
 
 

Session 1: Saul’s Downfall 
Introduction 
 
List some downfalls of people – either public or private – throughout history. 
 
 
 

The Lord Rejects Saul as King 
1 Samuel 15:1-35 
 
Background Notes: 

• The Amalekites were a people 
group who lived south of Israel in 
the wilderness.  They attacked the 
Israelites at Rephidim (deep in the 
south of the Sinai wilderness near 
Mt. Sinai) and were defeated by 
Joshua, while Aaron and Hur held 
up Moses’ hands (Exodus 17:8-16).  
They defeated the Israelites after 
some of the twelve spies – after the 
fact – wanted to go up into the 
Promised Land from Kadesh Barnea 
(Numbers 14:41-45).  Amalek was a 
grandson of Esau (Genesis 36:12). 

• The Hebrew term for “totally 
destroy” (v. 3 and throughout) 
refers back to the book of Joshua 
and the Conquest of the Promised 
Land.  It designated someone or 
something that was completely 
given over to the Lord through 
destruction.  See Deuteronomy 
25:17-19 for the command to drive 
the Amalekites out. 



• The Kenites lived among the people of Israel.  Moses had married a woman, Zipporah, in Midian, 
whose father was a Kenite (Exodus 2:21; Judges 1:16, 4:11). 

• Although the Lord rejects Saul in this chapter, his removal from office will not happen 
immediately.  The rest of 1 Samuel will detail his increasing downfall and his increasing conflict 
with David, which leads up to his death in chapter 31.   

 
 
Many in our culture view the command to destroy the Amalekites (and other people groups in 
Joshua’s conquest) as an example of a primitive morality of the ancient world and a primitive god 
bent on holy war and violence.  Paul Copan writes in his book Is God a Moral Monster? Making Sense of 
the Old Testament God, “Theologian-turned-atheist Gerd Lüdemann wrote that ‘the command to 
exterminate is extremely offensive’ – a far cry from the merciful God frequently proclaimed in 
Scripture.”  Look at the points below.  Defend God’s command from the secular objection. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
List as many examples of Saul’s half-truths or shifting responsibility as you can. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Three Factors to Keep in Mind with Holy War 
1. The Israelites were executing divine judgment on Canaan specifically; they were not called to 

wage holy war on the nations around them in order to create an empire. 

2. The command was intended to remove permanently the pagan influence from the Israelite 

vicinity. 

3. The command was meant to remind the Israelites that their warfare was not for the purpose of 

acquiring slaves and booty but was meant to secure the land as their inheritance.  When the 

Israelites failed to carry this out, the reason was often not mercy on their part but greed (1 Sa 15:9). 

-Quoted & adapted from Archaeological Study Bible, p. 419 



The Hebrew word “be grieved” occurs three times in this chapter (v. 11,29,35) and can also be 
translated “relent, repent, regret, change one’s mind.”  It is an example of an “anthropopathism,” or 
ascribing to God human emotions.  In v. 11 & 35, God does this; in v. 29 God does not do this.  This 
pattern occurs elsewhere in the Old Testament.  Resolve the seeming contradiction. 
 

1 Samuel 15:11 “I regret that I have made Saul king, because he has turned away from me and 
has not carried out my instructions.”  
 
1 Samuel 15:29 “He who is the Glory of Israel does not lie or change his mind; for he is not a 
human being, that he should change his mind.”  
 
1 Samuel 15:35: “Until the day Samuel died, he did not go to see Saul again, though Samuel 
mourned for him. And the Lord regretted that he had made Saul king over Israel.” 

 

Genesis 6:6: “The LORD regretted that he had made human beings on the earth, and his heart 
was deeply troubled.” 
 

Exodus 32:14: “Then the LORD relented and did not bring on his people the disaster he had 
threatened.”  
 
Psalm 110:4: “The LORD has sworn and will not change his mind: ‘You are a priest forever, in 
the order of Melchizedek.’”  

 
 

 
 
 
 

Conclusion 
 
To summarize, the Lord rejected Saul as king, even though he intended to outwardly conform to the 
law (v.22-23)  However, Samuel’s key words are a theme reflected elsewhere in the Old Testament 
prophets (Isaiah 1:11-17, Hosea 6:6, Amos 5:21-27, Micah 6:6-8).  The People’s Bible explains, “Our Lord 
has no substitute for sincere obedience. Outward conformity to his law means nothing to him.”1 
 
Envision a church – including our own! – which could simply go through the motions of religious life.  
What are the various ways such an attitude could lead to its downfall?  

 
1 John R. Mittelstaedt, 1, 2 Samuel, 2nd ed., The People’s Bible (Milwaukee, WI: Northwestern Pub. House, 
2002), 83. 

https://ref.ly/logosres/pb09sa?ref=Bible.1Sa15.22-29&off=1805&ctx=mand%E2%80%9D+(John+14:15).+~Our+Lord+has+no+subs

