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Pirathon and Ophrah

Nadav Na "aman Te ] V1LıV

Piıratheon onl1y tw1ıce Testanment: (a) burial Dlace
Of J Oof Hillel(Judg 12:13-15) (b) V1

Of David's Otfficers (2Sam 23:30; ACHE Ü LTE 27:14).
early davs Of research Was identifl: with village OL Far“ata,
5 km. Of Samarıa Sebaste) LEASON for 10ca-
t1iıon 1S close SIML.  ity Of HOowever, closer examination
the da que: LS5 jJustified SUuggest such
1ocatıon for biblıical

First, aCccording Judg 12:195 1YTa) 1Located Zn (b’rs)
Of aım, hiıll COUNTIY Of Jlek1ıtes (bhr h°mlqy)"”. "The
f Ephraim” 1S identical Ephraim’s inheritance

along of Wadı Zarad) e ] -Makhneh
Wad:  e Tirzah (W. Sla viıllage Of Far cata LS 1ocated north-

FOTr the translation OF Zalis£im OE £1CG8ers.-., Se| N. NA 'AMAN, Lıst
Of David's Offıcers (SaliSım)" (1988) 71-79,
5ee for example: Pharchı archı p Caftor wa-pherach (ed H;
Berolıne 1852, 479; I7 Researches 1n Palestine and the
Jacen Reg1ıons, XLEE Boston 1850, 134; F.M.ABEL, Topographie des Cam-

PagNnes Machabeennes, (1925) 206, 10-11 .01 eographie de Pa-
lestine, ;& Paris 1938, 409 ; D Das RS P TT Ln den Jahren 1929
und 1930, (1931) 29-31; S SIMONS, The eographical and Topogra-
phical Texts Oof Old Testament, Leiden 1959, 601; MS AHARONLÄL, The Lanı
Of the Bible London 1967, A E For the analysıs Oof the Pirathon,
S: W. BORE! Die älten Ortsn:  en Palästinas 2nd ed 1iıldesheim 1968,
O 5 109 .
The identificatıon Wäa! questioned DV W. Bronze Age Mounds Oof
or  ern Palestine and the auran: the Spring Tr1ıp the Schoo l lın Jeru-
salem, 19 (19257 e Archaeological an Oopographical Explora-
tıons ın Palestine anı Syrıa, BASOR (1933) D KALLAL, Pirathon,
ncyclopaedia Bıblıca, V. Jerusalem LTE 21-23 ebrew) a SAFRAL,
Borders anı GOVe  185 ln re Israel Ln Mıshnaic and Talmudic Pe-

rıods, Tel Av1ıv 1980, 60-6 ebrew
N. NA ' AMAN, The Boundarvy between Ephraim an anasse an Oun:' Ephraim,
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wast Of this upho d dentificatıon I}  e 18 forced

(258) Of Ephraim 15 another designation Or hr)
Ephraim apparent y reached Wad:  a Tırzah

KAar‘ line”“. Q OE: Wwithout Sayıng this assumption LS not Suppor ted

Second , e of Far“ata L5 1ocated further noarth than all

11SE David’s 1Cers (2Sam 23:8-39 iIChr 11:11-41a)°.
COWN , Nahale 155 mentioned inmediately (2Sam 2330
1Chr 11 32) OT Khırbet (biblıcal Timnath-heres
C 24:30; Judg 2:9) , L1S S11 km. SCUth O Far°ata S 15 thus

clear Pirathon should sought £OTr erı Oof Ephraim,
pOSS. thoucgh necessarily Tar from Khirbet

Pharathon L1S ment.1ıoned the VT plLace: fortiflied

Bacchides B, 1Mac 9:5O:; 1 15) pla-
defended YrOAadSs leading erusalem from +he Jericho)

(Emmaus, Beth-horon) north 15 USU:
wiıth Khirbet (map reference 157) Tepho(n) 1S SCMEtIMES i1denti1-

fil  R with biblıcal Tappuah Sheikh Zarad) Y though this 15 1LE ans

certain”“. Pharathon northern s1te OT Farcata 1S OF

question. Thus, identifying 1ra with Farcata - 15 tTor-

disassociate AI fIrom acchıdes.

fortified Of welil SOU for f

1N: Borders _ and Districts ın 1CAa. Historiography, Jerusalem 1986,
45-58, WL earliıer Literature l1N Doe La Ka 1: Pa KALLAL, HKıstorıcal

eography Oof the Bible. The Tribal Terriıtorıes Of Israel, Jerusalem-Le1-
den 1986, 483-59 an Map
NA'AMAN, 1E 583-66
See the MapS p  e 1N: D The Milıtarvy Elite Kiıng Davıd,
1N: an and Israel. Historical ESSAaVYS, Jerusalem 1974, 203 ebrew)
M AHARONL, SA“ Atlas Oof the ıble, Jerusalem 1964, Q 4 Heb-
Cew) ; P, Samue l (AncB Garden CLEV) N. 1984, Map
; ELLLGER, Die dreißig Helden Davids, 31 (1935) 47-48.,. FOr the

PONYII G L1N Egyptian topographical IiSE;, S e M, GÖRG, Namenstudiıen
LL s Südpalästiniısche Ortsnamen, 1D (1980)
G MÖLLER (3 S1edlungen Palästinas ach Flavıus Josephus,
Wiesbaden 1976, 34-37, wıth earlier 11ıterature B KALLAL, The NOr  ern

Boundary udah, Jerusalem 1960, 95—-99 ebreWw) ; AFRAL (above, A Sh
60-62 ebrew).,.
MÖ  ‚ER und 1D wiıth earlier ıterature.
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Khirbet Cheikh Zarad recent.ly
might 10ocated Farkha (map TreferenCe 1641 1640) Y village S1-

tuated north OT arida, almost halfway Khirbe: Sheikh
Zarad village 15 S1ıtuated high HT place controls

+ra«  Q, CLOSSSS the deep Khirbet the
ron-Jerusalem wıth leading £from Jerusalem.
Sherds Of periocds f1rom Ir vzan period collec-

at the sıte, INC. POTtTtEerYy Oof Hellenistic pericod Lingui
ST affinity OF c  S Farkha (a 108

t-of feminine) selifr evıdent. locaticn site, stra-

CeG1LC pOs1t.ion along the Lin OT Wadı 1da, the Cr alıLCc eVv1idence and
preservatıon Oof the ancıen: data 1Ca-
t1on OtT Farkha wıth fartress f E  A es

wıth Jonathan the
S1te OT Farkha sSIML FT  gr welil wiıth aval. Of

ırathnon. 18 1Located wıthın inheritance 15 Stated

Judg close O_ Khirbet of which was born Hiddai/
Of Nahale who ment1ıoned ‚ONIS. Of 1ra

the 11St Of David's officers.
further NO burial places Of ancestors 1Located SOU-

thern part of the hill caumtry of Ephraim are quite camon in biblical tra-
C T1n FOor exanp Le Bethel 35 Joshua Timnath-heres
Josh 24 Judg 9) : Eleazar Of Aaron OT

hHh1Ss Son” Josh 24 $ (L 28) ; Samue l 1Sam 25 1 15

reasonable to assıme that  tombs were sources far many of the sto-
r1lıes Tthat Old Testanment must originated from
le who 1ivıng ea Of bur ı.  D, places Judg

13-15 11ikew1ise TEMEMDET of the legends told
his lrathon, he thus 1NC. within the 13st

OT "ninoar Judges the of Judges
OF 1ra lLocated h°m1qy (Judg 2 15) The S1' Oof

Far.  1s loca  ın the  e of the hill camtıy of Ephr.:  ı CE  13 km

‚AFRAI above, I, 61 62
+ FI.  IN); The Archaeology Israelite Settlement, Jerusalem

1988 167 68
1R N LEMCHE The Judges nCce More, (1983) 54-55
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west Of Shilcoh, the most ımpor tant SsSanctuary Oof Ephraim
period. Varıocus thear1ies Oof scholars considerable Amalekıte

GLI OQOUP R for long +he Of h°mLqy (”mount Of the ek1ı-
tes") NEe.: ırathon, CaMmpalıgn against 1Sam
14:48; 19} conducted thiıs opinion, untenable *.
Amalekite group may well have camped ar lived near Pirathon at some time,

wWwas subsequent. 1y callı th1ıs Ggr OUP (compare Judg 4:11,
6:33; .. 1 83:18). TemaAar'!  ‚ lLe Of central A
rıtance well rOoOUused the imagination whOo ;

the logy Of Judg 3:14-1/7, eMnphasizing
Ephraim’'s LOO “a Amalek" (v 14) existence Of such

e basıs £fOr ypothesis Amalekıiıte IIOUP lıved,
uptothetimeof5aul,inthecentrebfl*bmtEphra.im‚notfarawayfrcm
Shilon, hardly tfar fetched diametricallv
S1.te the 1Sam 1 accord1ing Anmnelekite

conducted noarthward, V of ırathon.

1
The disassociation Of 1ıra from S1te O FarCata well
for entificatıion Of hrah/Ophrath, village OT G1ldeon

Ug Varıocus suggestions Of locatıng either at sSsa-

allthe ezree. Valley  16 northern Sharon

13 H; O]  7 Stammesspruc und Geschichte 95) , Berlin 1965, 45-46;
H; 7 Deborah Jud 14), Amaleq et. Mäkir, (1974) 35-38;
D, EDELMAN, Saul’'s Battle agaınst aleqg 1Sam B5 SOT (1986) , 71-
84,. See lso K BERNHARDT, Das Problem der Ltorıentalıschen Ön1gs-
i1deologie Alten Testament (S  S Leıden 1961, 50-51, Ia D
SOGGIN, Amalek und Ephraim, Rıchter W5 W DPV (1982) 59-60.

14 This explanation TOr the depiction Oof Ephralim Ll1S partıcularıly ppealing
©r the “"eulogy  k 3S 1n realıty subtle satıre Of the northern trıbes, 15

Wäa!:  N suggested A CAQUOT , Les trıbus d’Israel ans le Cantique de De-
bora (Juges C emıtıca (1986) 47-10.

15 Hu ABEL, CAfrabalä-Forbelet et 1’'°Ophra de Gedeon, ÖS E, (1937) 31
1:3 eographie OVe, H 6! 2-03; AHARON L (above, 3S

40-41, S
16 da Ophrah, Encyclopaedia Biıblıca, Jerusalem 1971 , 4—-2)

ebrew) &A above, I8 D] and OtTe O02
W.7 T’he ıte Of Tırzah and the Topography Of estern Manasse
POS S (1931) /7-50; Pa GAL, The Settlement f Issachar: Ome New Ob-
servatıons, Tel AV1ıV (1982) 82-83.
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untenable because Of the1ır great dıstance from OL Abiezer,
where Gideon’'s clan Lived. The KeV Fr latter +he EaMar ıa OÖOstraca

early 931 discussed ALBRICGHT

S1te Ot Ophrah  18 Abiezerite vıllages that ment.1ioned
the OStraca identifiable: E Imatan tn) wıth4 Tawıl (tw1l) with
T1 Beerayım (b’rym) wıth . Noteworthy also is  the sea'
OT Abimelech, :ideon's heir;, Was (Judg 9:41)
rulÄ eity OT Shechem hroug] hHh1Ss official (Juo 9:28, 3 41)

sSitbuatıon ref lected 1S typical of re. Of

ma7jor cC1L1ty that 1Ss 10ocated 1tSs territary lLeader Of
within An1ıs clan, Of his er‘  D,

indirectlyv Superv1ısed the CGEv, wOould restrain 1ts ı'L
t1ıon fOor inde)  enCce Abimelech's Seat, 15 unanimocus 1y
ıdent.1ıified wıth Khirbet e1l1- Urmeh, S11 km. SCuth-east Of Shechem,

The distrıct OL Abiezer —Ir pPOttervy uncovered
Of Shechem, Khiırbet el-

CUrmeh in the east
H. recent. 1y Sugges ıden‘ Ophr. Khirbet Canfar (map

reference 147375 17007 km. SCUuth-wes Of 1S, however,
vet archaeological proof far proposal. preferable i1denti-

Iy Ophrah/Oohrath wıth the vıllage Of Farcata S Yon Age POttery Wa 1 iected
22CN TAS SIr y OUG! eXtens1ıve SULVEYV OT place 15 vet des1-

particularly S1NCe +he Old S1te 1S vil-

lage 1S alwayvs fr areal VS . Oof Ophrah/
Ophratha ment1ioned Several Samaritan SOUCCES, 1ts place
clearly S11 the ea OI Shechem 1S Samarıtan

18 Gl  4 £ED16:; 0-51.
19 FOr the identification, S @\ ALBRIGHT, DId..; D LEMAIRE, Inscriptions

hebraiques, DE Les Ostraca, Parıs ELE 56-59, 65.
FOor the SULVEV n Khırbet el-CUrmeh, S& e A KALLAL, The Land f Benjamiın
anı Ephraim, ın M. OCHAVI (ed.) , Judaea, Samarıa and the Golan,
Archaeological Survey 7-19 Jerusalem DE 168, 3 FINKELSTEIN
above, D L 149; K, '’AROS and B, E Studien ZuUFrr Sichem ATea

(OBO 11a Freiburg un Göttingen I
2 H. ‚SHEL, The Possible Location Of Ophra, "L'O) Of Giıdeon, Cathedra EF

(1982) 38 ebrew) .
RD KALLAI (above, IT 2075 I5 7% 2
23 DA ERLICH, Further Evıdence OT the Possible Location OT Ophra, 'OWnNn

Of Gideon, at Khırbet CAufar, Cathedra (1983) 15 ebrew).



0 5 15 explicitly stated "Ophratha (°*prth) 15 todayv
Ophratha (°prth) S Z 1sS thus clear 11ca. Ophr. identified

Samarıtans with pLace E  B Ophratha, identifıcatıon would

the interchange Of Ophr. Ophratha/Kiriath Ophratha
Samar itan Oonıcle the Samarıtan Sepher Jehoshua

Ophratha Was Sti1il earlyv Islamıc period, when +he

written. en’ metathesized (°prth pr°th) apparent Ly
order subst.ıtute Of identification with the

VL Oof FarCata, Was zarı  e , early Isliamic

Medieval periods 15 self evıden'
conclude FarCata essential CN the iden-

1Ca! biblıcal Ophrah/Ophrath“ . 15 also clear a e not

identified S1NCe arly davs OF research with ırathon, +hus

having been marked by a certain name, it would have been identified l1ong adO

wıth Gideon's viıllage. Mistaken Old identificatıons SEr 1AU1S obstacle

OT biblıcal research. them well help clarify
Varıcus 'ap!  Ca. problems TEMALN SO lved

tudies

B CROWN , CI tical Re-Evaluation Of the Samarıtan epher-Jehoshua,
(PhD Thesis), Sıdnev 1966, 83

25 s Samarıtan Topography, PEQ (1876) 190, 6-97; Mn ADLER and
M. Une nouvelle chronique Samaritaine, arlıs 1903, 22 and TE

4, 73 an e CROWN , ibid, (above, T DEn 354
KALLAI above, I 203: 167 2
The identificatıon Far“ata wıtn biblical Ophrah has already een Suqg-

gested DV CONDER and a EBe6 basıs Ot the description L1N Judg 6—9
and the Samarıtan chronıcles. See D and H. KITCHENER, The

SUrVeYy Of Western Palestine - MemO1lirs OT the Topography, Orography, Hydro-
graphy and Archaeology, i London 1882, 263


