen 3:24 and Ezek 28:13–14. Other possibilities include that these creatures represent God’s personal
chariot (cf. 2 Sam 22:8ff. and Ps 18:8ff.) or even his throne. All of these theories stress God’s presence in the temple.
God will choose to dwell wherever the ark rests.

6:29–36 The other sixty feet of the sanctuary are also overlaid with gold. Carvings of “cherubim, palm trees and
open flowers” cover the walls and inner doors. Clearly, Solomon intends to decorate his temple as attractively as
possible. He thereby competes well with other kings involved in similar projects.

6:37–38 About seven years and six months are needed to complete the temple. Though not his largest or most
ornate construction, this is the most important facility Solomon ever builds. It stands for nearly four centuries and is
the only Solomonic structure the Israelites rebuild after the exile. As time passes, the nation learns to look to the
temple as a sign of their relationship to God. For now, however, the people will have to make the transition from a
more austere place of worship to this new, ornately decorated temple.1

1 Paul R. House, 1, 2 Kings, vol. 8, The New American Commentary (Nashville: Broadman & Holman Publishers,
1995), 129.






