


David and Saul



David and Saul
• David was innocent and had done nothing but help Saul.

• 1 Samuel 19:1–7

• We have seen Saul get furiously angry and jealous (18:8) and try to kill David 
twice (18:11).

• He then tried to orchestrate David’s death by sending him into battle (18:17) 
and used his daughter Michal’s love for David, hoping she would “be a snare 
for him” (18:21).



David and Saul
• Chapter 18 ends with the summary statement that every time the Philistines 

came out for battle “David had more success than all the servants of Saul, so 
that his name was highly esteemed” (18:30). 

• Chapter 19 opens with Saul making known to all his servants, including 
Jonathan, that he wanted David killed (19:1). Earlier, he had attacked David 
in a moment of rage while he was being attacked by a harmful spirit.

• Saul could have easily blamed it on the spirit; no one would have blamed 
him for his actions. But now, he was making an intentional public plan to 
have David killed.



David and Saul
• Jonathan didn’t speak out against Saul’s plan immediately, in front of all of 

Saul’s servants (19:1). Saul was already angry and out of control.

• If Jonathan had embarrassed him in front of his other officers, he may have 
lashed out against Jonathan, too. In the ancient world, kings often had no 
problem getting rid of a disloyal son/heir, and Saul was already displaying 
erratic behaviors.

• Instead, Jonathan warned David and told him to hide while he tried to 
reason with his father privately. And his plan worked. Saul listened to 
Jonathan and swore he would not put David to death.



David and Saul
• When Jonathan talked to Saul, he focused on David’s innocence. David had 

done nothing to deserve Saul’s rage (19:4–5).

• The very thing that made Saul despise David (his success) actually brought 
good to Saul, not evil (19:4).

• Though Saul was jealous of his popularity, every time David had success in 
battle, it was a win for Saul as the king, too.

• Not only that, but David also risked his own life to save Israel, and Saul had 
rejoiced about it at the time (19:5). 



David and Saul
• Things were back to “normal,” and Saul even swore an oath by Yahweh that 

he would not kill David (19:6).

• Other than Saul, Jonathan had the most to gain by getting rid of David; he 
was next in line to the throne. Yet Jonathan loved and respected David.

• Jonathan was crafty in the way he handled the situation, but he wasn’t 
playing politics. He was truly a man of character and integrity, so he also 
stood in contrast to his father. Jonathan had a lot to lose by standing up to his 
father, but he chose to do what was right over what might benefit himself 
most.



David and Saul
• Saul was tormented by a harmful spirit, but David trusted in the Lord

• 1 Samuel 19:8–17

• The story shifts with the “and,” by saying there was war again.

• War had been going on between the Philistines and the Israelites since 
Joshua’s day 400 years earlier.

• God’s promise was that they would take the land and live there in peace with 
God as their king (Exodus 6:6–8).



David and Saul
• Though they did take the land (Joshua 11:23), they didn’t dispossess all the 

people groups who lived there of the land they occupied (Joshua 13:1), so 
war continued to break out between the Philistines and Israel.

• During Judges (more than 300 years), each time war broke out, God raised up 
a judge to defeat the enemy, and the land would be at peace for a time, 
maybe 20 years, maybe 40, maybe 80.

• But then the people would start worshipping false gods again; war would 
break out again; and they would cry out to God for deliverance again. This 
cycle happened over and over.



David and Saul
• It is likely that the people hoped that if they had a king instead of just a 

judge, the king would finally defeat the other nations, and they would finally 
have peace in the promised land (1 Samuel 8:19-20).

• But Saul didn’t deliver that. He was successful in some battles, but war kept 
coming. This points us again to the fact that Saul was not the king they really 
needed. He was not the one who would bring them peace in the land. David 
was the one who would finally have “rest from all his surrounding 
enemies” (2 Samuel 7:1). This passage foreshadows the time of David’s rule – 
he struck the Philistines so hard that they fled before him (19:8).



David and Saul
• Again, Saul was attacked by a harmful spirit. Again, David played music. 

Again, Saul attacked David. But this time, David fled. He knew it wasn’t just 
the spirit making Saul crazy – Saul really did want to kill him. Saul sent men 
to David’s house to guard him until Saul could kill him, but Michal, his wife, 
Saul’s daughter, helped him escape.

• This use of the idol shows us that Saul’s family did not worship God alone. It 
also would remind any Israelite of the story of Rachel using idols to deceive 
her father, Laban, when Jacob/Israel was escaping with his sons, the 
patriarchs of the tribes of Israel (Genesis 31:17–35).



David and Saul
• Saul was blatantly trying to kill David now, and he was upset with his 

daughter for betraying him to his “enemy” (19:17). Again, politics and family 
loyalty come into play. Saul expected that Michal would be loyal to him over 
her husband.

• But she chose David, just as Jonathan had done. She didn’t argue with Saul 
about David’s innocence, yet it is also noticeable that she seemed unafraid of 
her father, even though standing up to him put her at great risk.

• This only reiterates Saul’s weakness as a leader.



David and Saul
• This is the first point in David’s story to which we can tie the writing of one 

of his psalms in describing specific events in his life.

• The theme of Psalm 59 is that God is his fortress (verses 1, 10, 16, 17) and his 
shield (verse 11). His enemies lay in wait to kill him, even though he had 
done no wrong (19:4).

• But God was his strength and his fortress. He could rely on God to keep him 
safe no matter what they tried to do to him.



David and Saul
• God’s Spirit has ultimate control over all things, including His enemies

• 1 Samuel 19:18–24

• The tone of the story now shifts from physical military battles to spiritual 
ones. Just as David had commanded armies of soldiers, Samuel commanded 
an army of prophets.

• In this story, the Holy Spirit came over everyone – the prophets, Saul’s 
messengers, and even Saul himself. If there had been any doubt up to this 
point about who was in control, there was no longer.



David and Saul
• The battle here was not for control of the land but one in which God proved 

to be David’s fortress, literally.

• Saul kept sending men to try to take David, but each time the Holy Spirit 
came upon them.

• David fled to the prophet Samuel, who was surrounded by an “army” of 
prophets empowered by the Spirit (19:20).

• Saul sent a group of messengers, and they were overcome by the Spirit and 
prophesied (19:20). 



David and Saul
• He sent a second group and then a third group, and they were also overcome 

by the Spirit (19:21).

• Finally, Saul himself went to Ramah, and the Spirit came upon him, too.

• The Spirit of God proved to be invincible. No attack could penetrate David’s 
fortress.



David and Saul
• Saul’s stripping naked may seem strange to us, but scholars agree it was 

symbolic of Saul’s being stripped of his role as king.

• God had rejected Saul as king, and Saul had rejected the word of the Lord 
(15:23).

• Yet now, he was condemned to be a mouthpiece of God’s word whether he 
wanted to or not.

• His nakedness was a source of great shame, especially for a man of such high 
position. 



David and Saul
• The question “Is Saul also among the prophets?” bookends this story with 

the beginning of Saul’s career, when he was first anointed king (10:11).

• In the beginning, Saul had the potential to be a mouthpiece for God as king.

• But by this point, the answer to the question is “no.”

• Saul might have been prophesying, but he was not a prophet.

• He was God’s enemy, whom God had overtaken.





#1 - Faith is Irrational
• Richard Dawkins makes his feelings known by the title of one of his books: 

The God Delusion. 

• Why does he say that? Dawkins states that faith is a delusion, a “persistent 
false belief held in the face of strong contradictory evidence.”

• Daniel Dennett claims Christians are addicted to blind faith.

• Sam Harris argues that “Faith is generally nothing more than the permission 
religious people give one another to believe things without evidence.”



#1 - Faith is Irrational
• Is this true? Do religious people have a blind faith?

• Certainly, some religious people exercise blind faith.

• But is this true of all religions, including Christianity? Of course not.

• The enormous number of Christian books on topics ranging from apologetics 
to theology demonstrate that the Christian faith is based upon evidence.



#1 - Faith is Irrational
• The Bible, for example, says that Jesus appeared to the disciples and 

provided “many convincing proofs, appearing to them over a period of forty 
days and speaking of the things concerning the kingdom of God” (Acts 1:3). 

• Peter appealed to evidence and to eyewitnesses when he preached about 
Jesus as “a man attested to you by God with mighty works and wonders and 
signs that God did through him in your midst, as you yourselves 
know” (Acts 2:22). 



#1 - Faith is Irrational
• The Christian faith is not a blind faith.

• It is a faith based upon evidence.

• In fact, some authors contend that it takes 
more faith to be an atheist than to believe in 
God.



#2 - Religion is Dangerous
• The New Atheists contend that religion is not just false; it’s also dangerous.

• Sam Harris believes it should be treated like slavery and eradicated.

• Christopher Hitchens wants to rally his fellow atheists against religion: “It 
has become necessary to know the enemy, and to prepare to fight it.”

• Richard Dawkins is even more specific: “I am attacking God, all gods, 
anything and everything supernatural, wherever and whenever they have 
been invented.”



#2 - Religion is Dangerous
• Much of the criticism against religion revolves around violence.

• We do live in a violent world, and religion has often been the reason (or at 
least the justification) for violent acts.

• But the New Atheists are kidding themselves if they think that a world 
without religion would usher in a utopia where there is no longer violence, 
oppression, or injustice.



#2 - Religion is Dangerous
• Details matter when you are examining religion.

• Injustices by the Taliban in Afghanistan ought not to be used as part of the 
cumulative cases against religion in general or Christianity in particular.

• The fact that there are Muslim terrorists in the world today does not mean 
that all Muslims are dangerous.

• And it certainly doesn’t mean that Christianity is dangerous.



#2 - Religion is Dangerous
• The New Atheists, however, want to contend that religion is dangerous while 

refusing to accept that atheism has been a major reason for death and 
destruction.

• If you were to merely look at the body count, the three atheistic regimes of 
the twentieth century (Hitler in Nazi Germany, Stalin in Russia, and Mao in 
China) are responsible for more than 100 million deaths.



#2 - Religion is Dangerous
• Dinesh D’Souza explains that “Religion-inspired killing simply cannot 

compete with the murders perpetrated by atheist regimes.”

• Even when you consider the differences in the world’s population, he 
concludes that “death caused by Christian rulers over a five-hundred-year 
period amounts to only 1 percent of the deaths caused by Stalin, Hitler, and 
Mao in the space of a few decades.”



#3 - Just Right Universe
• The New Atheists have a problem. The universe looks like it was designed.

• Therefore, they argue that even though it looks designed, they can explain it 
through the laws of science.

• Scientists have been struck by how the laws that govern the universe are 
delicately balanced.

• Some scientists have even called the universe a “Goldilocks universe” 
because all of the physical constants are “just right.”



#3 - Just Right Universe
• British astronomer Fred Hoyle remarked, “A commonsense interpretation of 

the facts suggests that a super intellect has monkeyed with physics, as well as 
chemistry and biology, and that there are no blind forces worth speaking 
about in nature.” 

• We know about God and His character from revelation, not from scientific 
observation and experimentation.

• But we do see the evidence that the design of the universe implies a Designer. 



How Should We Respond?
• First, we must always be ready to give an answer for the hope that is in us (1 

Peter 3:15) and do it with gentleness and reverence.

• Second, we should trust in the power of the Gospel: “I am not ashamed of the 
Gospel, because it is the power of God for all those who believe (Romans 
1:16).

• Third, we should live godly lives before the world so that we may (by our 
good behavior) silence the ignorant talk of foolish men (1 Peter 2:15).


