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You can get a lot more done with a
kind word and a gun, than with a
kind word alone.
—Al Capone

The opening scene from Martin Scorsese's movie Goodfellas always
reminds me of the David story in 2 Sam 8,2. In that scene, we are
taken to the backwoods behind the trunk of a car with three imposing
yet anxious thugs surrounding it. When central character Henry Hill
nervously opens the trunk we are exposed to the grossly bloodied
body ofa three quarters dead man groaning and wallowing in his own
blood. To this Tommy rushes forward and aggressively stabs the
victim over and over again with a big butcher knife. The sound ef-
fects of the knife repeatedly penetrating the body are haunting.
Jimmy then shoots the victim over and over again.

We read in 2 Sam 8,2 that "David also defeated the Moabites. He
made them lie down on the ground and measured them off with a
length of cord. Every two lengths of them were put death, and the
third length was allowed to live."

I always hear the same sound effects from the opening scene of
Goodfellas when I read this account of David's treatment of the de-
fenceless Moabites. Just as the sound effects heighten the sense of
callous brutality in the Goodfellas" murder, so too by imagining the
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same sound effects when reading this David story, it reminds us how
brutal David's murderous activities were—helping to dispel the
myths surrounding him.

This article has, as a part of its purpose, the intent to unmask some
of the behavior of David and of monarchy for what they are: essen-
tially organized crime maintained in large part by the use of indis-
criminate violence.

This is turn raises moral questions in relation to David as the arche-
type for messiah—and consequently theological questions concerning
the "man after God's own heart" (theodicy). These, however, are
beyond the scope of this article.

Scholars search for analogies with which to better understand bibli-
cal texts. David has been compared to the "outlaw", "refugee", "vas-
sal", "renegade", "guerrilla", "bandit chief, "fugitive" and "fugitive
hero".

I suggest there are better cultural-social analogies, i.e., David as a
"goodfella" while in exile from Saul and in the land ofthe Philistines,
and upon accession to the throne, "The Godfather". This article there-
fore also argues that monarchy has cultural-social analogies with La
Cosa Nostra.

The recurring theme of indiscriminate violence will be emphasized
throughout this study because it is "inherent in the system".

1. Organization, Purpose and Activities of La Cosa Nostra and
Monarchy

There is power in organization! To have power, real power, means
organization. There is efficiency of power in organization. And
power is usually related to some kind of force—either intellectual as
in "knowledge is power" (that is why only the aristocracy were edu-
cated and "commoners" were not) or physical power as in "violence".
While I am not arguing that La Cosa Nostra, monarchy and the Da-
vidic regime are formally organized in exactly the same way in every
detail, the ethos and similarities are frightening—once we get past the
glamour!

The term "mafia", synonymous with La Cosa Nostra, may trace its
etymology back to an Arabic word for "refuge". While Sicily was
occupied by various groups during the medieval period, families
would take "refuge" in the surrounding hills or "strongholds". From
there they would run guerrilla attacks on anyone who threatened the
absent landlord's property. Thus we have the origins of one of La
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Cosa Nostra's mainstay activities, i.e., the "protection racket" based
in intimidation and extortion through threat of violence.

This is exactly what David did during his exile from Saul. When
David was seeking reflige in the strongholds of the desert, he sent ten
imposing men to ask for a "piece of the action" from Nabal (1 Sam.
25). Essentially David made Nabal "an offer he couldn't refuse".

The relationship between David and Achish of Gath also demon-
strate parallels of organizational structure and activities between the
ad hoc "feudal" nature of the monarchal system and of organized
crime—namely the independent yet tribute tied activities of the Gio-
vane D'Honore or "goodfellas" (mercenaries). Strayer summarizes
the feudal system thus:

To sum up, the basic characteristics of feudalism in Western Europe are
a fragmentation of political authority, public power in private hands, and
a military system in which an essential part of the armed forces is se-
cured through private contracts. Feudalism is a method of government,
and a way of securing the forces necessary to preserve that method of
government... . The possessors of political and military power will natu-
rally mold their society to fit their own needs. They will manipulate the
economy so that they get the greatest share of production; they will de-
velop a class structure which gives them the highest position; ... they
will establish standards to which their society must conform.

Coming from the social sciences, David has been viewed in terms
of "chiefdom"—or at least a transitional phase between chiefdom to
monarchy proper. However, as Frick admits, it is difficult to make
distinctions between chiefdom and the state in ancient societies—
especially in the light of Renfrew's "features of chiefdom"—and this
social construction has many interchangeable features with feudal
monarchy and La Cosa Nostra anyway.

Ianni, Albini and Firestone argue that the organizational structures
of the La Cosa Nostra are not rigid as in "corporations". Rather,
while there may be a "boss" or "feudal overlord", there is still con-
siderable freedom to go about one's own business (enterprises)—
providing that the appropriate "tribute" of such enterprises were
brought to the boss. Firestone, in pulling together the testimony of
convicted mobsters by way of their memoirs, says of this phenome-
non that

Similarly, Joe Cantalupo, formerly an associate with the Colombo fam-
ily, also explains that he was free to do whatever he wanted so long as
he brought money into the family. Thus, Cantalupo recalls that "the
rules of the game were simple. Make money any way you can" ... the
memoirs reveal that all of the authors engaged in a wide variety of
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criminal activities, ... In retum for these services, the memoirs explain,
the bosses, like feudal lords, took a cut of the profits made by those un-
der their protection... . That the mob boss functions more liJce a feudal
lord than a modem CEO is also confirmed in Boss of Bosses, an account
of the daily life of former Gambino boss Paul Castellano written by two
former FBI agents, Kurins and O'Brien... . because rank and status in
the Mafia are understood in ways more typical of a feudal or aristocratic
society than a modem bureaucracy.

The same "patron-client" relationship ean be found in David as a
goodfella of Achish while in the land of the Philistines. David con-
ducts regular raiding parties and reports to Achish (who no doubt,
given ancient Near Eastern customs, received a "cut" from David's
criminal activities). McCarter, in his commentary on 1 Samuel 27
says of this relationship:

The granting of landed properties to favored servants was a common
part of the feudal economy of the city-states of the ancient Near Eastem
Bronze Age. The practice seems to have been perpetuated in the Philis-
tines principalities of the Iron Age, just as it was under the Israelite
monarchy (see 18:14; cf. 22:7). In the present case the grant is evidently
made in retum for certain services of arms—a true military fief—as the
materials that follow show. All such grants were permanent and inalien-
able, and the parenthesis at the end of v 6 traces the fact that Ziklag was
in the writer's time a special crown property in Judah (a situation about
which we have no other information) to the events here recorded.

Of course there were considerable developments over history lead-
ing up to what we would consider the "classic" period of organized
crime at the turn of the twentieth century. Indeed the general popula-
tion, and even J. Edgar Hoover himself exhibited, considerable shock
as to just how organized these crime families were and the extent of
them and their activities. This was on the basis of Joe Valachi's es-
sential testimony to the 1963 U.S. Senate Permanent Subcommittee
on Investigations which exposed the organizational structure of the
mafia and its operations. Since then, much more information has
come to light over La Cosa Nostra's organization and activities.

Four important foundational concepts emerge after reviewing the
history of the mafia: the need for strong organization based in family
ties (or ties to a family), secrecy, refuge (or a secret place fî om which
to operate, e.g., the backroom of a bar or the inner chamber of a cas-
tle) and absolute loyalty to the family on threat of death. This "code
of silence" is called the omerta. Sometimes, as in the David story
with Achish, this omerta was forced onto people, i.e., witnesses were
silenced by murder.
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I dare say there is little difference in either organization or purpose
between the mafia and monarchy. According to retired FBI Special
Agent Philcox: "Organized crime has economic gain as its primary
goal, though some of the participants in the conspiracy may have
achievement of power or status as their primary objective". I do not
think that these are mutually exclusive concepts. The exact terminol-
ogy of organization may vary but the social analogies remain the
same between mafia and monarchy.

This organizational foundation of mafia or "refuge" provides the
basis for all activities which form La Cosa Nostra or "This thing of
ours", i.e., "our secret criminal activities which relate to our family
and our purpose to acquire wealth through the use of indiscriminate
violence—^protected by the omerta".

The royal system is a close family "business". In the system of
monarchy they do not call their organization "gangs" or "crime fami-
lies". They call them "aristocracy". Aristocracy are those who are
either immediate or related families to the monarch or those who
have acquired aristocratic status.

These are the ones who are often in senior military positions over
an army, e.g., the title of "duke" had its origins in ancient Rome
where the title was given "to high military commanders with territo-
rial responsibilities"; and this is certainly the basis for the term's
acquisition in European states.

Aristocracy are largely responsible for doing the dirty work of the
king in acquiring more territory through "conquest", i.e., through the
use of violence in war. An example of this is Elizabeth I's requisition
of Robert Dudley Earl of Leicester in acquiring the Netherlands for
her estate. Dudley's 1585 campaign to acquire the Netherlands for
Elizabeth I, however, was an unqualified disaster.

The Order of the Garter is the most senior and the oldest British
Order of Chivalry and was founded by Edward III in 1348. The Or-
der, consisting of the King and twenty-five knights, was intended by
Edward III to be reserved as the highest reward for loyalty and for
military merit. Like The Prince of Wales (the Black Prince), the other
founder-knights had all served in the French campaigns of the time,
including the battle of Crecy—three were foreigners who had previ-
ously sworn allegiance to the English king: ...

In return for their loyalty to the crown, those employed by the
crown towards territorial acquisition through the use of indiscrimi-
nate violence are given lands, titles—like "duke", marquis", "earl",
"baron" or "lord"—and power within a smaller jurisdiction. To use
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mafia terminology: They are given "a piece of the action", e.g., Ed-
ward I was able to confer the title of Prince of Wales and its "fief
("piece of the action") on his son Edward II because he conquered
Wales in 1277, i.e., he killed, mutilated and stole.

Joab acquires the city of Jebus for David and is awarded the posi-
tion of "commander-in-chief. This is only one example of David's
expansionist policy in 2 Samuel—where, by conquest, he acquired
lots more property, booty, i.e., "stolen goods" and tribute, i.e., "extor-
tion money" through his blood-related leaders like Joab and an organ-
ized army of "soldiers"—who were rewarded for their loyalty to the
boss, i.e., the king.

While there are variations of organizational structure internally and
externally between La Cosa Nostra and monarchy (both with infor-
mal beginnings), the essential analogies remain the same (cf. Figtire
1).

The organization of monarchy has as its head a king or "boss". The
"underboss" of a royal family is usually the crown prince—who is
actually responsible for making sure the king's imperatives are prac-
tically carried out through the proper channels and resources.

That is the theory. In reality it was often some high ranking official
who accomplished the king's purposes. In David's case it was really
his blood relative and general Joab who acted as underboss.

The consigliere, so wonderfully portrayed by Robert Duvall in The
Godfather movies, is the primary advisor—^but in a royal system this
is usually executed by a "council" of advisors or the "royal court".
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ORGANIZED CRIME
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It says in 1 Samuel 22.2 that David surrounded himself with "All
those who were in distress or in debt or discontented". Hertzberg puts
it this way in his OTL commentary: "[David becomes] the head of a
powerful, indeed much-feared, band". Confer the glamorous soldiers
and exploits of David's men in 1 Samuel 23—all related to violence.

Essentially royalty acquire status, property and riches through or-
ganized crime—through organized families, intimidation, extortion,
kidnapping, violence and outright theft—often glorified in history as
"conquest" or "empire building".

The social analogies of strong family ties (or ties to a family), se-
crecy and absolute loyalty to the family—with the plentiful use of
violence and threat—are evident and consistent between La Cosa
Nostra, the system of monarchy and the activities of David.

2. Mythology and Hypocrisy: the Balance of Secrecy, Publicity and
Glamour

Both monarchy and La Cosa Nostra require a certain amount of my-
thology and secrecy in order to sustain themselves, e.g., royals have
"blue blood" (thus are different, special and above the rest of us) and
gangsters will never "wack a made man".

Glamour and publicity are also mainstays of organized crime—
whether it be mafia or monarchy. Of course glamour is especially
emphasized in the system of monarchy—a "more respectable" form
of organized crime.

There has to be a subtle balance between people not knowing what
you are up to criminally (secrecy) and yet having a reputation for
violence which causes people to give you what you want (publicity).

This subtle balance can be found in gangland killings. Here the as-
sassinations are carried out in public (sending a "message') but are
also secret in that the assassins remain anonymous and are protected
by the families. I could cite limitless examples in history of secret
assassinations in royal families with just enough publicity out to get
the "fear message" across, e.g., the murders of botii James I and III of
Scotland.

At this point, there may be some relation with the story of David
and the priest Ahimelech in 1 Sam 21. You might recall when David
shows up alone under cover of night that Ahimelech was shaking in
his boots.

We need to ask the question "Why?" I think it is reasonable that
Ahimelech knew that David was a ruthless gangster who would kill
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an innocent person at the drop of a hat to get what he wanted, i.e.,
David had a public reputation for his secret activities.

In 2 Samuel 1, a messenger brought David the news that Saul was
dead. After hearing the news and interrogating the messenger, David
summarily executed him without the "due process of law".

Like the opening scene from Goodfellas: it is an indiscriminate act
of violence at the whim of an individual. In other words: It is just
another case somebody "in the wrong place at the wrong time, saying
the wrong thing to the viTong people". But David probably had a
multifold purpose for killing the messenger.

One, to reinforce the idea that monarchy is made secure through the
fear instilled by the use of indiscriminate violence. David sent a mes-
sage at the beginning of his powerplay for kingship.

Extreme use of indiscriminate violence was common—^particularly
at the beginning of a reign or at conquest—as in Darius I's crucifix-
ion of 3000 opponents in Babylon. The "indiscriminate" nature of the
use of violence is particularly frightening—since one could never
know the rules—and consequently all behavior must be tempered
accordingly at all times. It keeps one guessing—and the fear factor
makes one prone to either doing the job right or making mistakes that
can be capitalized on. And, of course, this was its purpose.

The Assyrians sent similar messages. For example it was not un-
common for Assyrians to mutilate their victims as deterrents to any
challenge to Assyria's authority. Saggs says of the Assyrians:

It was consistent with the Assyrian sense of a divine mission that they
should seek to impress a consciousness of this upon other peoples. To
maintain a stability across the Near East based upon Assyrian power, it
was necessary that other peoples should be persuaded that it was vain to
attempt to oppose Assyria. This could be done on the one hand by a
demonstration of overwhelming might, and on the other hand by propa-
ganda. The two were by no means separate and unrelated. Demonstra-
tions of Assyrian power, including the punishment of those who had of-
fended against Assyria, were not infrequently consciously directed to the
effect they would have, not merely upon those who suffered directly, but
also upon those who heard of it at a distance. There are frequent refer-
ences in the Assyrian annals to the king pouring out upon the enemy
what we may approximately translate as "awesome fear" .... Thus, the
Assyrian king, in perpetuating actions — sometimes including atrocities
— which put the enemy into a panic, thought of himself as, in the most
literal sense, putting "the fear of God" into those who might have it in
mind to oppose Assyria.
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For exampk: Edward I "ordored the savage mutilation of an unfor=
tunate youth who had got in his way". This is the exact same kind of
mentality in King Herod's treatment of John the Baptist in the Qos-
pelS'-and this "royal mentality" was very likely behind David's
treatment of the messenger.

Myths and glamour are in fact the most powerful eultural=social
meehanisms for "baffling people with nonsense" in order to secure
their objectives of theft by violence—and are part-and-parcel of mon-
archy's "scare tactics".

Indeed before the rise of modem media and journalism, many of
these myths could be maintained. Now the contradictions and hypoc-
risy of such systems are evident to most. Of course if you are ex-
tremely violent and intimidating like today's La Cosa Nostra, you do
not have to worry about whether or not your belief system or mythol-
ogy and practice are consistent=just as it was with kings of old 1

So what happens to Sunday School teachers who read the David
stories? Let us now briefly look at "seduction and ideologiekritik".

3. Seduction and Ideologiekritik
Many, even today, are seduced by the glamour and wealth of monar-
chy without discerning the subtle yet huge disparity between that
glamour and the means of acquiring it=namely through the use of
indiscriminate violence in history. Annet wrote against the platitudes
being ascribed to King George II in relation to King David. He said:

The love of truth is a motive which ought to supercede eve^ other eon-
sideration: for every other consideration is subordinate in comparison
with it. Truth requires no tenderness of investigation, and scoms all sub-
terfuges .... To rescue truth, therefore, from obscurity and disguise, is
the most rational way of giving Olory to God in the highest; ond on
earth, peace: |ood=will toward men.

Both Coppola/Puzo and Scorsese/Pileggi are masters of seducing
the audience into the glamour and hypocrisy of gangsters. It i§ inter-
esting to note that Coppola deliberately portrayed the Godfather as a
king and Puzo tried to portray the characters as nice guys in a nice
family.

A classic example of this writing/directorial seduction is found in
two conjoined scenes from The Godfather. In a scene very reminis-
cent of David's deathbed discussion with Solomon in 1 Kgs 1-2, the
Don articulates all the intrigues, players and possible traitors sur-
rounding the transfer of power to his successor Michael Corleone.
Immediately following that seedy discussion, the Don plays with his
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grandson in the garden. At one point he stuffs an orange peel quarter
into his mouth and pretends to be a monster. It evokes the emotional
response of "Isn't that sweet: the old guy playing with his grandson
in tiie garden?".

It is a serene, if not surreal, scene. Here, the man who has mastered
the world and created power and wealth for himself and his family as
a lasting legacy, is portrayed as a kindly old man full of ^n. The
scene is also a masterAil example of how a director can seduce the
audience into inappropriate warm feelings and sympathy towards
what is, ironically, a literal monster!

People are seduced into these improper emotional responses with-
out discerning the subtle yet huge disparity between the fun and se-
renity of the scene—and the means of providing that environment.
Scorsese/Pileggi perhaps top this seduction with the "loveable" char-
acters in Goodfellas—who are, after all, "guys just like you and me—
guys you'd just love to hang out with".

I am not sure if this is the same seductive effect the biblical authors
and editors of the David stories have on what are often very pious
readers. Perhaps these pious readers are seduced because much of
what David does is in the name ofthe LORD and because so much of
monarchy is glamorized in history and or Hollywood.

This is the David who eliminated any witnesses to his gangster ac-
tivities while in the land of the Philistines (men women and chil-
dren)—just to keep his despicable racket a secret from his "boss"
King Achish of Gath. If this is "a man after God's own heart", what
kind of heart does this God have?

The recent breakdown of the omerta has demonstrated why crime
family members are no longer willing to keep quiet with the authori-
ties: They see the hypocrisy of being wacked whether they talk or
not. The families they have committed their whole lives to would kill
them at the drop ofa hat if it suits their purposes.

History is littered with the murders of blood relatives of royalty
simply for power and gain—often fathers, sons, brothers or tiiose
"loyal" to the family, e.g., Sennacherib's murder by his son(s),
Athaliah's destruction of her grandchildren, or Hazael's assassination
of his "boss" King Ben-Hadad. It is hypocrisy plain and simple sup-
ported by nonsensical myths under religious guise!

If the absurdities of La Cosa Nostra and its social counterpart, the
system of monarchy, are not yet apparent, here is an ideologiekritik
from the text of a scene in Monty Python and the Holy Grail. Arthur,
King of the Britons, is seeking information from two peasants as he
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attempts to recruit knights for his quest of the Holy Grail: "Come see
the violence inherent in the system!"

Dennis: What I object to is that you automatically treat me like an inferior.

Arthur: Well... I AM king.

Dennis: Oh, very nice. King, eh! I expect you've got a palace and fine
clothes and courtiers and plenty of food. And how'd you get all that? By
exploiting the workers! By hanging on to outdated imperialist dogma which
perpetuates the social and economic differences in our society! If there's
ever going to be any progress...

Old Woman appears

Old Woman: Dennis! There's some lovely filth down here. Seeing Arthur:
Oh! How'd you do?

Arthur: How'd you do, good lady? I am Arthur, King of the Britons. Can you
tell me who lives in that castle?

Old Woman: King of the WHO?

Arthur: The Britons.

Old Woman: Who are the Britons?

Arthur: All of us are ... we are all Britons... and I am your king.

Old Woman: Oooh, I didn't know we had a king. I thought we were an
autonomous collective.

Dennis: You're fooling yourself! We're living in a dictatorship—a self-
perpetuating autocracy in which the working class ...

Old Woman: There you are, bringing class into it again ...

Dennis: That's what it's all about... If only...

Arthur interrupting: Please, please good people. I am in haste. What knight
lives in that castle?

Old Woman: No one lives there.

Arthur: Well, who is your lord?

Old Woman: We don't have a lord.

Arthur: What?!

Dennis: I told you: we're an anarcho-syndicalist commune, we take it in
tums to act as a sort of executive officer for the week.

Arthur: Yes.
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Dennis;... iut all thgdeeiaions of that officer...

Arthur is getting more and more impatient.

Arthur: Yes, I gee.

Dennis; ... must be approved at a bi°wgekly meeting—by a simple majority
in the ease of purely internal affuira...

Arthur finally explodes.

Arthur; Be quigt!

Dennis;... -but a two4hirds mĉ oHty ...

Arthur becoming increasingly bollistie.

Arthur; Be quietl I order you to shut-up!

Old Woman; Order, eh - who does he think he is?

Arthur; I am your king!

Old Woman; Well, 1 didn't vote for you.

Arthur; You don't vote for kings!

Old Woman; Well, how did you become king, then?

Sacred music playing while Arthur looks into the sky with awe.

Arthur; The Lady of the Lake, her arm clad In the purest shimmering samite,
held Excallbur aloft from the bosom of the water to signliV by Divine Provi-
dence ... that I, Arthur, was to cany Excallbur... Psychologleally returning
back to earth ...That is why I am your king.

Old Woman; Is Frank in? He'd be able to deal with this one.

Dennlii Look, strange women lying on their backs in ponds handing out
awordy ... that's no basis for a system of government. Supreme executive
power derives from a mandate from the musses, not from aome furclcal
aquatic ceremony.

Back to being irritated.

Arthur; Be quiet!

Dennis: You can't expeet to wield Bupfeme exeeutive power Just "cause
some watery tart threw a sword ot you.

Arthur: Shut upi

Dttinls; 1 mean, if 1 went around staying 1 was an emperor beeauae some
molatened bint had lobbed a sclmitai" at me, people would put me awayl

Arthur grabs Dennis by thg cellar.
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Arthur; Shut up! Will y§u shut up?!

Dennis! Ah! New we see the vielenee inherent in the system.

Arthur; Shut up!

Other pesssnts start te appear and wsteh the seene,

Dennis (Calling to the peeple); Cerae see the vielence inherent in the system.
Help! I'm being repressed!

Arthur aware that peeple are eeming eut and watehing,

Arthur; gieedy peasant!

Dennis; Oh> did you hear that? What a give=away!

Arthur pushes Dennis inte the mud and prepares te ride eff.

Arthur; Geme en Patgy,

They ride eff,

Dennis; Did yeu see him repressing me, then? That's what I've been en

END OF SCINI

€§nelmion
Few weuld cite La Ceia Nestra as m example ef merality, And while
menarehy is perhaps even mere glamereus, it is mere er less the
same thing as erganiied erime, Beth are nething mere than gierifled
"thuggery" and "thievery", i.e.. "raeketeering" based en the use ef
indiseriminate vielenee against the weak, powerless er these with the
merals net te use vielenee,

Consequently the David steries represent aeute theologieal prob=
lems. For these so inelined, I leave the theelegieal implieatiens up te
yeur ewn imaginations,

Abstraet
Sehelars seareh fer analogies with whieh te better understand biblieal
tests, David has been eompared te the "outlaw", *'refligee", "vassal",
"renegade", "guerrilla", "bandit ehief, "ftigitlve" and "ftigitive here".
This artiele suggest that there are better eultural=seeial analogies, i,e,,
David as a "geodfella" while in exile frem Saul and in the land ef the
Philistines, and upen aeeession to the threne, "The Oedftther",

This artiele aise has, as a part ef its pu?f ese, the intent to unmask
seme ef the behavier ef David and ef menarehy for what they are; es=
sentially erganized erime maintained in large part by the use pf indis-
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criminate violence—supported by nonsensical myths and obvious hy-
pocrisy.

Cross-cultural comparisons are made throughout between the David
stories, gangster movies and systems of monarchy—especially the ad
hoc feudal type. Historical questions aside: The David stories can be
"cross-culturally" compared with gangster films as "art".




