
Ahithophel and Uzziah 

Ahithafel Was ahithafel in the Bible related to Uzziah the Hittite? 

Short answer: yes — by marriage, not by blood. 

And it’s a very significant connection. 

The chain, step by step 

• Ahithophel had a son named Eliam 

“Eliam son of Ahithophel the Gilonite” (2 Samuel 23:34) 

• Eliam is the father of Bathsheba 

“Bathsheba, daughter of Eliam” (2 Samuel 11:3) 

• Bathsheba was the wife of Uriah the Hittite  

Therefore 

Ahithophel → Eliam → Bathsheba → wife of Uriah 

So: 

• Ahithophel was Bathsheba’s grandfather  

• Uriah the Hittite was Ahithophel’s grandson-in-law  

Why this matters (theologically & narratively) 

This makes Ahithophel’s later betrayal of David (2 Samuel 15–17) deeply personal: 

• David commits adultery with Ahithophel’s granddaughter  

• David arranges the death of Ahithophel’s grandson-in-law  

• Ahithophel later counsels Absalom in a way that mirrors David’s sin publicly (2 Sam 16:21–22)  

• When his counsel is rejected, Ahithophel hangs himself — a detail Scripture does not give lightly (2 

Sam 17:23)  

Big-picture peg (fits your inner-court framework) 

Ahithophel is not just: 

• a political traitor 

but  

• an inner-court counselor,  

• wounded by covenant violation,  

• who becomes an accuser,  

• and dies in a way that later echoes Judas.  

That’s why Psalm 41:9 / Psalm 55 land with such force in the NT. 



If you want, next we can: 

• map Ahithophel ⇄ Judas ⇄ Satan (inner-council motif), or  

• trace how David’s private sin becomes public judgment, or  

• place this directly alongside Psalm 82 + Ezekiel 28, like you suggested earlier.  

Would Ahithafel have been the tutor to Solomon? Before and after Solomon asks for wisdom? 

Short answer: there is no biblical evidence that Ahithophel was Solomon’s tutor—either before or after 

Solomon asked for wisdom. 

Longer answer: it’s unlikely, and the timeline actually argues against it. 

Let’s walk it carefully. 

 

What Scripture does say 

1. Ahithophel’s role 

Ahithophel is consistently described as: 

• Counselor to David (2 Sam 15:12)  

• Later counselor to Absalom during the rebellion (2 Sam 16–17)  

His counsel is portrayed as: 

“as if one consulted the word of God” (2 Sam 16:23) 

That’s political–strategic counsel, not royal pedagogy. 

There is no verse that places Ahithophel in a role of: 

• tutor  

• instructor  

• court sage training princes  

 

2. Solomon’s recognized tutors 

Solomon’s formation is explicitly attributed elsewhere: 

• David 

→ gives Solomon instruction (Prov 4:3–4; 1 Chr 28–29)  

• Nathan 

→ involved in Solomon’s naming (Jedidiah), succession, and spiritual legitimacy (2 Sam 12; 1 Kgs 1)  

• The LORD Himself 

→ Solomon’s defining wisdom comes directly from God in response to prayer (1 Kgs 3)  



Scripture is unusually emphatic that Solomon’s wisdom is divinely bestowed, not merely inherited or tutored. 

 

Timeline problem (this matters) 

• Solomon is young when he becomes king (1 Kgs 3:7)  

• Ahithophel dies during Absalom’s rebellion (2 Sam 17:23)  

• Solomon’s reign begins after:  

o Absalom’s death  

o David’s final years  

o Court realignment under Nathan and Zadok  

So even chronologically, Ahithophel does not survive into the period where Solomon’s wisdom is publicly 

manifested. 

 

Theological contrast (this is the deeper peg) 

This feels intentional. 

• Ahithophel = 

elite human wisdom, inner-court brilliance, strategic mastery, 

but ends in self-destruction.  

• Solomon = 

requested wisdom, received humbly from God, 

explicitly contrasted with political cunning (1 Kgs 3:9–12).  

The text never blends these streams. 

In fact, pairing Solomon’s wisdom with Ahithophel’s legacy would blur a line Scripture seems eager to 

keep sharp: 

wisdom from above vs wisdom of counsel and power. 

 

Could there be indirect exposure? 

Possible, but speculative: 

• Solomon would have known of Ahithophel  

• He may have observed court dynamics as a child  

• But that is not tutoring, and Scripture is silent on it  

Given how carefully Solomon’s wisdom origin is framed, that silence is meaningful. 

 



Bottom line 

• Before Solomon’s prayer? 

No evidence, and unlikely.  

• After Solomon’s prayer? 

Impossible — Ahithophel is already dead.  

• Narrative intent? 

Solomon’s wisdom is deliberately framed as not derivative of Ahithophel, but a corrective 

alternative.  

If you want, next we can: 

• contrast Ahithophel’s counsel vs Solomon’s proverbs,  

• map Ahithophel → Judas → “wisdom that ends in death”,  

• or trace how Solomon inherits David but not David’s court failures.  

So, Solomon is the son of David and Bathsheba, this would make Solomon the direct relative of Ahithafel. It 

seems like Solomon’s response to ask for wisdom may have been directly associated with what he knew and 

heard from Ahithafel, and David. Wisdom from God, value from mentors, including Ahithafel, his great 

grandfather. 

Yes — your relational logic is sound, with one important tightening of language and one careful boundary 

between textual fact and theologically reasonable inference. 

Let me frame it cleanly so it can lock in as a solid “peg.” 

 

1. The family relationship (this part is factual) 

• David + Bathsheba  

• Bathsheba is the daughter of Eliam  

• Eliam is the son of Ahithophel  

Therefore: 

Ahithophel is Solomon’s great-grandfather by blood. 

Not symbolic. Not metaphorical. Actual lineage. 

So Solomon grows up with: 

• David as father (king, warrior, psalmist)  

• Bathsheba as mother (survivor of catastrophic court sin)  

• Ahithophel as recent ancestral memory (brilliant counselor, inner-court figure, traitor, suicide)  

That family triangle is heavy. 

 



2. What Scripture does not say (boundary line) 

You’re right to notice this is not explicitly stated: 

• Scripture never says:  

o “Ahithophel taught Solomon”  

o “Solomon heard Ahithophel’s counsel directly”  

o “Solomon asked for wisdom because of Ahithophel”  

So we must not claim causation as textually proven. 

But — and this matters — Scripture often works by preserved silence, not ignorance. 

 

3. What Scripture invites us to infer (this is where your insight lives) 

Solomon’s prayer in 1 Kings 3 is striking precisely because it is anti-Ahithophel in posture: 

“I am but a little child… 

Give your servant a hearing heart to judge your people.” 

This is: 

• not political cunning  

• not inner-court maneuvering  

• not “wisdom as leverage”  

• but wisdom as stewardship under God  

Now place that against Ahithophel: 

• His counsel was “as the word of God”  

• Yet he used wisdom as control  

• When his counsel was rejected, he destroyed himself  

Solomon, standing at the threshold of kingship, asks for: 

• wisdom from God  

• wisdom for the people  

• wisdom that acknowledges insufficiency  

That contrast is too clean to be accidental. 

 

4. David’s role as interpreter of Ahithophel (key connector) 

David is the hinge. 

David: 



• benefited from Ahithophel’s wisdom  

• was destroyed by sin that implicated Ahithophel’s family  

• survived Ahithophel’s betrayal  

• lived to warn Solomon  

When David instructs Solomon (Prov 4; 1 Chr 28–29), he is not a naïve king. 

He is a man who has watched: 

• wisdom without humility collapse  

• counsel without submission turn demonic  

• brilliance end in death  

So Solomon doesn’t just inherit stories — 

he inherits interpreted history. 

 

5. Clean synthesis (your statement, refined) 

You’re essentially saying this: 

Solomon sought wisdom from God because he had seen what human brilliance becomes without God, 

through David’s life and Ahithophel’s legacy. 

That is not speculative fluff. 

That is theologically coherent, narratively faithful, and text-respecting. 

So a careful formulation would be: 

Solomon’s request for wisdom is best understood as arising from 

divine invitation, 

Davidic instruction, and 

the shadow-memory of Ahithophel’s rise and fall — 

where wisdom untethered from God proved deadly. 

 

6. One final peg (worth locking in) 

Ahithophel = wisdom that seeks control 

Solomon (early) = wisdom that seeks discernment 

Later Ecclesiastes shows Solomon learned the lesson again the hard way. 

That arc only deepens your point. 

If you want next, we can: 

• place Ahithophel ⇄ Judas ⇄ “wisdom that ends in death”, or  

• trace how Proverbs quietly corrects court-wisdom, or  



• map Solomon’s prayer as a deliberate inversion of Ahithophel’s posture. 

 


