David Lesson 9 Articles
David’s presence with so large a following must in many ways have been inconvenient as well as expensive to Achish. In some small country town David and his men would maintain themselves. Achish accordingly gives him Ziklag, a small place assigned first of all to Judah (Josh. 15:31), but subsequently to Simeon (ibid. 19:5). Its exact position is not known. It seems to have been valued by David’s successors, as it is noted that it still belonged unto the kings of Judah.

Hiding his true reasons under a cloak of humility, David approached Achish and told him he was unworthy to “live in the royal city with” the mighty king. Instead of living in prestigious Gath, David requested that “a place be assigned” to his group of exiles “in one of the country towns” (v. 5). Achish, who probably was both flattered by David’s words and relieved to have an excuse to move the group of foreigners away from his city’s food and water resources, “gave him Ziklag” (v. 6). It was located about twenty-five miles southwest of Gath in what was technically territory assigned to both the tribes of Simeon (Josh 19:5) and Judah (Josh 15:31). Though the city was allotted to the Israelites, they had never conquered it. Yet David’s cleverness did what previous military campaigns failed to do; it brought Ziklag into Israelite hands, “and it has belonged to the kings of Judah ever since.” Thus David redeemed his time in exile, using it to resume Israel’s conquest of Canaan.

1 Sam 30:2–5.—They slew not any. No resistance was made, as the men of war were all away. It was probably for thus leaving their wives and families absolutely defenseless that David’s people were so angry with him. As we are told in I Sam 27:3 that the refugees with David had brought each his household with him into the Philistine territory, the number of women must have been large. The Amalekites spared their lives, not because they were more merciful than David, but because women and children were valuable as slaves. All the best would be picked out, and sent probably to Egypt for sale.

The author skillfully used 1 Sam 30:6–8 to draw yet one more sharp distinction between David and Saul. During a time of great distress both men sought supernatural guidance for battle. Chronologically, they probably were seeking guidance on the very same day. However, one defied the Torah; the other utilized its gracious provision. Saul sought help from a medium and received the promise of death; David sought help through an Aaronic priest using the ephod and received the promise—later fulfilled—of life and blessing.

The “Urim” and “Thummim,” which mean “lights” and “perfections,” are referred to in 1 Samuel 30:7–8 (the “ephod” suggests the Urim and Thummim). They were means of seeking from God through the priest answers to questions and crises beyond human perception.

Apparently the Urim and Thummim were two stones. How they were used in determining God’s will is unknown, but some suggest the Urim represented a negative answer and the Thummim a positive answer. Perhaps this view is indicated by the fact that Urim (’ûrîm) begins with the first letter of the Hebrew alphabet, and Thummim (tūmmîm) with the last letter. Others suggest that the objects simply symbolized the high priest’s authority to inquire of God, or the assurance that the priest would receive enlightenment (“lights”) and perfect knowledge (“perfections”) from God.
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