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[ ABSTRACT ]

Postcolonial Approach to David’s Experience of the
Forced Displacement (1 Sam. 19-31)

Yoon-Jong Yoo
Pierson Graduate School of Theology, Pyeongtaek University

This study reexamines the narrative of 1 Samuel 19-31, which
recounts the period during which David is driven from Saul’s court
into Philistine territory and the Judean wilderness. This section has
traditionally been read within the framework of royal ‘apology, treated
as a subordinate trial on David’s path to kingship, mounted in defense
against charges of usurpation. This study argues that such a reading
overlooks the distinct literary and theological significance of David’s
forced displacement, his descent into a stateless fugitive and vassal of a
foreign king. Applying postcolonial migration theory, it reinterprets this
narrative as the central driving force of David’s kingdom formation rather
than incidental background.

Methodologically, this study treats 1 Samuel 19-31 synchronically,
as a unified literary work rather than a fragmentary accumulation of
traditions. Building on the narrative-critical scholarship of Fokkelman,
Gunn, Alter, and Brueggemann, it analyzes the passage as a chiastic
structure centered on chapter 25 (Nabal-Abigail) — an inclusio running
from Saul’s threat (ch. 19) to his death (ch. 31):A(19)-B(20)-C(21)—
D(22)-E(23-24)-X(25)-E"(26)-D" (27)-C’" (28-29)-B " (30)-A" (31).

This structure is reinterpreted through three theoretical pillars: Turner’s
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liminality and communitas, Bauman’s stranger and liquid identity, and
Bhabha’s hybridity, mimicry, and third space. The resulting narrative arc
unfolds in five phases: separation (19-20), wandering (21-22), liminal
community (23-26), hybrid vassalage (27-29), and crisis followed by
contrasting recovery/destruction (30-31). Uriah Kim’s Identity and
Loyalty in the David Story is evaluated as an important precedent, while
its insufficient theorization of mimicry’s ambivalence, its overly passive
portrayal of David, and its premature generalization of the Adullam
community as hybrid rather than subaltern are critically supplemented via
Spivak and Bhabha.

The study argues that literary-unity analysis and postcolonial reading
are mutually reinforcing: the passage’s elaborate chiastic design supports
reading its ideological tensions as deliberate authorial strategy rather than
editorial accident. Yet it also cautions against letting this unity argument
suture over genuinely unresolved tensions, silenced subaltern voices, latent
violence within David’s camp, redefining unity as organized tension rather
than resolved harmony. It concludes that David’s displacement constitutes
the archetype of his kingdom rather than a subordinate episode, offering a

corrective to triumphalist, nationalist readings of the David story.58

David, forced displacement, postcolonialism, liminality, hybridity, 1 Samuel

19-31
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