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Presented by Dr. Danny Gabbard, Sr.

DAVID AND GOLIATH…..The Way It REALLY Happened!

      When we reflect on our earliest Sunday School memories, no doubt one of the earliest Old Testament accounts we remember is the fight between David and Goliath.  You remember how it goes, don't you?  David, the little shepherd boy, armed with nothing but a sling shot went out to do battle with the giant Goliath.  With one tiny stone, David kills Goliath and saves Israel.  The Sunday School teacher taught the lesson complete with plenty of action and noises to make you feel like you were right there.

      As we grew older and moved through our Sunday School classes on through adulthood, the account never changed.  Our adult Sunday School teacher did not add all the action motions and noises, yet, the basic events did not change.  The account, the way it was, sounded good enough to me.  At least it did until I started college and began to study the text in depth.  In fact, it has happened more than once that time honored interpretations, sayings, and traditions have fallen under the scrutiny of careful biblical study.  (I got a man right now at church that I cannot get to give me a biblical undergirding to a statement he makes regularly.)
      Let it be said right from the beginning that I stand for the full inerrancy and infallibility of the Bible.  In fact, you cannot teach at LBC unless you sign such a declaration.  It is the Word of God, without error.  However, the same cannot be said for some of the Sunday School stories, traditions, and statements that are circulated among our churches.

      It is not my desire to bring question to the Word of God.  That's quite the contrary.  I want us to be true to what the text states even if it means re-writing our Sunday School stories.  You see…..I firmly believe that sloppiness in the little things…..can lead to sloppiness in the big things.

(Which is one of the reasons I make a big deal over what we call the 

preacher.)  The following discussion will point out some of the revisions we need to make to our telling of the account.

David: A Little Shepherd Boy…..or Someone Much Greater?
      The usual reasons for believing that David was a little shepherd boy somewhere around age 9-12 are:  1) David was left behind to watch his father's flocks while the older boys went off to battle. The reason for this was that David was too young to fight and had no military experience.  2) In I Samuel 17:33, Saul tells David he is "but a youth." 3) Saul's armor was too big for David (I Sam. 17:39).  4) Goliath disdained David because he was "but a youth" (I Sam. 17:42).

      However, if we will examine the text closely, you will see that we have no choice but to dismiss that idea.  We are going to come to see that David was a whole lot more than just a little boy.

      First, David was not left behind because he had no military experience (discussed later).  He was left behind because he was the youngest.  If all three of the older boys were killed in battle, at least Jesse would have one son left.  This was a common practice in the ancient world and in fact it is even to this day a practice in the military to spare a family the tragedy of losing all their sons in battle.

      When the Bible says that David was "but a youth" it is often assumed that the Bible is speaking of chronological age.  However, the Hebrew word "na'ar" has little if anything to do with chronology.  Context must decide.     

      For instance, the word can mean an infant, a just weaned child, an older child, or an individual of marriageable age as in Genesis 34:19.  More interesting is the fact that David's son Absalom is refered to as a youth (II Samuel 18:5-12).  Absalom was no little boy.  He was old enough to have 

his brother Amnon killed, sire three sons and a daughter, and lead a military revolt against his father.  Pretty heavy stuff for a little kid!

      In the same way, I think we are to understand the meaning of youth in reference to David.  It's true David was young, but young could be anywhere from his mid twenties to his thirties.  David was young in relation to those mentioned in the account and that was what Goliath disdained.  Goliath could not believe that in light of all the old warriors in Israel they were sending out one so young.

      Secondly, David was far from being an inexperienced warrior.  In fact, the Bible places David in a special class when it comes to warriors, the same class as Goliath.

      What class of warrior was Goliath?  In I Samuel 17:51, Goliath is referred to as the "champion" of the Philistines.  The title "champion" is translated from the Hebrew word "gibbor."  The gibbor were a special class of fighting men in ancient times also known as "mighty men of valour."  They were strong, mighty, and valiant.

      The earliest mention of them can be found in Genesis 6:4.  There the word “gibbor” is translated "mighty men."  While there were many warriors in ancient times, only a few achieved the title "gibbor."

      Now here is where it gets interesting.  If one would look at I Samuel 16:18 you would find this written.  A young man replying to King Saul's inquiry about someone to play music for him says:

Behold, I have seen a son of Jesse the Bethlehemite who is a skillful musician, a mighty man of valor, a warrior, one prudent in speech, and a handsome man;  and the Lord is with him.
Notice the phrase "a mighty man."  The Hebrew word here is "gibbor."  David was a gibbor just as Goliath was. David was not a little shepherd boy. He was a gibbor.

      More evidence?  When David came into the city after defeating Goliath, 

what did the women sing?  "Saul has killed his thousands, but David his ten thousands."  Pretty heavy stuff for a little kid!

The Armor, the Sword, and the Sling

I would suggest to you that in light of the fact that David was a gibbor, he was every bit the match for Goliath.  Even though he may not have been as tall as Goliath, I am convinced that David could have stood toe to

toe with him.  What's the evidence?

      First of all, the armor.  Remember the Sunday School story?  David tried on Saul's armor and it was too big for him is the way the story goes.  The problem is the text does not say that.  I Samuel 17:39 states the reason that David gives the armor back to Saul is because he had not "tested it.”  I suggest that the armor was too small for David.  I Samuel 9:2 states that Saul was the tallest person in Israel.  Could it be that the one who succeeded him, this gibbor, was taller than he?  It is certainly within reason.

      Further evidence for the stature of David can be found in I Samuel 17:51.  The text says that David took Goliath's sword out and cut off the champion's head.  Keep in mind that Goliath was wearing 150 lbs. of armor, and the head of his spear alone was 18 lbs.  It is safe to assume that the sword was quite heavy.  Notice the way David makes special mention of it in I Samuel 21:8-9.  It's also important to recall that before David met Goliath he had killed a bear and a lion with his bare hands.  Pretty heavy stuff for a little kid!

      And let's not play down the deadliness of the slingshot.  In ancient times the slingshot was used by the Egyptians, Syrians, Assyrians, Persians, Sicilians and the Romans.  It was a serious weapon of war.

Conclusion
      Some will suggest that I am removing the miraculous from the Bible.  My response…..”maybe so…but only where it is necessary to do so.”.

There is a hermeneutical principle called the “parsimony of miracles" which states that an event is to be regarded as miraculous only when it may not be consistently interpreted otherwise.

      For instance, it is obvious the feeding of the 5,000 was a miracle.  There is no way to explain the text otherwise except to explain it away which is undesirable of course.

      However, the David and Goliath account can be explained in a manner that is consistent and yet does not include a miracle.  It was no miracle that David slew Goliath.  In fact, if you put all the miracles of the Bible together.....it would constitute just a minute fraction of the entirety of the Bible.  God's standard "modus operandi" is to work though the natural "cause and effect" nature of the world.

      The explanation for David's victory is found in I Samuel 16:18 when it states that “the Lord was with David.” If it had not been for this one simple fact, it would not have made a difference how big David was, he would not have been victorious.

      It is my hope that this study will challenge us to be accurate in our presentation of biblical facts.  One would have to wonder, if we are being careless in our presentation of this event, where else might we be demonstrating carelessness?  Our Sunday School classes deserve for us to put forth our best scholarship.

      It is also my hope that we will remember when we face our Goliath's that we will be able to say, "God is on our side" and thus be assured of victory.  As Paul states in Romans 8......."if God be for us....who can be against us."

      Credibility is another thing we need to take into consideration as well.  You see…..when we make things a test of fellowship that are “non-essentials”…..then….when those “non-essentials” are disproved…..what happens to the things that are really “essential?”  Will people really believe us when we say, “This one thing is essential?”  More importantly, will they trust our interpretation?

      An let's make no mistake about it......Christianity without sound doctrine does not exist.....despite the "feel gooders" in our brotherhood that suggest otherwise.  Instead of sound doctrine being proclaimed from our pulpits we have found ourselves satisfied with commanding personality, mystical nonsense, and pop psychology.  A round show of applause awaits the convention speaker who claims...."We are saved by Jesus....not doctrine."  What an absurd statement!!  Is the speaker so ignorant as to not realize that the Lordship of Jesus Christ is one of the foundational doctrines of Christianity??  Probably not....but it just sounds and feels so good.   Sound doctrine is therefore central  to the church.....not orbital.  Sound doctrine firmly held does not create a dead church;  in fact, it is the only source of genuine vitality in the church.

      Sound scholarship and good study brings credibility to our stands in the Christian Church and more importantly, it brings credibility to God and His Word.  It results in sound doctrine and sound teaching.....and such things according to Jude 3 are worth contending for.

      So I urge you, give of the best to your Master.....in all things......but especially.....in your study of the word of God.  May we be accurate and convinced of biblical doctrine.  If we are not convinced....then let's study until we are.

      Jesus said "We can know the truth."  Truth is not fleeting and elusive.  The thrill is not just in the hunt.  The thrill is also in discovering and knowing.  And once we know......let us stand firm until Jesus comes!

