
BLINDED 
1 Samuel 22:6-17 

 
 Personal ambition at the expense of others is really the hidden agenda behind many 
things that we witness in the so-called political arena.  It was what got Julius Caesar killed.  This 
was what motivated many of the emperors of the Roman empire that came along after Julius 
Caesar was assassinated on March 15, 44 BC by members of the Roman Senate.  He has been 
credited with having a significant role in bringing an end to the Roman Republic and its 
transformation into an empire.  Obviously, a “republic” as a form of government is a difficult 
thing to keep and maintain as noted by Benjamin Franklin in the formative years of our nation.  
There was a series of twenty-six recognized emperors that ruled the Roman empire.  Many of 
these people were characterized by the quartet of jealousy, fear, hatred and paranoia.   
 One of the more infamous emperors was nicknamed Caligula.  His predecessor, Tiberius, 
had long since worn out his welcome.   Caligula’s personal background promised great things. 
His father was a much-loved and successful Roman general who had subdued the Germanic 
tribes to the north, adding territory to the Empire.  Caligula had spent many years campaigning 
with his father’s armies.  His success could be credited to what his father had done. 
 Romans adored Caligula at first.  He decreed many populist reforms.  Historians recorded 
that 160,000 animals were sacrificed during the public celebration over his accession to power.  
In less than one thousand days, he had squandered the entire treasury accumulated by his 
predecessors mainly on increased army salaries, political bribes and tax concessions to the 
people.  He completed a number of building projects started by the former emperor, rebuilt 
decaying temples, built a lighthouse at Boulogne, began work on new aqueducts and even built a 
new amphitheater in Pompeii.  There were numerous gladiatorial games and chariot races to 
entertain the people.  He was a builder and was interested in entertaining the people.   
 He was totally ruthless and his response to his critics was “Let them hate me, so long as 
they fear me.”  He then turned to false treason accusations against wealthy Romans as a pretext 
to execute his enemies and seize their estates.  Increasingly narcissistic and self-absorbed, 
Caligula proclaimed himself a god, which shocked even the Romans.  He was assassinated in 
A.D. 41 by the Praetorian Guard.  What a difference four years can make in politics especially if 
people weren’t paying attention.   
 A thousand years before the madness that characterized the politics of Rome, we find 
several similarities in the transition of the way Israel was governed as it made the change from a 
loose federation of tribes to having a king.  In less than forty years from the time Saul had 
become king many changes had happened.  There were many early successes in his reign and 
Israel prospered in a similar way that Rome had successes.  As Saul’s personal ambition replaced 
his humility, he became rebellious against God’s instructions through His prophet Samuel and 
Saul’s dynasty and reign were essentially over even though he was still recognized as king by the 
people.  Toward the end of his time as king he became more and more absorbed by jealousy, 
fear, hatred and paranoia.  Even as Caligula was suspected of becoming insane as his excesses 
unfolded, we know that Saul was plagued with a tormenting spirit that caused him to do 
irrational things.  We can jump ahead a couple of thousand years from Rome to our situation 
today and we find the same forces and irrational actions and statements taking place in the 
politics of our nation and these maybe common occurrences throughout the entire world.   
 When David had confirmation from Jonathan that Saul was really intent on killing him, 
he found himself to be a fugitive from the king and his forces.  He was literally alone and 



unarmed and he was well known by many of the people as one of the heroic leaders of the army 
of Israel.  A legitimate question that someone might ask was why David (an important officer in 
the government and army) would be out traveling alone without an escort?   
 Word had not gotten out to the people about the turmoil that was going on in the family 
and government of the king because of Saul’s jealous outrage against David which was really 
rooted in his rebellion against God.  David was in an extremely dangerous situation and he 
resorted to using deceit in order to survive.   
 The first place he went was to the sanctuary of God at Nob which was between Saul’s 
residence in Gibeah and Jerusalem.  Samuel was apparently still living in Ramah and was in his 
mid eighties.  The priest at Nob was Ahimelech who, incidently, was a grandson of Eli.  
Ahimelech asked David the obvious question of “Why are you alone and no one with you?”  We 
see the deceit in David’s answer that he was on a special secret mission for the king and he 
needed food for his men who were in hiding and he needed a weapon.  It turned out that the only 
bread Ahimelech had was the shew bread and the only weapon was the sword of Goliath, both of 
which were given to David.  It also turned out that an official of Saul’s court named Doeg (who 
was an Edomite) was also at Nob and he saw that Ahimelech had helped David.   
 When David left Nob he went west to Gath which was one of the Philistine cities.  That 
just piled on more danger since he was recognized by the Philistines and they would naturally 
want to kill or capture him in retribution for all the defeats they had from David starting when 
David killed their champion Goliath.  More deception was needed and David pretended to be 
insane as a way to avoid being taken captive or killed by the Philistines.  Apparently, in that 
culture, insane people were regarded to be evil omens and therefore, exempt from harm lest the 
“gods” be provoked. 
 Since there was no safety among the Philistines, David left that area and moved northeast 
to a cave that was about twenty miles southwest of Jerusalem and joined with a group of four 
hundred men who were there because they were refugees of some sort.  The group included 
people who could not pay their debts, those who were discontented, those who were in trouble 
with the government officials, and those who were in some other type of distress.   
 Word of what was happening got to David’s family in Bethlehem and they came to the 
cave to see him.  Since Saul was determined to kill David, then that meant that David’s family 
was also in danger.  This danger caused David to take them to the area of Moab to avoid the 
jurisdiction of king Saul.  Of course, we know of the family ties with people in the Moabite area 
since Ruth (David’s grandmother) was originally from that area. 
 David (and his small army of refugees) apparently found a cave in the Moab area but God 
sent the prophet Gad to tell him to go back to Judah.  It has been suggested that the reason for 
this relocation was that David’s kinsmen (people of Judah) would be more helpful to him as he 
was eluding Saul.  There was still a strong “tribal” identity among the people of Israel and the 
politicians of that day tried to utilize those distinctions to their advantage when it suited their 
purposes.   
 
Pursued by Saul – 22:6-10 
6 Then Saul heard that David and the men who were with him had been discovered. Now Saul was sitting in Gibeah, 
under the tamarisk tree on the height with his spear in his hand, and all his servants were standing around him. 7 Saul 
said to his servants who stood around him, “Hear now, O Benjamites! Will the son of Jesse also give to all of you 
fields and vineyards? Will he make you all commanders of thousands and commanders of hundreds? 8 “For all of 
you have conspired against me so that there is no one who discloses to me when my son makes a covenant with the 
son of Jesse, and there is none of you who is sorry for me or discloses to me that my son has stirred up my servant 
against me to lie in ambush, as it is this day.” 9 Then Doeg the Edomite, who was standing by the servants of Saul, 



said, “I saw the son of Jesse coming to Nob, to Ahimelech the son of Ahitub. 10 “He inquired of the LORD for him, 
gave him provisions, and gave him the sword of Goliath the Philistine.”  1 Samuel 22:6-10 (NASB95) 
 Since Saul was of the tribe of Benjamin, he chose to have his home in that area that was a 
little north of Jerusalem which was located on the northern border of Judah.  Apparently, they 
did not have any elaborate government buildings and he was essentially holding court under a 
large tree that was located on a nearby hilltop.  
 The four things we previously mentioned that drive the behavior of so many people 
(jealousy, fear, hatred and paranoia) were certain at work in the life of Saul.  We can see 
evidences of these in what he told his court that was around him.  We could assume that the fact 
that he was holding court with his spear in his hand was a good indication that he was afraid and 
thought that he needed to personally protect his own life.  We might even conclude that Saul did 
not even trust the court officials.  This level of paranoia was not all that uncommon among 
leaders in that part of the world.  We recall from other historical accounts in the Bible that kings 
had wine and food tasters because they were afraid that someone in their own government might 
try to poison them.  
 Saul’s concern had resulted in many of those in his court being chosen because they were 
from the same tribe as he was.  He appealed to this commonality as he was trying to generate 
some loyalty among those closest to him.  It is not surprising that we find politicians today 
appealing to the differences among various groups of people in order to generate support and 
gain votes from certain segments of the population.  There are appeals to women, appeals to 
Latinos, appeals to certain racial distinctions, appeals to various economic classes, and various 
educational classes.  The idea is that the politician is aligned with a particular group and if he or 
she can remain in power, then he or she will reward those who supported that politician.   
 This is exactly what Saul was doing in his appeal to the Benjamites to support him and 
not support David whom Saul saw as a threat to his reign as king.  He was doing the equivalent 
of making campaign promises that they would be more likely to have fields and vineyards and 
positions of leadership if they supported Saul since he was also a Benjamite.   
 Those who are fearful will try to instill fear in others.  We see this as Saul accused 
everyone of being disloyal to him.  This was a not-so-veiled threat that he might kill every one of 
them for not supporting him and keeping him updated on the alleged disloyalty of his own son 
Jonathan.  Apparently, Saul thought that Jonathan had conspired to encourage David to hide out 
so that he could secretly attack and kill Saul.  In his paranoia and his narcissistic concentration 
on himself, he immediately concluded that David and the men with him were hiding in the 
woods or in a cave for the sole purpose of killing Saul.  It never crossed his mind that they were 
exercising proper diligence because the person who was most powerful in the nation was 
behaving like an insane madman.   
 It would seem that the fear of what Saul might do to those he suspected of treason caused 
Doeg to speak up and tell Saul about what he saw at the temple when David was given bread and 
a weapon by Ahimelech the priest at Nob.  
 Just as fear and paranoia seem to be partners in our emotions, jealousy and hatred also 
seem to go together very well.  The fact that David had been chosen by God and Saul had been 
rejected, the fact that the people praised David with more accolades that they did Saul, and the 
fact that David was genuinely admired by many people (including those of Saul’s family) had 
caused an intense jealousy of the popularity and acceptance that David had.  Saul had a choice of 
recognizing and joining in the admiration of David and the obvious achievements that the Lord 
had accomplished through him or he could despise and wish for the worst for David.  We know 



that Saul did not take the high road in his choice.  He behaved in a petty way and would not 
allow any room for anyone to be respected or admired other than himself.   
 
Guilt by Association – 22:11-15 
11 Then the king sent someone to summon Ahimelech the priest, the son of Ahitub, and all his father’s household, 
the priests who were in Nob; and all of them came to the king. 12 Saul said, “Listen now, son of Ahitub.” And he 
answered, “Here I am, my lord.” 13 Saul then said to him, “Why have you and the son of Jesse conspired against me, 
in that you have given him bread and a sword and have inquired of God for him, so that he would rise up against me 
by lying in ambush as it is this day?” 14 Then Ahimelech answered the king and said, “And who among all your 
servants is as faithful as David, even the king’s son-in-law, who is captain over your guard, and is honored in your 
house? 15 “Did I just begin to inquire of God for him today? Far be it from me! Do not let the king impute anything 
to his servant or to any of the household of my father, for your servant knows nothing at all of this whole affair.”  
 When jealousy, fear, hatred and paranoia are in control of a person with power, the 
danger to everyone goes up exponentially.  This situation is especially bad when there are not 
any restraints available to limit what such a tyrant might do.  An insane person will typically 
choose an option to escalate and multiply rather than to lower and attenuate a disagreement or 
misunderstanding.  Saul should have taken the information that Doeg shared with him and let it 
drop since there was an understanding that the priests of God and what they did in their service 
to God were “off limits” to those who were in civil authority positions.  However, Saul was not 
able to leave it alone and just had to “do something” to prove to everyone that he was supreme 
and sovereign in Israel.  In other words, in his own mind “nothing was off limits to him.”  This 
delusional mind set is common to those people we call tyrants.   
 When Saul had not only the priest but all his relatives and the other priests that lived in 
Nob come before him, we could suspect that he already had his mind made up and nothing 
anyone said would matter.  In fact, there was an assumption of guilt in that the opening statement 
of Saul was an accusation disguised in the form of a question.  The question was not open-ended 
as “what happened that day when David came to you for help?”  The assumption or imputing of 
guilt is seen in the question “Why did you and David conspired against me?”   
 I don’t know if this is significant or not, but we can see that Saul did not refer to 
Ahimelech nor to David by their names but as the “son of Ahitub” and the “son of Jesse.”  This 
may have been a deliberate attempt to show disrespect to both these men by avoiding using their 
names.   
 Ahimelech’s response was respectful and very reasonable.  He essentially said that he 
was not aware of any rift in the relationship between Saul and David and all he knew was that 
David was known as a faithful servant to Saul, he was Saul’s son-in-law, he held a responsible 
and important position in Saul’s army and it was not unusual that David would ask him to seek 
the Lord’s council before he undertook a new task.  He followed his statement of defense with a 
request for Saul to not impute some sinister motive to what Ahimelech or any of his family had 
done.  
 What was Saul’s response to this perfectly logical defense?  He ignored it since he 
already had his mind set on what he was going to do.   
 
Desperate Measures – 22:16-17 
16 But the king said, “You shall surely die, Ahimelech, you and all your father’s household!” 17 And the king said to 
the guards who were attending him, “Turn around and put the priests of the LORD to death, because their hand also 
is with David and because they knew that he was fleeing and did not reveal it to me.” But the servants of the king 
were not willing to put forth their hands to attack the priests of the LORD.  1 Samuel 22:16-17 (NASB95) 



 A desperate person does desperate things and the innocents suffer because of such 
desperation.  Tyranny shows no respect for anyone or anything regardless of the merit or 
sacredness of the subject.  We have seen this lack of respect for everything in what is happening 
in the world today.  The terrorists in the Middle East destroy priceless antiquities that had been 
preserved for centuries.  They indiscriminately kill and torture anyone simply to create an 
atmosphere of fear.  We had noted that Caligula had commented “Let them hate me, as long as 
they fear me.”  In our more civilized way of operating, the physical acts of the savages of the 
Islamic terrorist and the cruelty of madmen like Caligula are replaced with sharp words and 
ridicule that attack heros and those who are helpless and afflicted with equal abandon.   
 Such irresponsible behavior is not limited to the political arena but can be found in the 
business world.  In an article in Harvard Business Review from January 1973, Harry Levinson 
observed that “Some people pursue executive careers to obtain power over others as a way of 
compensating for real or fancied personal inadequacies, or as a reaction to an unconscious sense 
of helplessness. They are neurotically driven, and their single-minded, perpetual pursuit of 
control blinds them to their own subtle feelings and those of others.” 
 These examples are similar to what Saul did when he ignored the truth and the testimony 
and ordered that the priest of God be killed by his body guards.  To their credit, these men 
refused the order of the king since they had respect for what they knew was sacred.  However, 
they were not willing to go so far as physically restraining Saul and putting him away as the 
insane madman that he was.   
 As a consequence of this lack of courage, Saul was able to turn to another who did not 
have the moral fortitude to refuse to do what was wrong.  If we examine further accounts of this 
travesty, we see that Doeg who was a descendant of Esau, had enough hatred of the chosen 
people of God that he did carry out Saul’s devilish decree and killed 85 priests of God.  He then 
went on and killed the entire population of Nob which included the women and children and all 
the animals.  This was Saul’s way of sending a strong message to the people of Israel that they 
should not support David and that if they failed to actively support Saul that he would bring 
severe retribution on them.  He operated under the philosophy of “If they hit me, I will hit them 
back harder.”  
 Warren Wiersbe noted that “Saul’s murder of the innocent priests at Nob shows to what 
extent people will go once they have rejected the Lord.  Saul was a liar and a murderer, just like 
Satan.  Doeg was an Edomite, a descendant of Esau, so his hatred for David and the priests is but 
another stage in the battle between Esau and Jacob.  David’s presence at Nob brought death to 
these people, so his deception only resulted in tragedy.” 
 If we don’t learn the lessons from the past then it may be because we have become 
blinded through fear and paranoia of what might happen and we wind up “doing what we feel is 
the best alternative” of the choices that a fallen world presents to us rather than simply doing 
what we know God would have us do.   


