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Introduction

The objective of this paper is to demonstrate th&am 25 is an integral
component of 1 Sam 24-26 and that it is an essehiggpoter in order to fully understand
the narrator’s characterization of David.

This paper will be structured around three mairiises. The first will establish
the literary coherence of 1 Sam 24-26. The secdhddentify and evaluate David’s
men (in 1 Sam 24/26) and Abigail (in 1 Sam 25) asid's rhetorical alter-egos. The
third will draw conclusions about David’s charadrem these observations.

This paper will seek to demonstrate that in 1 S4R2@ David acts with both
restraint and unrestraint and that these seemopgppsite manifestations of character

both stem from David’s political brilliance and rabdeficiency.

Literary Coherence of 1 Samuel 24-26
In order to demonstrate the literary coherenck $&m 24-26, the two outside
chapters must first be studied in order to esthlthe boundaries of this literary unit. The
similarities in setting, plot, and characterizatimiween 1 Sam 24 and 26 clearly invite
the narratee to consider these two chapters togethe
At a surface reading, the two versions are paratielin some sense the second is
redundant. The story line is the same in the tWmgs. David by stealth has
sleeping Saul in his power. David can kill Saul betrefuses. David will not

strike the life of the “LORD’s anointed.” In botlases, the narrative ends with an
exchange of speeches between the two. Saul idigratel yields to David.



David is noble, reticent, and confident. Both acteishow how the flow of the
narrative and of the historical process is towaadid's success and Saul’'s
demise*
These glaring similarities compel the narrateedioseder 1 Sam 24 and 26 as having
been intentionally written to be considered togetbeseveral reasorfs.

First, both chapters are relatively the same igtleand they share a similar two

act setting structurd:

Act 1 Sam 24 1 Sam 26
One: Sc. 1: Saul Pursues David Sc. 1: Saul Pursues David
Ev. 1 David goes to En-
Gedi (v. 1)

Ev. 2 Saul returns from
pursuing Philistines

(v. 2)

Ev. 3 Saul hears David is Ev. I Saul hears David is
in En-Gedi (v. 2) in the hill of Hachilah

(v. 1)

Ev. 4 Saul takes 3000 men Ev. 2 Saul takes 3000 men
to seek after David (v to seek after David (v.
3) 2)

Sc. 2: David Encounters Saul| Sc. 2: David Encounters Saul

Ev. 1 Saul arrives at a Ev. I Saul camps in the

cave by Sheep Pen of hill of Hachilah (v. 3)

the Flock (v. 4)
Ev. 2 Saul enters cave to
relieve himself (v. 4)
Ev. 3 David and his men Ev. 2 David and his men
are in same cave (V. are in the same

! BrueggemannSamuel 183) continues to voice the differences betwaertwo chapters in order
to conclude that the inclusion of both chapterhanarrative is not actually redundant.

2 Bodner,1 Samuel274; Tsumural( Samuel563-564, 594) identifies Polzin'®éuteronomist
203-215) position that 1 Sam 24-26 acts as a tiandbr David from being the one who is endangdmed
becoming the one who chooses to spare life.

% Bodner,1 Samuel274; BrueggemaniSamuel 166; BrueggemanrSamuel 183) suggests that 1
Sam 24 and 26 are not exactly paralleled so tleslather chapter can serve as an intensificatichef
former; For an alternative outline that compareslarities and differences between these two chiapte
refer to Tsumural( Samuel595), Green (“1 Samuel 25,” 3), Kleih Samuel236-237), and Robinson
(Like the Nations127).



4);

David’s men
encourage David to
kill Saul (v. 5)

Ev. 4 David cuts hem
from Saul’'s robe (v. 5

Ev. 5 David’s heart
strikes him (v. 6)

Ev. 6 David refuses to
strike YHWH's
anointed (v. 7)

Ev. 7 David rebukes his
men (v. 8)

wilderness; David sees
that Saul had arrived
(v.3)

Ev. 3 David sent spies
after Saul (v. 4)

Ev. 4 David goes to Saul’s
camp; he sees Saul an
Abner sleeping (v. 5)

Ev. 5 David asks
Ahimelech and
Abishai, “Who will go
down with me to
Saul?” (v.6)

Ev. @ David and Abishai
go down to Saul’s
camp (v. 7)

Ev. 7 Abishai asks David
for permission to kill
Saul (v. 8)

Ev. 8 David rebukes
Abishai, saying no one
is to kill YHWH'’s
anointed (v. 9)

Ev. 9 David predicts
YHWH will strike
Saul; David
commands Abishai to
take Saul’'s spear and
water jug (v. 10-11)

Ev. 10 David takes Saul’s
spear and water jug (v.
12)

Two:

Sc. 1: Saul and David Meet
Ev. 1 David goes out
from cave (v. 9)

Ev. 2: David calls after
Saul (v. 9)

Sc. 1: Saul and David Meet
Ev. 1 David goes to the
head of the mountain
(v. 13)
Ev. 2 David calls after the
people and Abner (v.




14)

Ev. 3: Saul looks for Ev. 3 Abner looks for
David (v. 9) David and asks him tq

Ev. 4. David prostrates identify himself (v. 14)
himself before Saul
(v.9)

Ev. 5: David speaks to Ev. 4 David speaks to
Saul (v. 10-16) Abner (v. 15-16)

Ev. 6: Saul asks David if it Ev. 5 Saul recognizes
is him (v. 17) David’s voice and asks

Ev. 7. Saul weeps (v. 17) David if it is him (v.

17)

Ev. 6 David affirms that it
is him who is speaking
(v.17)

Ev. 7 David speaks to Saul
(v. 18-20)

Ev. 8: Saul responds to Ev. 8 Saul responds to
David and concedes David and concedes
that David will be that he has sinned by
king (v. 18-22) pursuing David (v. 21)

Ev. 9: David swears an Ev. 9: David responds to
oath to Saul that he Saul (v. 22-24)
will not cut off Saul’s
seed after him (v. 23

Ev. 10 Saul blesses David
(v. 25)

Sc. 2: Saul and David Part | Sc. 2: Saul and David Part

Ev. 1: Saul goes to his Ev. 1 David goes on his
house (v. 23) road (v. 25)

Ev. 2: David and his men Ev. 2 Saul returns to his
go up to the place (v. 25)
stronghold (v. 23)

Although the setting structures of 1 Sam 24 andr2tot absolutely identical, the many
similarities between them cannot be missed.

The main dissimilarity between the two chapteitha they do not exhibit a true
linear parallelism. Most obviously, Act Two, Sceheo is inverted in 1 Sam 26:25 from
1 Sam 24:23. A second glaring inversion occursaétsOne of each chapter. In 1 Sam

24:7-8, Act One, Scene One, Events 6-7 are mirrbyedict One, Scene One, Event 8 in



1 Sam 26:9. Therefore, David’s symbolic attack anl$1 Sam 24:5 and 26:12), which
is the paralleled event in these two chapters,rs@fter David’'s rebuke to his menin 1
Sam 24 bubeforehis rebuke to Abishai in 1 Sam 26. This inversiderrupts the linear
comparison and introduces a chiasm. This chiasan important literary construction
and will be discussed in more detail below.

Second, in addition to a similar pattern of actenes, and events, the temporal
and spatial settings between these two chapte@soverery comparable. The temporal
pace in each chapter is strikingly the same. Ih lobapters the narrated time of Act One,
Scene One (1 Sam 24:1-3 and 26:1-2) transpiresqueckly, giving the narratee a quick
sweeping panorama required to set up the chapéeratéd time then slows down in Act
One, Scene Two (1 Sam 24:4-8 and 26:3-12), almastlt1 ratio between narrated time
and narration time throughout. Finally, in Act Twgtene One (1 Sam 24:9-23 and
26:13-25), dialogue dominates each chapter bringargated time into even step with
narration time* Act Two, Scene Two (1 Sam 24:23 and 26:25), byreshreaccelerates
narrated time in order to relocate Saul and Davitheir respective dwelling places.

Spatially, both chapters occur in the wildernessnetDavid is living in exilé.
Each chapter opens and closes with Saul in hisariand David in hiding. First Samuel

24 has David and his men hiding in the very caud 8aters to relieve himséif.

* There are some exceptions to this statement il 6. For example, narrated time moves
quickly when David and Abishai go down to Saul'sngaand when they return to the head of the
mountain. The purpose in these accelerationsfiscigs the attention of the narratee on the dialdbat
dominates Act Two, Scene One.

® Klein, 1 Samuel257; Tsumurall Samuel595) notes, however, that in 1 Sam 24 David i@
wilderness of En-Gedi and in 1 Sam 26 David iewilderness of Ziph.

® Bodner { Samuel250) references Miscall (Samuel144): “In the symbolic lexicon of the
narrative to this point, a ‘cave’ is highly apprigpe spatial setting. As Peter Miscall reflectst, this point
of the story, we can say that Saul’s career has begked by seeking and not finding or by seeking o
thing and finding another. Here Saul finally findavid, but the outcome of the encounter is not wieat
sought.”



Similarly, in 1 Sam 26 Saul and his men camp av#drg hill where David and his men
are hiding. It might be suggested that the spaétiing of 1 Sam 26 is merely a larger
stage than the cave in 1 Sam 24. Whereas Saukdrite cave alone in the earlier
chapter, in 1 Sam 26 he enters “the cave” witlB@l0 of his men. The parallels are
strengthened by noticing that the latter chapterdpires at night. The darkness of the
cave is maintained by the darkness of the nigSaul’'s camg.

In addition, both chapters contain a scene (Act,T8aene One) where Saul and
David participate in a very public, yet transpayeonversation. The narratee can
imagine all 600 of David’'s men and 3000 of Saulasmtistening in on the honest
discourse occurring between the two leaders.

Third, as already subtly indicated by the comparisetween each setting
structure, these two chapters share common plbesplot structure for 1 Sam 24 is as
follows: (1) The exposition introduces Saul atlsne and David in exile (1 Sam 24:1);
(2) Action begins when Saul hears a report abowidawhereabouts (1 Sam 24:1); (3)
The occasioning incident that generates conflitheastory occurs when Saul leaves his
home with 3000 of his men to pursue David in thiel@mess (1 Sam 24:2); (4) The
conflict escalates as Saul stops to relieve hiniselie very cave where David and his
men are hiding (1 Sam 24:3) and David is exhaiestrike Saul dead (1 Sam 24%4B)
The climax is most intense when David symbolicalityacks Saul by cutting the hem of
Saul’s robe (1 Sam 24:4) and then rebukes his wresuggesting he raise his hand

against YHWH'’s anointed (1 Sam 24:5-6); (6) Thenelk begins to be resolved when

" Bodner,1 Samuel278.

8 In both instances the exhorters appeal to YHW/distify their motive: Alter David Story 164;
Bodner | Samuel276-277) notes that in 1 Sam 24 David's men pl®wn alleged divine quotation and in
1 Sam 26 Abishai does not quote YHWH. Nevertheliessoth chapters David’s men appeal to God as
having provided an opportunity to strike Saul; Tsmapl Samuegl600; Klein,1 Samuel257.



David prostrates himself before Saul and launchisan impassioned public oration (1
Sam 24:8-15); (7) The conflict deflates as Sauhaekedges David’s clemency and
declares that David will be exalted (1 Sam 24:18-@) A point of final resolution is
accomplished when Saul and his men return homeaifi Z}:22); (9) Action ends as Saul
and David arrive at their respective dwellings ér24:22).

The plot structure of 1 Sam 24, therefore, cankeéched as follows:

David symbolically David prostates
strikes Saul (v. 5) himself and speaks
publicly (v. 9)

Climax

Saul returns home

Saul hears about Saul pursues David with his 3000 men David and his men went up
David’s location (v. 2) with 3000 men (v. 3) g . (v.23) to the stronghold (v. 23)
3 B
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¢ David is in exile in the

wilderness (v. 1)

¢ Saul returns home (v.

2)

The plot structure for 1 Sam 26 is similar: (1) Ehxgosition introduces Saul at
Gibeah (1 Sam 26:1); (2) Action begins when Saaft$ia report about David’s
whereabouts (1 Sam 26:1); (3) The occasioning értithat generates conflict in the
story occurs when Saul leaves his home with 3000simen to pursue David in the
wilderness (1 Sam 26:2); (4) The conflict escalage®avid sends spies to observe Saul’s
location (1 Sam 26:3-4) and then goes to Saul’'spcaimself (1 Sam 26:5). Dramatic
tension continues to rise when David recruits Ahish go down to the camp with him (1

Sam 26:6-7). Abishai then exhorts David to pernmt to run Saul through with his own



spear (1 Sam 26:8)David rebukes Abishai by instructing him neverdise his hand
against YHWH'’s anointed and then instructs himteakSaul's spear and water jug
instead (1 Sam 26:9-11); (5) The climax is mostnse when David — not Abishai —
symbolically attacks Saul by stealing his spearwaatér jug (1 Sam 26:12%:(6) The
climax begins to be resolved when David goes tddpeof the opposite hill and calls out
to Abner, accusing him of not adequately protectiregking (1 Sam 26:13-16); (7) The
conflict deflates as David pleads his innocence@aual acknowledges his own sin (1
Sam 26:17-24); (8) A point of final resolution iscamplished when Saul blesses David
as he and his men return home (1 Sam 26:25); (8pMends with Saul and David once
again in their respective dwellings (1 Sam 26:25).

The plot structure of 1 Sam 26, therefore, canke¢ched as follows:

° In both instances the exhorters appeal to YHW}uistify their motive: AlterDavid Story 164;
Bodner (| Samuel276-277) notes that in 1 Sam 24 David's men pl®wn alleged divine quotation and in
1 Sam 26 Abishai does not quote YHWH. Nevertheliessoth chapters David’s men appeal to God as
having provided an opportunity to strike Saul; Tsmal Samuel600; Klein,1 Samuel257; Hertzbergl(
& Il Samue| 209) recognizes that Abishai’s insistence aci esrror to David’s men in the cave in 1 Sam
24,

19 Bodner { Samuel278) writes: “Because David takes the spear agdithere is a nice
symmetry with chap. 24, as once more David creep® $aul in the darkness.”



David calls out to Abner
and rebukes him for not
protecting YHWH'’s
anointed (v. 14-16)

N/

Climax

David symbolically
strikes Saul (v. 12)

Saul returns home

Saul pursues David with his 3000 men David goes his way and

with 3000 men (v. 2)

Saul hears about

David’s location (v. 1) o (v. 25) Saul is home (v. 25)
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¢ Saul is at Gibeah (v.

1)

e David is in exile in the

wilderness (v. 1)

As these diagrams illustrate, the plots of thesedhapters are remarkably
similar to one anothét- Although the details of each chapter are differtiese
respective details can be added to this basicspiotture easily. As previously
mentioned the greatest difference between thesestpletures is the inversion of events
that serve to transition the story from one painthie plot graph to another. For example,
in 1 Sam 24:8 David rebukes his men after the dtinanoment when he cuts the hem
from Saul’s robe (1 Sam 24:5). By contrast, Dagblukes Abishai in 1 Sam 26:9-11
before the climactic moment when he steals Sapksaisand water jug (1 Sam 26:12).
Whereas David’s rebuke in 1 Sam 24 is a part otlineax, in 1 Sam 26 David’s rebuke
contributes to the escalation of tension beforectimeax. This chiastic structure is a
deliberate narrative technique and will be analyizether in the next section of this

paper.

1 Gordon,l & Il Samue] 181; Green, “1 Samuel 25,” 4.
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Both 1 Sam 24 and 26 are concentric plots. In sgitaul’s remarkable
admissions, at the beginning and end of each ch8ptd is at home and David remains
in exile. While the situation seems unaffectedhlddavid and Saul are changed by their
experience with one anoth&rDavid has effectively challenged Saul’s honouipptng
him of all self-respect in the presence of 300Bisfmen’® Entirely shamed by David,
Saul has all but abdicated the throne by recoggittie divine plan that is protecting
David and will ensure his rise to power. The pukkchanges between Saul and David
have, therefore, proven to be a public relatioesudr for David, as popular opinion
among the troops is probably swayed by the oraghitis of David and the self-admitted
bungling of the reigning king.

Fourth and finally, although there are more pergesan 1 Sam 26, the
characters featured in both chapters are comparBiemost obvious examples of this
are Saul and David, who are the two main charaatdseth chapters. Saul is
characterized in much the same way by both chagtelss rabid pursuit of David, Saul
is naive of David’s presence even though he isdbttie outset where David is. Saul’s
ignorance is amplified for the narratee by the ¢iogpof a dark spatial setting with
Saul’s extreme vulnerability. In 1 Sam 24, Saukigeving himself in a dark cave and in
1 Sam 26 Saul is sleeping in a dark camp. In eastnce unbeknownst to Saul, David is
lurking in the shadows with the opportunity — amapée encouragement — to Kill.

In contrast, David, who is supposedly the one baunged, is presented as the

hunter in each chaptétln 1 Sam 24 David has a serendipitous advantage$aul in

2 Green, “1 Samuel 25,” 4.

13 Kirkpatrick (“Honor,” 21-24) has succinctly presed the model for understanding honour and
shame as it relates to Hebrew narrative.

4 Bodner,1 Samuel253; BrueggemanrSémuel 182) notices this reversal in 1 Sam 26.
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the cave and in 1 Sam 26 he has a similar edgauhsSamp. Both times David refuses
to raise his hand against YHWH'’s anointéd.

The dynamic of Saul’s ignorant vulnerability andvidks sly mastery of the
situation is accentuated through their discourssach chapter. David publicly pleads his
innocence by producing evidence (the hem of Saobe in 1 Sam 24 and Saul’s spear
and water jug in 1 Sam 26) that he forewent hisoopipity to slay the unsuspecting
king.*® As Baldwin reflects:

Holding in his hand a piece of Saul’s robe, Davidught home to Saul how close

he had been to losing his life. If David had realignted to kill Saul, he would

certainly have done so in the cave... Having now @ddvis innocence beyond
doubt, David points out to Saul that, in seekingilichim, Saul is the one who is
in the wrong*’
In response Saul admits his blame and exalts Dawtie presence of all their men. The
result of both chapters is that Saul is shamedDawid is accredited the king’s honatr.

As mentioned, there are more individual charagteisSam 26 than in 1 Sam 24.
Abner acts as an extension of Saul and Abishanasgension of David. Abner’s
correlation with Saul can be easily seen in thengestructure comparison made above.
Whereas David calls after Saul in 1 Sam 24:9, 8afn 26:14 David calls after Abner. In
1 Sam 24:9 Saul looks for David and in 1 Sam 2@&:#s4Abner who is looking for
David. In 1 Sam 24:10-16 David launches into hisegih by addressing Saul, but in 1

Sam 26:15-16 David initiates his speech by addngs&bner. These comparisons tie

Abner to Saul in order to accentuate charactetstiaithe failing king. Abner’s lack of

15 Polzin Peuteronomist206) suggests that David’s two time mercy to $aatirrored by his
mercy to Nabal, thus connecting Nabal and Saul.

6 Bodner,1 Samuel254; BrueggemaniSamuel 168; Gordon| & Il Samue| 179; Tsumural
Samuel 566, 570.

" Baldwin,1 & 2 Samugl145.

18 Kirkpatrick (“Honor,” 21-24) has succinctly presed the model for understanding honour and
shame as it relates to Hebrew narrative.



12

knowledge and extreme vulnerability is mirroredSaul, who is equally unprepared to
meet David. Introducing Abner, therefore, drawsitalohl attention to Saul’s folly. Not
only is Saul characterized as a foolish king on@d’'$ errand, but Abner, his second-in-
command, is in no better position to help theifigiimonarch. In the same way,
Abishai’s rash impulse to kill Saul while he sleepsrors David’s innate desire to see
Saul dead?

The perceptible similarities in the setting struet) the temporal and spatial
settings, the plot structures and plot types, aectcharacterizations made in each chapter
all work together to defend the hypothesis thatidweator intended 1 Sam 24 and 26 to
be considered in conversation with one another.

Therefore, 1 Sam 24 and 26 create a balanced di@aiade envelope structure
around 1 Sam 25, which seems irregular and disimiot comparisori® Even the syntax
at the outset of 1 Sam 25 seems to indicate alat@ve in the narration as opposed to
the expected forward unfolding of the stétyHowever, while this middle chapter
appears to be dissimilar to the chapters that soddt, there are several elements that tie
1 Sam 25 into 1 Sam 24-36As Bodner writes:

By means of the thematic links with chap. 24 (andpc 26, as we will have

occasion to see), we are provided with a new leasdpens our eyes to nuances of
the story that we may otherwise have missed. Caresely this chapter (1 Sam 25)

19 Bodner { Samuel276) cites Ackerman (“Abishai,” 14): “Moreoven, View of the larger
portrait of Abishai that eventually emerges frora ttarrative, James Ackerman reflects: ‘More than an
other character Abishai is depicted as David'satgo, the consistent voice of his dark side, who
advocates use of violence to advance David’'s hoandrself-interest.”

2 Gordon,| & Il Samue| 187; Green, “1 Samuel 25,” 1.

% Green, “1 Samuel 25,” 4.

2 Evans { & 2 Samuel112) writes: “Sandwiched between the two paratieidents in which
David has the opportunity to destroy Saul but ckeds spare his life is this very different accoofnt
David’s activities during this period. At first $igit appears out of place in the overall schemiefooks
of Samuel, where the focus is on the question afgspprimarily in national leadership. But here too
power is a key motif, and there are several rea@writers might consider this incident to besvaint.”
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becomes an important one for both the overall Steyand the unfolding
characterizations of both Saul and Da%id.

As Bodner here suggests, it is erroneous to cordluat 1 Sam 25 is out of place
between its bordering chapters. Green also st&ths:reverie of ch. 25 provides a
sideshadow of the action in its two framing episydehearses representationally and
bluntly what almost happens but which must ultiryabe avoided.*

The most obvious points of connection are as falowirst, the focus of the
temporal setting in all three chapters is eactmglsiday. Second, the spatial setting in all
three chapters orbits around the wilderness of @sexile. Third, the plot of each
chapter focuses on David’s dilemma over wheth@&xgrcise restraint or unleash
violence? Fourth, each chapter describes David interactiitly avfoe (Saul in 1 Sam
24/26 and Nabal in 1 Sam 25) Fifth, the climaxadleplot is most intense when David
symbolically attacks his rival Saul and Nabal. Bjxhe climax of each plot deflates with
David’s decision to exercise restraint insteadiofence?® Seventh, David is the main
character in all three chapters. Eighth, in akéchapters David, the “hunted,” becomes
the “hunter.” These eight main similarities butréise cohesion of 1 Sam 24-26 in spite
of the apparent incongruities present.

These observations suggest that the placemen8afrl25 is not coincidental.
Rather the narrator deliberately located it betw@enmatching chapters with a

particular purpose in mind. Given that David featuas the dominant personality in all

% Bodner,1 Samuel258.

% Green, “1 Samuel 25,” 1; Bodner $amuel274) references Jobling SGamuel92): “David
Jobling argues that chap. 25 ‘stands in an allegbrelation’ to chaps. 24 and 26, and | will berato
such nuances in my analysis below.”

% Tsumura]l Samugl575.

% Tsumura]l Samugl575.
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three chapters, the purpose of 1 Sam 25 withinmk &26 hinges on the
characterization of David.

The seeming contrasts exhibited in David’s chardméveen 1 Sam 24/26 and 1
Sam 25 provide an apt starting point for considgtire narrative purpose of this middle
chapter. On the surface it appears to the narest¢leough David is restrained and
composed in 1 Sam 24/26 and that he is violenimpdisive in 1 Sam 28’ What
appears at first to be contrast, however, is ntntedly contrast but is rathearrative
commentary® Baldwin suggests that 1 Sam 25 serves as a naraatilogy to help the
narratee better understand 1 Sam 24 and 26. Shesg@ordon to describe narrative
analogy:

[Narrative analogy is] a device whereby the narraém provide an internal

commentary on the action which he is describingallg by means of cross-

reference to an earlier action or speech. Thuataes are made to interact in

ways which may not be immediately apparent; irgraiallelism abounds

wherever this technique is appli€d.
Accordingly, by employing this narrative stratefg inarrator is able to covertly
comment on the characterization of David in 1 Sd2@ through an intricate series of
ironic parallelisms.

Without 1 Sam 25, it would be much more difficudt the narratee to detect the
darker characterization of David that lurks benehésurface in 1 Sam 24/26. The
narrator presents David covertly in these chamerthat the narratee is able to observe

David from a limited perspective in 1 Sam 24/26118am 25, on the other hand, the

narrator pulls back the curtain and invites theatae to glimpse a David not yet seen

2" Bodner,1 Samuel252; BrueggemantSamuel 174-175.

8 Bodner,1 Samuel258.

2 Baldwin (L & 2 Samuel147) quoting Gordon (“David’s Rise,” 42-43); aldmng, “Literary
Artistry,” 40.
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clearly in the story. Through dramatic narratioe ttarratee learns that David is capable
of revenge and murder. The outward actions of DavidSam 25 betray an inner David
that is well hidden in 1 Sam 24/26. This inner Riagi not unique to 1 Sam 25, but rather
he is normative throughout 1 Sam 24-26. This is &ven though the “David” clearly
presented in 1 Sam 25 remains largely hidden itbtheketing chapters. The result is a
brilliant multifaceted presentation of David. Tlask of the narratee is to synthesize what
seems to be contradictory in order to fully comprehDavid as he is portrayed by the
narrator.

To summarize this first section, 1 Sam 24-26 isleecent and unified literary
unit. The conspicuous similarities between 1 Sarmar#26 strongly suggest that the
narrator intended these two chapters to be rehghhof each other. Furthermore, since
these two chapters surround 1 Sam 25, this middipter must also be read in light of
the chapters before and after it. A surface read@gns to indicate that 1 Sam 25 is
unrelated to 1 Sam 24 and 26. A closer readingeliewy makes obvious the many
aspects of the chapter that tie it to the larderdry unit and these correlations are

important indicators about how the narrate oughirtderstand David’s characterization.

David’s Alter-Egos

The interaction of David with secondary charactersach of the three chapters
must be carefully considered in order to discolierrtarrator’s crafty characterization of
David throughout. In 1 Sam 24 and 26 David ressraiimself from striking Saul in spite

of the exhortations to kill from his men. In 1 S@Bthe inverse occurs, as David girds
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his sword for battle against Nabal — Saul’s rhetdrstand-in — only to be restrained by
Abigail.*°

The theme of Davidic restraint is carefully presenthroughout 1 Sam 24-26. To
accentuate the importance of this theme the narnat® deliberately structured the
narrative with it in mind. The narratee is invit@dnotice an interesting chiasm that is
delicately built into the background of these cleagat

A: David’'s men suggest YHWH has delivered Saul imohand (1 Sam 24:5).

B: David cuts the hem of Saul’s robe (1 Sam 24:5).

C: David rebukes his men for suggesting he shaukkes
“YHWH'’s anointed” (1 Sam 24:7-8}.

D: David girds his sword, swearing an oath in thee of
God that he will destroy Nabal and his house (1 Sam
25:13, 22).

KEYSTONE: Abigail restrains David (1 Sam
25:24-31)%

D’: David blesses YHWH and Abigail for protectingrh
from incurring bloodguilt and, sheathing his swdrd,
repeats his oath (1 Sam 25:32-34).

C’: David rebukes Abishai for wanting to strike “¥¥H’s
anointed” (1 Sam 26:8-9).

B’: David takes Saul’'s spear and water jug (1 S&M.2).
A’: David suggests that YHWH has delivered Saubihis hand (1 Sam 26:23).
At the centre of this chiasm is Abigail’s interviemt. Rhetorically, therefore, she

shoulders a tremendous responsibility in restrgimavid from incurring bloodguilt.

*° For more about the Saul and Nabal connection,Breesvn, Discovering Davig123-132.

31 Many commentators, including Kleift Gamuel238), RobinsonL(ke the Nations128), and
Tsumura { Samuel566), suggest that B and C seem to be out of ofderemedy this problem redaction
theories abound. A better reason for this ordeprasented in the MT, is the existence of a suditiasm
weaved throughout the three chapters so that theufa moment rests on Abigail’s intervention.

%2 Dorsey (iterary Structure 132) places Abigail’s intervention as the cenpint of a much
broader chiasm that spans 1 Sam 21-31.
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Abigail’s intervention is the narrative centreloSam 24-26 for a number of
reasons. First, Abigail’s speech to David occughesactual middle of this literary unit.
In the BHS MT there are 805 words before and 86fwafter she begins speaking. The
beginning of her appeal to David, therefore, markgerary centre to these three
chapters.

Second, as the keystone of this delicate chiastictsire Abigail’s intervention
marks the rhetorical fulcrum of 1 Sam 24-26. Abligaiiculates the major dilemma that
is before David in each of these chapters; Davidtrdacide whether to kill or not to kill.
Abigail is firmly entrenched on the latter sidetbis dilemma, not to kill, and she
effectively persuades David to this effect. As Wl discussed, this dilemma is also
addressed by David’'s men in the chapters beforeatiad Their advice to David runs
counter to Abigail’s counsel but is not heeded tayif 3 Abigail’s rhetorical presence,
therefore, is felt in 1 Sam 24 and 26 althoughisim®t mentioned by name.

Third, in both instances David'’s rationale for king Saul is remarkably
similar to Abigail’s defense against Nabal’s slaiegfi’ David refuses to lift his hand to
kill YHWH's anointed. Why? Put simply, to kill Sawlould cause David to incur
bloodguilt, thus sullying his awaited ascensioth®throne’ Of course, there is also a
practical consideration in David’s mind. Since be is YHWH'’s anointed it is a good
policy to practice, teach, and reinforce the sacadre of the royal office.

With this chiasm in mind, let us consider the ri®avid’s men and Abigail as
two opposing alter-egos for David, each seekingpjgeal to a quality in David’s

character.

33 Tsumural Samuel575.
34 Baldwin,1 & 2 Samuel151.
% Tsumural Samuel567.
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In 1 Sam 24:5, David’s men urge him to kill Sauldaying: “Behold, the day
which YHWH said to you, ‘Behold, | am giving youn@my into your hand and you shall
do to him according to that which is good in yoye®™® David then approaches Saul in
silence and cuts the hem of his robe, but doekithdiim. Likewise, in 1 Sam 26:8
Abishai asks David for permission to murder Sauilevhe sleeps: “God delivered —
today — your enemy into your hand and now mayiketnim please with the spear and
the ground with one stroke; and | will not repeataond time for him.” David then
rebukes Abishai and instructs him to retrieve Sawkter jug and spear, before having
second thoughts and deciding to take these itemsdtii (1 Sam 26:9-12). In both
instances David demonstrates remarkable restraian dpis situation and the opportunity
presented.

It may be, however, that David’s men in 1 Sam Zhd Abishai in 1 Sam 26 —
reflect a quality within David’s character that r@ms in check, but is nevertheless
present. As a manifestation of Davidisrestrained alter-egahese men give voice to
the side of David that would relish the death afilZand the initiation of his own rise to
power. An affinity between David and his men indn$24 is established by the very
chiasm outlined above. Notice that A is balancedbyn A (1 Sam 24:5), it is David’s
men who suggest to David that YHWH delivered Satd his hands. In A’ (1 Sam
26:23), it is David himself who makes this claimeditly to Saul. In 1 Sam 26:8 Abishai
also proposes that God had delivered Saul intodatiands. On this point, therefore,
these three groups — David’'s men, Abishai, and @a\all seem to agree. Rhetorically,

therefore, it is conceivable that an aspect of Dawharacter is reflected by the instincts

3% McCarter ( Samuel 383) reminds us that no such promise from YHWH! Ieen previously
mentioned in the narrative.
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of his men. This is especially poignant in 1 S@nwhere Abishai’s immediate
proclivity to kill Saul may reflect David's intris yearning®’

If this is the case, however, then what restraiagifrom making it so? What
prevents David from taking the throne of Israefdwge? Herein lays the crux of the
dilemma concerning the characterization of David @ main rhetorical function of 1
Sam 25. The appeal of David’'s men is overpowered siyonger more central voice.
The voice of Abigail petitions David’s opposite egih words of political wisdom
strong enough to pacify his regicidal inclinatiombe might of Abigail’s intervention is
reinforced by its keystone placement in the chiilsahties these three chapters together.
Whereas David’'s men speak in the periphery of le¢orical structure, Abigail’s voice is
central.

Abigail successfully persuades David to refraimrsiriking Nabal and his house
in order to avoid incurring bloodguilt (1 Sam 25:24) 3 As previously noted, Abigail's
intervention reverberates across the entire liyeuait of 1 Sam 24-26:

David’s avoidance of bloodguilt is the key issuéha narrative, just as it is in his

relationship with Saul during the whole of his fing days. The sparing or killing

of Nabal therefore has its symbolic aspect, in Betid, consciously or

otherwise, is even now laying the foundation offtisre rule®
Since the avoidance of bloodguilt is of such higipertance to all three chapters, Abigail

must be seriously considered as a central figurarderstanding this theme as it relates

to David’s deliberation&®

37 Bodner { Samuel276) cites Ackerman (“Abishai,” 14).

3 Polzin Peuteronomist208) argues that Abigail prevents David “fronfiki that Saul figure.”;
Whitelam, “Defense of David,” 73.

% Gordon,| & Il Samue| 185.

0 Brueggemannamuel 184) acknowledges the connection between 1 Saam@4 Sam 26:
“David has spent the long chapter 25 avoiding bipoid against Nabal. How much more will he avoid it
with Saul, the anointed!”; Gordon (“David’s Ris@3) recognizes the thematic link that David refsain
from incurring bloodguilt as a common thread tlgloout 1 Sam 24-26.
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In 1 Sam 25 Abigail typifies theestrained Davidportrayed in 1 Sam 24 and 26,
thus enabling the narratee to seeuttheestrained Davidvith greater clarity. As Green
writes: “The prominence of pursuit, especially m 25, makes more obvious the more
subtle dance enclosing it, shows more boldly thbinkable: the slaying of the reigning
king, especially by his successéf.David’s affinity with his men in 1 Sam 24 and 26
would be much more difficult to discern if it wemet for David’s interaction with
Abigail in 1 Sam 25. In this middle chapter theratee is invited to see a David that
matches the murderous ranting of his men. Davgirded for battle and prepared to
offensively strike a fatal blow against Nabal, vie@learly meant to represent S&tl.
Although Abigail’s intervention only directly premts David from killing Nabal and his
house, her place in the narrative structure suggkeat she embodies Davidic restraint
throughout 1 Sam 24-2B8avid’s mercy toward Nabal, therefore, is paratidby his
mercy to Sauf® Whereas David finds the resolve within himselfestrain from violence
in 1 Sam 24 and 26, in 1 Sam 25 Abigail is requtcedxternally remind David of this
inner-quality in his charactéf.

Just as David is linked to his men by their thrikfndividual assertions that

YHWH delivered Saul into David’s hands, so too &svial rhetorically linked with

Abigail. The phrase,until the light of the morning(?p2i7 TXR=7Y), is recycled in

*L Green, “1 Samuel 25,” 5.

*> Baldwin, 1 & 2 Samuel147; Brown (“Discovering David,” 124) writes: “&hNabal-Saul
connection is essential because, by identifyinthé,narratee is able to apply David’s reactioriraga
Nabal to the below-the-surface dynamic being playattbetween David and Saul. Put simply, the way
David feels and acts toward Nabal is precisely hevieels andvants toacttoward Saul.”; Biddle (“1
Samuel 25,” 623-626) compares Nabal and Laban,Lahd Saul, and therefore Nabal and Saul; Bodner,
1 Samuel258; Evans]l & 2 Samuel113; Gordon| & Il Samue| 181; Gordon, “David’'s Rise,” 43; Polzin,
Deuteronomist210-211; Whitelam, “Defence of David,” 76;

3 Polzin Peuteronomist210-211) writes: “Nabal is obviously related he tSaul of chapters 24
and 26 insofar as he is a similar object of meBavid chooses not to kill the man who has returmatl
for good.”

* Tsumura]l Samugl575-576.
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Abigail’s consciousness (1 Sam 25:36) althoughipresly it was a part of David’s
verbal response to her (1 Sam 25:34). Bodner asbeatt this repetition is an intentional
narrative strategy to demonstrate the solidaritwben Abigail and David® Therefore,
in addition to the many thematic links between Dlaamd Abigail, the narrator has also
hinted at their inter-connectedness by the repaetibif this phrase.

There is a second way in which David and Abigagl larked rhetorically. In 1
Sam 24 and 26 the climax begins to subside wherdisgins a long and impassioned
speech to Saul and Abner, respectively. In 1 Salt#§ail occupies this place in the

plot, disarming David with her wise council:

David symbolically Abigail speaks to
attacks Nabal (v. 21-22) David (v. 24-31)

Climax

Nabal refuses to

. . . David accepts
David hears Nabal is give David supplies

Abigail’s gift of Abigail becomes

i v.10-11 [
shearing sheep (v. 4) ( ) a supplies (v. 35) David’s wife (v. 42)
o X
3 2
o o
< < /
8 =3
=3 5]
5 E]
2
~————e - - ®
Samuel dies (v. 1) ¢ David sends ten young ¢ Abigail returns home (v. 36)
: . ¢ David is married to
David goes to Paran (v. 1) men to Nabal for supplies * Abigail tells Nabal what )
. Ahinoam (v. 43)
Nabal and Abigail (v.5-8) happened (v. 37) Saul Michal
. ¢ Saul gives Michal to
introduced (v. 2-3) * YHWH kills Nabal (v. 38) 8

Palti in marriage (v. 44)

45 Bodner,1 Samuel270.
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Abigail rhetorically acts as Davidigstrained alter-egao counter the
unrestrained alter-egpersonified by David’s men in 1 Sam 24 and*2Bhe narrator
achieves the near equivalent of Christopher Marle\wgeaphic image of an angel
whispering in one ear of Doctor Faustus and a derfospering in the othé¥.On one
of David’s shoulders are his men, who appeal talbsre to see Saul dead. On his other
shoulder is Abigail, who appeals to David’s shrgwatitical sensitivities. Although both
David’'s men and Abigail illuminate a facet of hisacacter, David is presented with a
series of situations that force him to choose &r@sge one or the other. Although David
chooses to employ the equivalent of Abigail’'s calms each circumstance, the character
qualities that resonate with his men are neversisaleternally preserif David’s
behavior in 1 Sam 25 ensures the narratee of this.

Intriguing conclusions are therefore drawn wheniavalter-egos are brought
into conversation with one another. The “David” spituous to the narratee in 1 Sam 25
is equaled by his men in 1 Sam 24 and Abishai®ar 26. In each chapter, therefore,
there is an agent of unrestraint, with David hirhaeting as this agent in the middle

chapter. In simple terms, as regards unrestrdiatiiiree chapters form a chiasm:

6 Green (“1 Samuel 25,” 14) suggests a differenalpeithere. She presents that Abigail is
representative of Jonathan since both work agttiest respective houses for David’s benefit; Inesrtb
fully grasp Abigail's role as David's alter-egogtharratee is required to see the narrator’s perfiosow
the surface” of the narrative. Green (“1 Samuel Bbsuggests that 1 Sam 25 is allegorical or palralin
genre: “There is a discernible shift in charactgion in ch. 25, occasionally noted in commentanugh
without adequate explanation. The tone becomes ail@gorical than in the surrounding frame. Theéhr
main characters are made more didactic than usubkg execute their dance of tacit collusionhis t
instance, | suggest that the ‘parable’ genre assuheeparticular features of a dream or rever@aian
resting on several factors.” Although | am not nmgkihat exact claim, the characterization of Aligai
David’s alter-ego does share some qualities in comwith Green’s assessment of genre.

" Marlowe, Faustus Unlike Marlow, the narrator of 1 Sam 24-26 does proffer David’s
character a choice between good and evil, but ratfealternative forms of moral failure.

8 Hertzberg (& Il Samue| 196) acknowledges the internal struggle likelpgening within
David, but he acknowledges that this is not clgathie narration of 1 Sam 24.



23

A: David’s men act unrestrained (1 Sam 24).
KEYSTONE: David acts unrestrained (1 Sam 25).
A’: David’s man (Abishai) acts unrestrained (In526).
Since David’s men in 1 Sam 24 and 26 reflect Davatiaracter in 1 Sam 25, it seems
accurate to suggest that they rhetorically serv@aasd’s alter-ego in the outside
chapters.

At the same time, the “David” conspicuous to theratee in 1 Sam 24 and 26 is
mirrored in 1 Sam 25 by Abigail. In each chaptkeréfore, there is an agent of restraint,
with David acting as this agent in the outside t¢hiap Like above, therefore, the three
chapters form a mirror-image chiasm around the éhefestraint:

A: David promotes restraint (1 Sam 24).
KEYSTONE: Abigail promotes restraint (1 Sam 25).
A’: David promotes restraint (1 Sam 26).
Just as David’'s men are considered to be Davitks-abo in 1 Sam 24 and 26, so
Abigail is David’s alter-ego in 1 Sam 25.

The result of the presence of these two alter-egasonfounded construction of
David’s character that can most aptly be illustidig a merging of the two chiasms
above:

A: David’'s men act unrestrained but are restraimg®avid (1 Sam 24).

KEYSTONE: David acts unrestrained but is restrainedby
Abigail (1 Sam 25).

A’ David’s man (Abishai) acts unrestrained butéastrained by David (1
Sam 26).
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According to this analysis, and in keeping with te@clusions about David’s opposing
alter-egos, David emerges as a man who is botre#iteiner and the restrained. As
David’'s men are (in 1 Sam 24 and 26), so Davithid (Sam 25), and as Abigail is (in 1
Sam 25), so David is (in 1 Sam 24 and 26). Foptirpose of rhetorical analysis, if
“David” is substituted for his alter-ego in eachapter, the chiasm then delivers an
astounding observation:

A: “David” acts unrestrained but is restrainedmvid (1 Sam 24).

KEYSTONE: David acts unrestrained but is restrainedby
“David” (1 Sam 25)

A’: “David” acts unrestrained but is restrainedDgvid (1 Sam 26).
Therefore, by constructing the literary unit of dn$24-26 in such a way, the narrator has
achieved a masterful and complex portrayal of Dawtiaracter. David is divided
against himself, encouraged in opposite directimnexternal alter-egos, and consistently
characterized throughout each of the three chapteesach chapter Davidic restraint
wins the inner-contest. The difference betweenrh 3a and 1 Sam 24/26 is the scope
and perspective from which the narrator illustradesid through his alter-egos.

In summary, the main theme in 1 Sam 24-26 is Davaktraint. David spares

Saul in 1 Sam 24 and 26, and he spares Nabalaml25. In 1 Sam 24 and 26 David
summons restraint in spite of the advice and ermgmment of his men. In 1 Sam 25,
David is prepared to strike until he is restraibgdAbigail. The subtle yet masterful
chiasm that unites all three chapters accentulagegivotal role Abigail plays in helping
the narratee more fully understand the inner cpsesent in David’s character

throughout.
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Discovering David: The Narrator’s Ideological Poiaf View

Thus far, this paper has demonstrated that 1 3ag62s best considered as a
coherent literary unit and that the middle chafggmivotal in understanding the whole,
especially as it pertains to the characterizatioDavid. Once the unity of these three
chapters had been established we were able tdfideanic parallels between characters
in 1 Sam 25 and 1 Sam 24/26. We focused espeoialtiie role of David’s men and
Abigail as opposite alter-egos for David’s characte

The result of all this effort has been that Daviteeges as a character that seems
restrained in some instances and unrestrainecherstHe seems restrained in relation to
Saul and not restrained in relation to Nabal. Hears the unrestraint of his menin 1
Sam 25 and reflects the restraint natural to Abigal Sam 24 and 26. David, therefore,
seems contradictory and confounded.

From these observations, the narratee must maldgaent about the narrator’'s
ideological point of view, which has the potent@lgo in two distinct directions. On the
one hand, the narratee might suggest that in 12Zaamd 26 David overcomes his inner-
demons, which are so thoroughly presented in 1 Zarithere are two contradictory
observations, however, which make this option ueappg to the narratee.

In 1 Sam 24:6 the narratee learns that David iathriacknowledges the
depravity of his symbolic attack on Saul: “Themwads after this that the heart of David
struck him because he had cut the hem which [belbnigy Saul.” On the surface,
David’s tweaked conscience seems to suggest a wmiotaty. However, the incongruity

of David’s continued action suggests otherwise.
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David presents the hem of Saul’'s robe (1 Sam 244 2vidence of his innocence
and moral purity. To adopt the position that Davés resisted the immoral temptations
that are so conspicuous in 1 Sam 25, thereforeydhatee must make sense of why
David’s heart struck him. If the cutting of Saultshe is an innocent act, void of the
immorality showcased in 1 Sam 25, David’s heart iidave no reason to strike him. If,
on the other hand, the cutting of Saul’'s robe igranoral act, David’s heart rightfully
strikes him. Therefore, since David’s hedid strike him, the narratee recognizes that the
cutting of Saul’s robe is itself an immoral actlesst in the mind of David’s character.
By inference, therefore, the parallel episode ofiDatealing Saul’'s water jug and spear
(1 Sam 26:12) is equally corrupt.

The moral victory David publicly claims in 1 Sam 2dd 26 implodes on itself
upon serious scrutiny. So too, the argument thaidaonquers his immoral tendencies
fails to adequately capture the narrator’s ideaalgpoint of view pertaining to David’s
characterization in 1 Sam 24-26. In 1 Sam 24.6 ®away momentarily feel conscience-
stricken about his action against Saul. NevertlselBavid uses this morally bankrupt act
in his political favour as an argument for his ineoce, effectively compounding the
immorality of the act itself by using it for the lplic shaming of Sauf? There is no
repentance in David’s propaganda, but rather hg lissown immorality to further his
political interests. Furthermore, David repeats fhattern in 1 Sam 26 with no mention
by the narrator of a troubled conscience, whichi@bt suggests a deterioration of

David’s moral fibre.

9 Kirkpatrick (“Honor,” 21-24) outlines the model shame and honour operating here. More will
be said about this in the proceeding sections.
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Accordingly, the narratee is invited to considela¢ternative reading of these
chapters that suggests that in spite of his restimil Sam 24 and 26 David does not
overcome the obvious immorality showcased in 1 8&nThere is more rhetorical
evidence in these three chapters to surmise thatléological point of view of the
narrator is that David is consistently charactefirel Sam 24-26 as politically brilliant
and morally deficient, a man who is not to be enada

Political aptitude and immorality are not nearlycastradictory as restraint and
unrestraint seem to be. Therefore, the task ofseision will be to demonstrate that the
outworking of David’s character is entirely root@dhe marriage between David’'s
political ambition and moral failure, which is theranifested aboth unrestraint and
restraint.

As already established, David’s lack of restrasntniost striking in 1 Sam 25.
David’s encounter with Nabal demonstrates glarimgahdeficiency in David’s
character. In 1 Sam 25 the narrator presents adodpavid that is reticently sketched
elsewhere in the story. In this chapter David epared to brutally kill a man and his
house because of simple resentm@ffthe narratee is able to see clearly from this dark
chapter that David is impulsive and violent.

David’'s moral insufficiency is stressed as a resfiNlabal’s rhetorical
association with Saul. The Nabal-Saul connectia@sgential to understanding the
interplay between David in 1 Sam 25 and David Bain 24/26. Since Nabal represents
Saul, the narratee can be confident in her assomfitat as David is with Nabal, so he is
with Saul. The implications of this hypothesis smenense. Green observes the lethal

attitude David bears in a subtle but real way thhmut 1 Sam 24-26:

0 Bodner,1 Samuel265.
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In ch. 24 David cuts the edge of Saul’'s garmengtiwer we construe the gesture
as a castration, an assassination, or some mormabithreatening disrespect. In
ch. 26 David takes from a man in the Judean wilelesthis water bottle and
spear, thus rendering him helpless before the tlelmnents. And in ch. 25 he
prepares, though does not effect, exterminaticawhole household and
lineage>*
Even in 1 Sam 24 and 26, there are clear hintsthatk of restraint is seething below
the surface of David’'s character. This is seenrlyldsy his actions. Therefore, even in his
restraint, David exhibits elements of unrestraat tlike an iceberg, are much greater
below the surface than above. Since Nabal is Sauti®gate in the narrative, the
narratee learns just how close David comes to catingnregicide against Saul and his
entire household? According to this supposition, David demonstratese measure of
restraint regarding Saul with enormous immoralthateon. The narratee witnesses this
frustration firsthand in 1 Sam 25, as David girdssword for battle and speaks profanely
against the house of Nabal. The pairing of Nabdl%aul, therefore, enables the narratee
to hear David’s speech with new ears:
Surely, for vanity | guarded all which [belongs]ttos [one] in the wilderness.
And, he did not miss — from all which is his — ang! Then he returned to me
evil instead of good. So, may God do severely ¢oethemies of David, and so
may he do more, if | spare — from all which are-hlsy the morning [any] who
piss against a wall (1 Sam 25:21-22).
In its original context, David is speaking aboutbldha As a result of Nabal’s rhetorical
association with Saul, however, the narratee can bavid inwardly seething with this

same intent against Saul. David spares Saul’'slifehe does strike him twice. Likewise,

David also spares Nabal's life, though he was arametiready to Kkill.

L Green, “1 Samuel 25, 9.
2 Gordon (“David’s Rise,” 46) mulls over the poséthithat David’s mobilization against Nabal
presents a narrative “double entendre” that hahthe potential fate of the Saulide house.
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Whereas David voices his frustration against N&azall in 1 Sam 25, he stops
himself in 1 Sam 24 and 26. Nevertheless, sincadXamen and Abishai are David’'s
rhetorical alter-egos, the narratee is inviteddarhexpressions of David’s aggravated
penchant to kill vocalized by his supporting céstl Sam 24:5 David’s men say:
“Behold, the day which YHWH said to you, ‘Beholdam giving your enemy into your
hand and you shall do to him according to that Wiscgood in your eyes.”” And, in 1
Sam 26:8 Abishai says: “God delivered — today —+ymemy into your hand and now
may | strike him please with the spear and the mglowith one stroke; and | will not
repeat a second time.” As David’s alter-egos, tloeee they give voice to thoughts and
desires innate to David’s character.

When the narratee follows this line to its appragiend, she discovers some
frightening conclusions. Just as David girds hisslto eliminate Nabal and his house,
so also David longs to violently eliminate Saul dmglhouse. Just as David believes he
has been wronged by Nabal, so also he believeasibden wronged by Saul. Just as
David desires to return evil to Nabal, so also lhes to return evil on Saul. And, just as
David believes he has the God-given right to aairesg Nabal, so also he believes he has
the God-given right to silence Saul once and fbrTdle narratee is able to make these
assertions because as David is with Nabal, so Wwé&hsSaul.

Fortunately, Abigail restrainthis David before he is able to fulfill his immoral
inclinations and thus incur bloodguilt by killingaldal (and therefore symbolically Saul!).
The restraint Abigail brings to David from withantl Sam 25, David finds from within
in 1 Sam 24 and 26. In all three instances, howehi restraint is not a moral

correction, but rather it is a political calculatio
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Furthermore, even though David restrains himselhfkilling, he is not entirely
reticent in his actions. Just as David is prep&veattack Nabal, so he is prepared to
attack Saul. David symbolically attacks Saul in¢hge (1 Sam 24:5) and in the camp (1
Sam 26:12), thus providing himself with a two-tioggortunity to shame Saul publicly.
Kirkpatrick aptly defines a model of honour andrmeleahat is at work here:

[Honour] is “a claim to worth and the social ackriesgement of that worth”

(Malina 1993:32). [Honour] is thus a social comntgdit entails thoughts and

feelings as well as [behaviors], includes both peas claims as well as public

recognitions, and finds its locus both in the indiiial and in the social
interchange between people, whether individuallgayporately (Pitt-Rivers,

1968)... The ancient world conceived of [honour] disnsted commodity. One

acquired [honour] only at the expense of anoth@osour]. Thus, social

interactions were a constant battlefield to proflechour] and/or gain more

[honour] from others (Pitt-Rivers, 1977:4-13).

In 1 Sam 24:12 and 1 Sam 26:22 David makes a pdiaiim to worth, and the social
acknowledgement of that worthy producing the hem of Saul’s robe and Saul'sispe
Since honour is a social commodity, for David tanghis honour Saul must be shamed,
which is exactly what happens in these chapterd.r8ay keep his life, but he loses his
dignity and his honour, which are precious propsrfor a reigning king. To say that
David acts withcompleterestraint in these instances, therefore, is talogk the public
spectacle he makes of Saul. As David proves inlh Haand 26 there is more than one
way to take the life of the king!

Throughout 1 Sam 24-26 David acts unrestrained.riibst obvious case is the
middle chapter, where David erupts in a violenyfagainst the house of Nabal. Nabal's

rhetorical association with Saul makes this outbsinecking and obscene. While this

same level of blunt impulsiveness is not demoretrat 1 Sam 24 and 26, the narratee is

%3 Kirkpatrick, “Honor,” 21-22 (citing MalinalNew Testament Worl@2; Pitt-Rivers, Julian,
“Honor;” Pitt-Rivers, Shechem, 4-13).
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still able to recognize an unrestrained David whasgs at two opportunities to shame the
sitting king.

The impressive narrative quality of these chaptesgever, is that even while
David demonstrates a clear lack of restraint agdNabal/Saul, he concurrently conjures
a remarkable self-control, invoked internally (ils&m 24 and 26) and externally (in 1
Sam 25), so that he stops himself three times Bwiking a lethal blow. To the
restrained David we now turn our attention.

David’s restraint is best portrayed by his the spof Saul’s life in 1 Sam 24
and 26. Although David is not entirely restrainasl discussed above, he nevertheless
does exercise some self-control. In both chaptats iS practically gift wrapped for
David and, should he choose to lethally strikekiing, Saul would be defenseless to try
and stop him. In spite of this, David shrewdly dies to let YHWH’s anointed live to see
another day. Even though many commentators cited3arefusal to kill Saul as
evidence of his purity of heart and obsession witiocence, there may be other reasons
he stops his harit.

The narratee is given significant insight into tasons why David refrains from
killing Saul in 1 Sam 25:32-33:

Blessed be YHWH, the God of Israel, who sent yasidlay to meet me. And

blessed be your discernment and blessed be youstwhped me this day from

coming in with blood (from entering into bloodgyiénd saving, by my hands,
myself.
Although David is here speaking to Abigail aboubiia the ironic parallels between

Abigail-David and Nabal-Saul enable the narratelenfmort this same sentiment into

David’s relationship with Saul. As is evident instlshort speech, David’s mercy is not an

> Alter, David Story 148; Bodnerl Samuel252; Tsumural( Samuel567) accepts the sincerity
of David’s restraint based solely on Saul’s positias YHWH's anointed.
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act of moral benevolence. Rather, David spares INgdnd's life because it is politically
astute for him to do so. To kill Nabal/Saul woultise David to enter into bloodguilt,
which has both theological and political conseqesntiere we will examine the
political benefits of sparing Nabal/Saul.

First, each moment provides David with a profoupgdartunity to disciple his
fellow bandits by teaching and demonstrating thist mever acceptable to kill the kify.
This is a practical lesson given David’s expectatimat he will one day become king in
Saul’s place (according to the promise of Samuweiinting of him in 1 Sam 169,

In 1 Sam 26 Abishai receives a personal one-ont@aehing moment with David
as they go down to Saul’'s camp together. This @ténmoment with David is valuable
because of Abishai’s familial connectiotisHis brother, Joab, will become David’s
general for most of his reign as king. This oppoitiuto teach and reinforce the value of
the life of the king is especially important for i8bai (and indirectly with Joab) since
they will wield considerable power in David’s fueuadministratiort® The foresight
required in this instance further exposes that @&v/established as a character with a
fascinating political mind.

Second, by sparing Saul’s life, David is affordedopportunity to speak publicly
in his own defense. The long intercourses between &d David in 1 Sam 24 and 26
are stunning works of propaganda for David’s chiarac By producing real evidence of

Saul’s vulnerable brush with death (the hem of Saobe and Saul’s spear and water

> Bodner,1 Samuel277.

%6 Alter, David Story 148; Bodnerl Samuel253; Polzin Deuteronomist210.

5 Alter, David Story 163.

%8 Bodner,1 Samuel276-277; Miscalll Samuel158; Day (“Abishai,” 547) notices that Abishai
learns the lesson, not to raise a hand against YR\Wihbinted, so well that when Shimei curses and
throws stones at David (2 Sam 16:5-8), Abishairsffe decapitate him (2 Sam 16:9).

%9 Bodner,1 Samuel253; BrueggemantSamuel 169-170.
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jug), David is able to physically demonstrate hisacence and, therefore, claim to have
taken the high road even in spite of Saul's raverguest to take his lif&.

At the same time, David is able to publicly sharmael®y suggesting that the king
is wrong for pursuing him. Kirkpatrick asserts: ‘&bourt of public opinion is the final
arbiter of [honour] and shame, making reputatioe ofithe most important valuables to
possess™ Likewise, Olyan writes:

In short, [honour] and shame communicate relatbates status, which may shift

over time... [Honour] is meant to be recognized acichawledged; it is very

much a public phenomenon. Loss of [honour] or digiiment results in shame;

diminishment communicates a loss of social stdfike. [honour] and its

inscription, diminishment and shame also have dipdbmension...*?
By his very public displays of “innocence,” Davidmningly shames Saul. Surely
David’'s men and Saul’'s men, who are present duhage interchanges, would be
affected by such a profound moméhin addition, it is likely that David is aware that
sympathy not antipathy from Saul’'s army will prdeebe most beneficial in order to
become king. This double exposure before the trabesefore, works beautifully to
David’s political advantage.

Even while David is careful to portray his innocety producing the hem of
Saul’s robe and Saul's water jug and spear faoadkee, he simultaneously makes two
subliminal claims for the throne by his symbolitaaks on Saui* In 1 Sam 24 David

actually makes an audacious claim on the throneuttyng Saul’s robe:

In the present chapter David cuts off the corneBail’s robe, and symbolically
makes a bid for his status as king, for the roghkrstood for the royal office, and

%0 Alter, David Story 149; Bodnerl Samuel278; Hertzberg, & Il Samue| 197; Polzin,
Deuteronomist207.

61 Kirkpatrick, “Honor,” 22.

62 Olyan, “Honor,” 204 (cited by Lapsley, “Shame, 7)4

% Bodner, 1 Samuel, 279.

% Green (“1 Samuel 25,” 9) notes: “Common is Davigisbally organized picture of himself as
sparing Saul while in face he commits two — andisyiaally three — lethal deeds.”
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already the robe-tearing had been interpreted byu8has a symbol of the
cutting off of Saul’'s dynasty (1 Sam 15:28). Nowigishad ‘grasped at’ the
kingship of Israel by cutting away part of Sautde, and by calling the king his
‘father’ he was preparing the way for a legitimek@m to the throne after Saul’'s
death®
Likewise, in 1 Sam 26, knowing how he is aboutde the confiscated item to his
political benefit, David carefully chooses to st8all’'s spear:
In the episode at the cave, David carried awaytiteff corner of Saul's
garment, which had been symbolically linked withdship. The spear is an
alternative image of kingship, obviously more dilgassociated with the martial
potency, and so this version conveys a greateedéas David is depriving Saul
of something essential in the token of kingshifpkars off®
David’s political brilliance in these two instandeshowcased by his ability to
communicate two opposite claims concurrently. I o¥spect, the ripped-robe and the
spear convey his innocence because they demonisteateavid had been afforded the
opportunity to kill Saul but decided not%bln the other respect, however, David is
holding two items of potent kingly symbolism in ery hands. Therefore, when David
asserts, “Know and see that nothing in my handilerebellion,” in 1 Sam 24:12, he
is speaking a half truth. Yes, David spared Sdifi€sbut at the same time he is holding
Saul’s very kingship in his hand. This is true lb@th chapters. The poetry of the moment

is thick with David’s trademark brilliance.

% Baldwin,1 & 2 Samuel146; Bodner] Samuel251-252) suggests that the cutting of Saul’s
robe is impregnated with symbolism. Saul ripped & robe unintentionally in 1 Sam 15:27 and
received a prophetic indictment that his kingddke the robe, would be ripped from his hand. Here,
David cuts Saul’s robe intentionally. The narratemvited, therefore, to connect the two incidesmsl
recognize that this “innocent act” by David hasgisgmbolic implications. Saul will lose the kingdam
David; Evans 1 & 2 Samuel107) agrees that the cutting of Saul's robe asslic implications: “Royal
garments have symbolic significance, and to takeqfeBaul’s robe in this way, given the relatioipsh
between Saul and David, symbolizes seizing powals: Alter,David Story 148; Gordon| & Il Samuel|
179; Gordon, “David’s Rise,” 55-56; Kleid, Samuel239; PolzinDeuteronomist209; Tsumura (1
Samuel, 566) does not agree that this episode dih@utonnected to 1 Sam 15: “The two occasions are
totally different and the significance of ‘cuttindf’ and of ‘tearing’ of the garment is not the sasee on
15:27. If nothing else, in the earlier case, the who tore the roe would have things torn from hirhile
in the later, the one whose robe was cut would. I8gmbols must be taken in context.”

% Alter, David Story 164.

7 Klein, 1 Samugl239.
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Third, in both instances David secures a publiciaglion of guilt from Saul. In 1
Sam 24:18-20 Saul declares:

“You are more righteous than me because you recosgoeme with good, but |
recompensed you with evil. And you declared todheay you did good to me
when YHWH delivered me into your hand but you dad kill me. Now, if a man
finds his enemy will he send him on a good roadérétore, YHWH, may he
recompense you with good on account of this dagtwbu did for me.”

Likewise, in 1 Sam 26:21 Saul announces:

“I have sinned. Return my son David because I moll harm you in exchange for
which my soul was precious in your eyes this dashdd, | have been foolish
and | have sinned very greatly.”

In many ways, these royal admission are a grealéical coup than the slaying of Saul
ever could have been. As Brueggemann acknowledges:

Unless Saul knows and acknowledges David’s righthédfuture, the tension, the
conflict, the restlessness in Israel will nevepstd Saul does not acknowledge,
the old hopes of failed Israel can fight a destmactearguard action for a very
long time. Even in his failure, Saul has it in pawver to prevent the fruition of
David’s promised kingdom, to thwart Yahweh’s regoabout Israel’s future...
Finally in a desperate instant of truth, Saul s&§sy shall be king.”®®

These are also the key moments when Saul capsulateavid’s public shaming of him.
Kirkpatrick explains:

A claim against one’s [honour] can be perceivethenwords or the deeds of
another party. In both cases, it is a claim toriite social space of another either
positively, to share in the prestige of the otloemegatively, to take away or
diminish the other’s reputation. This action isrtheterpreted according to the
seriousness of the challenge to one’s [honour].riffeste, or response, can take
many different forms. Three main responses areilples§irst, positive rejection,
that is scorning the challenge, is the proper nespdorm the one who is
challenged by a social inferior... Second, negatefasal, on the other end of the
range, also consists in not responding... Thirdcthenter-challenge is another
possible, and frequent, response in rip6%te.

% BrueggemanrSamuel 172-173.
% Kirkpatrick, “Honor,” 24.
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David twice (1 Sam 24:8-15 and 26:14-20) make$aim to enter the social spaoé
Saul and rather than meet David’s challenge byabitlee three ways listed above, Saul
surrenders his honour to David. David’s “restrdititerefore, pays off with great
dividends of political capital® This windfall of capital will be needed if Davidpes to
take hold of the office for which he has been ateaiff

Fourth, in addition to Saul’s self-incriminatingraigsions, he also makes
spectacular proclamations about David in the presefhis meri? In 1 Sam 24:21-22
Saul says:

“And now, behold, | know that as king you will reignd into your hand the

kingdom of Israel will rise up. But now, swear atloto me in YHWH that you

will not cut off my seed after me and that you witit destroy my name from the

house of my father.”
With much the same sentiment, Saul declares il Z&a25: “Blessed are you my son
David, for you will surely profit and also you wsurely overcome.” In many ways,
Saul’s reign is all but over by the end of 1 Sami2é has admitted his faults and exalted
David’s destiny in the presence of his army andi@awmen. David never could have
received an equal endorsement had he killed Saaither chapter.

At this point in David’s career, Saul is much moeaduable to him alive rather
than dead. David’s ability to discern the impor&o€ playing the long-game instead of
giving in to the temptations of the short-game desti@tes his rare and astute political

acumen’® A less able man would surely take the shortcyower unknowingly

crippling himself in the process. By demonstratiegtraint David disciples his followers

0 Alter, David Story 151, 167; Bodnetl, Samuel255-256; BrueggemanSamuel 174.

"1 Baldwin (L & 2 Samuel146) acknowledges the significance of Saul’s jouticognition that
David will succeed him as king.

2 Hertzberg) & Il Samue| 197.

3 Brueggemannamuel 184) writes: “David would rather have Saul’s eerhlof power than
Saul’s life. There is not bloodguilt attached teaptaking.”
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so that they see and learn that under no circummssais anyone to kill YHWH's
anointed. In addition, he has secured a ringingesinent from Saul to succeed the

reigning king. Now, all David has to do is wait.

Conclusion

In all three chapters David is ultimately resteinDavid does not kill even
though he symbolically attacks Nabal/Saul in ed@pter (1 Sam 24:5, 25:21-22,
26:12). At the same time, in all three chaptersi®axrestles with his lack of restraint, as
is evident by his symbolic attacks on Nabal/Saull Sam 24 and 26, David musters
restraint internally against external exhortatiohsnrestraint. In 1 Sam 25 David
recklessly abandons all restraint but is persusoledrd restraint externally via Abigail.
Although there are external agents in each chapxing David in opposite directions,
1 Sam 24-26 exhibits consistency in David’s chamact

On the surface these two alternatives, to be tnareed and to be restrained,
seem mutually exclusive. The reason for this is tharal decency is far too often
associated with David’s restraint. In David’s cdsayever, he does not stop himself
from killing to appease his moral conscience. ldticence is rather self-motivated and
rooted in political mastery. In many ways, therefaven David’s restraint is laced with
traces of immorality, which is most apparent bydiever two-time public shaming of
Saul. David’s political ambition manifests itse$f gestraint and his unhindered depravity
is the well spring of his unrestraint. This beihg tase, David is consistently
characterized in 1 Sam 24-26 even though he appeaesacting in contradictory ways.

Even while the narratee cannot help but appre€ated’s fascinating political mind,
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David is not a man to be emulated. David may begltie right things, but he does them
for the wrong reasons.

Further analysis, which roots these conclusiorteérbroader David novella (of 1
Sam 16 — 1 Kgs 2), would strengthen the hypothadisis paper. The goal of further
examination would be to demonstrate that all treatdpires in David’s life — the highs
and the lows — is the outworking of his politicallance and the lack of his moral
fortitude. To make sense of a character so deprandd/et so central to Biblical
theology the study must also consider the role ld¥\H, especially regarding the
unconditional favour He bestows on David. The firelult of this extended work would
hopefully demonstrate the power of God’s gracestteem David for His purposes.
Accordingly, it would highlight the hope that weegtaved men and women, also have in

YHWH, David’s God, for our own redemption.
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