
 

 

 

 

 

 

Egypt – King David 
 

While the bible is filled with mythology and fairy tales, many of its stories do at 

least contain elements of truth, and so it would be wrong to completely dismiss the 

stories contained therein. 

 

In fact, in order to understand how very old the trail of Hebrew crimes really is, it is 

absolutely vital to study the Old Testament. 

 

So what about the stories of Kind David? 

 

Was he a real figure? 

 

Was he a great emperor or merely a local thuggish tribal leader? 

 

Let’s have a look.  

 

======================= 

 

Was “King David” a real historical figure? 

 

In 1994, at the ancient city of Dan, archaeologists discovered a stone fragment of an 

apparent victory monument that mentions an anonymous king that is said to be 

from the “House of David.” 

 

So there’s no doubt that there was an historical figure of relative significance with 

the name “David”--not a king of a mighty empire, but a local tribal chief. 

 

======================= 

 

The Habiru of the Amarna Letters 

 

The Amarna Letters were communications written (in the form of cuneiform clay 

tablets) to several Bronze Age Pharaohs by the city-state rulers of Palestine and 

Syria (including Phoenecia). 

 

In these letters, frequent references are made to a group of people called the Habiru, 

or the Sumerian form, Sagaz, which means, interestingly enough, “bandits,” or 

“cutthroats.” 

 

This group is referred to as stateless, and thus being outside the protection of 



 

 

 

 

 

 

city-state law. 

 

They are portrayed as fighting men that hire themselves out to local rulers as 

mercenaries. 

 

Egyptologists have long recognized that the word Habiru is the equivalent of the 

term Apiru, which is frequently found in Egyptian texts dating to the Middle and 

New Kingdom periods. 

 

It has also been concluded by most scholars that Habiru and Ipiru are also the 

equivalent of the biblical term Ibri, meaning Hebrew. 

 

So the Habiru in the Amarna Letters are definitely referring to Hebrews. 

 

But do we have any references in the Old Testament of the Hebrews operating as 

mercenaries? 

 

Indeed, we do. 

 

The bible talks of David rebelling and breaking away from King Saul, and offering 

his military services, along with his renegade band of Hebrews, to the Philistine 

king of Gath. 

 

Several prominent biblical scholars have noted the striking similarity between the 

biblical account of David and his rebel forces and the militant Amarna Habiru. 

 

For example: 

 

 In a 1986 article called “The Historical David,“ in Interpretation magazine, Kyle 

McCarter wrote: 

 

“In short, David became an Apiru [Hebrew] chief.  Like the Apiru [Habiru] known 

from the Amarna Age, David and his men were soldiers of fortune, who lived by 

hiring themselves out as mercenaries or subsisted on plunder.” 

 

 In his 1973 book The Tenth Generation, George Mendenhall wrote: 

 

“The most striking parallels by far are found in the story of David’s 

outlawry….[David’s gang] roam the countryside seeking the favor and protection of 

cities (Keilah), wealthy individuals (Nabal), and kings (Nahash of Ammon, cf. II 

Samuel 10:2).  Finally David offers the serves of his band (600 men--a veritable 



 

 

 

 

 

 

army!) to Achish, king of Gath.  Achish assigns them quarters in Ziklag.  The 

town becomes the military base of their marauding operations.” 

 

 In the 1955 book The Habiru, Moshe Greenberg wrote: 

 

“In biblical traditions there are repeated examples of the sort of phenomena 

associated with the Amarna Gaz [Habiru].  The clearest example is that of David.  

He lost status in the Israelite community by flight caused by the enmity of the king 

[Saul]….There gathered around him other refugees motivated by economic as well 

as other concerns.  All were similarly without legal protection, and had to maintain 

themselves by forming a band under the leadership of David.” 

 

So there can be no question that the Habiru of the Amarna Letters are indeed 

Hebrews, including David and his landless band of mercenary thugs. 

 

============================= 

 

The first indirect references to David in the Amarna Letters 

 

Though not mentioned by name in the Amarna Letters, reference to David is clearly 

made therein, in the form of frequent allusions to an ever increasing Habiru military 

threat from the mountains of Palestine. 

 

The one who repeatedly mentioned this threat was Abdiheba, the king of Jerusalem 

(this was clearly just after the reign of Saul, which the Amarna Letters call Labayu). 

 

At this time, an alliance was formed between the kings of Gath (Shuwardata) and 

Gezer (Milkilu), who used their Habiru mercenaries, led by David, to take the 

towns and villages of the central hill country. 

 

Meanwhile, in nearby Jerusalem, Abdiheba clearly saw this military alliance as a 

threat to his security, and thus wrote several complaining letters to pharaoh, who 

was his overlord. 

 

In one, he wrote: 

 

“Here is the [evil] deed against the land which Milkilu and Shuwardata did:  

against the land of the king [the pharaoh], my lord, they ordered troops from Gezer, 

troops from Gath, and troops from Keilah.  They seized Rubute.  The land of the 

king has deserted [been forfeited] to the Habiru.” 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

In a follow-up letter, Abdiheba repeated his refrain that: 

 

“[The parties in the alliance] have given the land of the king [pharaoh] to the 

Habiru.” 

 

2 Samuel 2:2, 3 make it clear why Abdiheba’s plea for help was so urgent, as David 

and his thugs had just set up camp in nearby Hebron, apparently in preparation for a 

raid on Jerusalem. 

 

This passage states: 

 

“So David went up [to Hebron]…and brought up the men [mercenaries] who were 

with him…and they settled in the towns belonging to Hebron.” 

 

The next letter that Abdiheba sends to the pharaoh clearly reveals his panic and 

frustration over the pharaoh’s inaction. 

 

He wrote: 

 

“May the king give thought to his land;  the land of the king is lost….[T]he Habiru 

have taken the very cities of the king.  Not a single ruler remains to [or under the 

authority of] the king, my lord--all are lost….Behold, Turbazu was slain in the city 

gate of Sile [on the border of Egypt].  The king did nothing!  Behold, servants 

who were connected with the Habiru smote Zimredda of Lachish, and Yaptihadda 

was slain in the city-gate of Sile.  [Again] the king did nothing!…May the king 

send a commissioner to fetch me, along with my brothers, and then we will die near 

the king our lord.” 

 

This pitiful plea for help clearly went unanswered, for this was the last letter 

Abdiheba sent to the pharaoh. 

 

Shortly thereafter, according to the biblical record, David seized the city of 

Jerusalem and made it the capital of the small kingdom of Israel. 

 

================================ 

 

David the turncoat 

 

In classic Jewish supremacist fashion, David, once he got what he wanted, turned 

on the very people that he once worked side by side with. 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

The Philistines in Gath and their allies at Gezer had originally hired David and his 

thugs to work for them, wanting to settle an old score with the Jebusites of 

Jerusalem, but in reality, it was David who was using them to work for him, to help 

him overtake Jerusalem for himself. 

 

And once David got what he wanted, and saw that his strength had soon exceeded 

that of his former employees, he turned on them. 

 

This is exactly what the elite Jews did to the Brits, once they got control of 

Palestine in the 1940s. 

 

Anyway, Milkilu of Gezer alarmingly pleaded with the pharaoh for help against 

David the traitor. 

 

He wrote: 

 

“May the king, my lord, know that the war against me and against Shuwardata is 

severe.  So may the king, my lord, save his land from the power of the Habiru.  

Otherwise, may the king, my lord, send chariots to fetch us lest our [former] 

servants [the Habiru] kill us.” 

 

With no help coming from the pharaoh, the Philistines decided to go it alone, and 

thus made preparations for war. 

 

1 Samuel 5:17, 18 put it like this: 

 

“When the Philistines heard that David had become anointed king over all Israel, 

they all marched up to seek him out.  On hearing this, David went down to the 

stronghold [Adullam].  When the Philistines arrived, they deployed in the Valley of 

Rephaim.” 

 

Right at this time, Milkilu was assassinated. 

 

And guess who was obviously behind that! 

 

Does this sound familiar? 

 

Anyway, Milkilu’s son, Addadanu, became the new ruler at Gezer. 

 

He soon sent a letter to pharaoh, which stated: 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

“There being war against me from the mountains, I built a house [fortress]--its 

name is Manhatu--to make preparations before the arrival of the archers of the king, 

my lord [pharaoh]…” 

 

Manhatu, by the way, is the biblical Manahath, located in Rephaim. 

 

The first successful battle that David fought against the Philistines and their allies 

took place at Baal-perazim, just a stone’s throw from Manahath. 

 

But it was the second battle against the Philistine alliance, fought in the same 

valley, that David won a more decisive victory. 

 

2 Samuel 5:22-25 describes David and his forces pursuing their new foes right 

down into their own lands: 

 

“Again the Philistines invaded and deployed in the Valley of Rephaim….David did 

as Yahweh had ordered and beat the Philistines from Gibeon to the Pass of Gezer.” 

 

Addadanu sends another letter to the pharaoh expressing his frustration that he did 

nothing to help: 

 

“I have heard the order of that king, my lord, wrote to his servant [meaning 

himself], ‘Guard the place of the king where you are.’  I am indeed guarding day 

and night!” 

 

Now isn’t that interesting! 

 

This was the only response that the pharaoh sent, simply telling Addadanu to stand 

guard? 

 

Why the inaction on the part of the pharaoh? 

 

Could it be that he was under the spell of a Semitic adviser? 

 

In any case, it didn’t matter, because, as it turned out, as we learn from the first 

book of Kings, David didn’t wind up invading Gezer, quite obviously because he 

didn’t want to invite a possible invasion of Egyptian troops. 

 

All David needed to do was instill fear in the people of Gezer, so that they wouldn’t 

bother him in the future, which is just how things played out. 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

-------------------------------------------- 

 

So there you go. 

 

Nothing has changed over the past several millennia, wouldn’t you agree? 


