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This article deals with the settlement history of Tell el-Ful from the Iron Age until the Hellenistic period. 
The author rejects past theories that a great fortress was built at the site in the Iron I period and that the 
settlement was protected by a casemate wall in the Iron IIC. He also rejects the identification of Tell el-Ful 
as biblical Gibeah/Gibeah of Saul. The author proposes that the tower excavated by Albright and Lapp was 
first constructed in the Iron IIC as an Assyrian watchtower commanding the northern approach to Jerusalem, 
and that it was one link in a system of such forts around the capital of Judah. The author maintains that 
the building served as a Hellenistic fort in a later phase and suggests the possibility, however speculative, of 
identifying Tell el-Ful with Pharathon, mentioned as one of the forts constructed by Bacchides in Judea in 
the early 2nd century BCE, and with Perath/Parah of late-monarchic times. 
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1. introduction

Since the early days of archaeological research in Palestine, Tell el-Ful has played a central 
role in shaping what we know about the material culture of the Iron Age in the highlands 
and in reconstructing the history of ancient Israel. The two first seasons of excavations at 
the site were conducted by Albright in 1922 and 1933 (Albright 1924, 1933; Sinclair 1960), 
while the third season was carried out by Paul Lapp in 1964 (1965; N. Lapp 1981).1 Both 
the nature of the site and the archaeological method used at the time of the excavation 
prevented the excavators from obtaining clear results, and their theological orientations 
led them to overstated interpretation of the finds. In what follows I wish to present a new 
reconstruction of the history of Tell el-Ful and to replace their widely accepted identification 
of the site as biblical Gibeah/Gibeah of Saul with a new one.

2. the original interpretation of the excavation results

The main elements discussed in the past in relation to the excavation at Tell el-Ful were: 

$ A large rectangular or square stone-built fortress surrounded by a casemate wall or 
a single wall, with square towers in the four corners (summary in Graham 1981a, 
1981b).

$ A small square elevated tower with sloping stone revetments in the southwest sector 
of the site, which, in its early phase, made one corner of the large fortress mentioned 
above (ibid.).

$ A settlement with remains of houses, cisterns, rock-cut installations (described in the 
reports as ‘silos’) and what was described in the last report (N. Lapp 1981; also 1976) 
as a casemate wall. The remains can be divided into two — a group in the west, to 
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the north of the tower, and a group of remains in the east (plan in N. Lapp 1981, 
Plan 1).

Albright described the history of the site, which he identified with biblical Gibeah (1924, 
28–43), as a sequence of four fortresses that covered most of the Iron Age through to the 
Hellenistic period: he dated Fortress I between the late 13th and the late 12th century BCE 
and reconstructed it as a rectangular fortress with a casemate wall and square corner towers 
(Albright 1933, 7). According to Albright, this fortress came to an end in a fire (1924, 7), which 
he associated with the episode described in Judges 20 (1924, 45–50; 1933, 7). Albright dated 
Fortress II — the continuation of the same structure — to between ca. 1030 and the 10th 
century BCE. He identified this fortress as the residency of King Saul and argued that it 
continued to serve in the time of the United Monarchy. Albright divided Fortress III, the 
tower only, with its stone revetment/glacis, which he described as a watchtower/migdal — 
into two phases: IIIA of the 9th century and IIIB of the 8th century — until its destruction 
by conflagration in the course of the Syro-Ephraimite War (Albright 1924, 20, 23, 53). 
Settlement at the site continued in the 7th century and later, until the construction of 
Fortress IV in the days of Judas Maccabeus (ibid. 1924, 54) on the remains of the Fortress 
III tower. The walls of the tower were preserved to three metres (ibid., 9; see pictures in 
Sinclair 1960, Pls. 2–10); Sinclair (1960, 27) describes Fortress III as standing on a four-metre 
high foundation. 

The results as presented following the 1933 season were accepted by Paul and Nancy 
Lapp, with some alterations in the chronology, as indicated in Table 1. 

Both Sinclair and N. Lapp introduced a pre-fortress phase to the sequence (which was 
destroyed, according to Graham (1981a, 6), in connection with the episode of Gibeah 
described in Judges 20). Sinclair (1960, 14) relates to the destruction by fire of Fortress I — 
the residence of Saul. Except for the dating of the different phases, the two reports differ in 
that N. Lapp proposed a longer gap of occupation between Fortress II and Fortress III and 
a shorter time span for Period IV. 

The results of the 1964 season brought about two additional, major changes in the 
reconstruction of the archaeology and history of Tell el-Ful:

1. The discovery of Wall S in the western sector of the site, north of the tower 
(P. Lapp 1965, 4), led Graham (1981b) to suggest that the fortress of Period II was 
larger than that proposed by Albright, and that it was protected by a single wall 
rather than a casemate system (see also P. Lapp 1965).

Table 1. History of Tell el-Ful from the Iron Age to the Hellenistic period according to the results 
of the 1933 and 1964 campaigns 

The 1933 campaign The 1964 campaign

‘Period’ Fortress Date (BCE) ‘Period’ Fortress Date (BCE)

I Pre-fortress Ended ca. 1100 I Pre-fortress 1200–1150
II Fortress I 1020–1000 II Fortresses I–II 1025–950

Fortress II 1000–990
III Fortress IIIA 8th century III Fortress IIIA 650–587

Fortress IIIB 7th century to 597 Fortress IIIB 587–538
IV Fortress IV 4th century to ca. 200 IV Phases C–A 175–63

Note: based on Sinclair (1960, 7) and N. Lapp (1981, xvii; 1993).
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2. N. Lapp (1981, Plan 14, 40–41, 54–55; 1976) proposed that the Iron IIC settlement 
(Period III) was protected by a casemate wall; no evidence for a widespread destruc-
tion of this settlement has been observed (N. Lapp 1981, 39). The rooms of this 
settlement (including the ‘casemate wall’) were reused in the Hellenistic period.

It is noteworthy that the upper parts of the tower were removed during the first 
campaigns at the site (N. Lapp. 1981, 65), and hence could not be checked in the 1964 
season.

3. the conventional identification of tell el-ful

Several major studies have been devoted to the problem of identifying Gibeah/Gibeah of 
Saul (Albright 1924, 28–43; Demsky 1973; Miller 1975; Arnold 1990; Schniedewind 2006). 
The problem is the appearance in the same region of the place-names Geba and Gibeah (as 
well as Gibeon), which derive from the same root — hill (not to mention the longer forms 
Gibeath Elohim, Gibeah of Saul, Gibeah of Benjamin). How many sites do they represent 
and where should they be located (to say nothing of the confusion regarding Saul’s 
hometown (Schniedewind 2006, 713))? Gibeon is securely identified at el-Jib, while Geba 
near Michmash, probably Geba of Benjamin, is securely identified at Jaba near Mukhmas 
(for the site, see Dinur and Feig 1993, 177–179). 

Albright identified Gibeah/Gibeah of Saul at Tell el-Ful (1924, 28–43, following 
Robinson 1856, 155), an identification that has been accepted by many scholars (recently 
Schniedewind 2006). Miller (1975) and Arnold (1990, 54–60) proposed identifying Gibeah at 
Jaba = Geba. The past studies mentioned above dealt with all possibilities and in fact reached 
an impasse. There is no need to repeat all arguments here; suffice it to mention the main 
reasons for supporting the identification of Gibeah at Tell el-Ful, rather than at Jaba = 
Geba:

A. The names of both Geba and Gibeah appear in Isaiah’s description of a military 
campaign conducted against Jerusalem from the north (Isa 10, 28–32). One can read 
the passage as naming towns in the following order (only well-identified places are 
listed here): Michmash, Geba, Ramah, Gibeah of Saul, Anathoth (Albright 1924, 
43). In other words, Isaiah seems to mention Gibeah independently of Geba.

B. Josephus (Wars 5, 2, 1) says that on the way from Samaria via Gophna to Jerusalem 
(that is, marching along the main highway of the highlands), Titus camped in a 
place called the Valley of Thorns, located near the village of Gabath Saulis, 30 
stadia north of Jerusalem; yet, Jaba = Geba is located a few kilometres east of the 
main highway.

4. problems related to the nature of the site and its excavation

At the outset, let me state that Tell el-Ful is not a mound in the commonly accepted sense 
of the word; that is, it is not a stratified hill with remains representing long periods of activ-
ity. The site received its name because of its shape — a high, commanding, terraced hill 
(see, e.g., before the area was built over (Sinclair 1960, Pl. 1)), but this is a result of the nature 
of the geological formation, not thick accumulation of remains. Tell el-Ful is also relatively 
small: the excavated remains, which cover the summit and its upper eastern slope, extend 
over an area of ca. 80 × 60 m, that is, ca. 4 dunams. Assuming that in antiquity the maxi-
mal density was 20 people per dunam (e.g. Finkelstein 1990a), this translates into a settlement 
of ca. 80 people. In comparison, Gibeon covered an area of ca. 60 dunams and the size of 
the ancient site under the village of Jaba is estimated at ca. 20 dunams (Feldstein et al. 1993, 
177; the ancient sites at Ramah and Mukhmas are estimated to cover ca. 30 and 40 dunams 
(ibid., 168 and 185, respectively)). 
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As for the remains, the following difficulties are apparent:

1. The accumulation in the settlement (to differ from the tower) is minimal, reaching 
in some places less than one metre (see sections in N. Lapp 1981, Plans 5, 6, 8). 

2. Though there is evidence for at least three major periods of habitation — in the 
Iron I, late Iron II, and the Hellenistic periods — no real stratigraphy can be 
distinguished anywhere at the site. This is so probably because bedrock was always 
at reach and most walls were established directly on it, removing older remains. 
Only in a few places, mainly in the western ‘casemates’, Hellenistic floors were 
reported to have been found over late Iron II ones (e.g. N. Lapp 1981, 69). But even 
at this spot there are no two superimposed floors with assemblages of finds.

3. This situation is well demonstrated by the fact that almost no complete vessels — 
especially not from the Iron I and the late Iron II, but even from the Hellenistic 
period — were found in the habitation areas. This is in contrast to the many late 
Iron II and Hellenistic vessels that were retrieved from cisterns and depressions cut 
in the rock (described as ‘silos’). The Hellenistic vessels found in the latter indicate 
that bedrock was close to the habitation floors even in a relatively late phase in the 
history of the site (this observation is based on N. Lapp (1981); Albright (1924) and 
Sinclair (1960) do not provide information regarding the origin of the few complete 
vessels from the first two campaigns).

4. This is also well demonstrated by the sherd collection retrieved in the second 
season in the houses on the east. Five of the rooms there yielded sherds from 
several periods. For example: 

 $  Room 1: Iron I cooking pot (Sinclair 1960, Pl. 21: 16); late Iron II bowl (ibid., 
Pl. 22: 14); Hellenistic storage jars/jugs (ibid., Pl. 24: 7, 23 and 25: 2, 18).

 $  Room 9: Iron I pithos (Sinclair 1960, Pl. 20: 11) and cooking pots (ibid., 
Pl. 21: 17–18); Hellenistic jar/jug (ibid., Pl. 24: 20).

 $  Room 10: Iron I pithos (Sinclair 1960, Pl. 20: 13); late Iron II bowls (ibid., 
Pl. 22: 4–5, 7, 9, 18–19) and Hellenistic jar/jug (ibid., Pl. 25: 20).

5. It is especially noteworthy that no clear floors, in the sense of surface with finds, 
were detected in the entire three metres of accumulation in the southwestern tower. 
Hence the ‘stratigraphy’ in the tower, that is, the notion of a series of fortresses 
constructed one on top of the other, was established mainly according to the 
excavators’ interpretation of the relationship between walls and style of construc-
tion.

In addition to these difficulties, one cannot avoid mentioning the strong theological 
inclination of both Albright and P. Lapp, which dictated their interpretation of the finds. 
This is especially clear in their highly literal reading of the biblical episode at Gibeah in 
Judges 20 and days of King Saul in 1 Samuel as providing accurate historical descriptions 
of events that took place in the 12th and 11th centuries BCE. 

5. a new history for tell el-ful

The Iron I period

The reconstruction of Iron I fortresses I and II at Tell el-Ful is a mirage that resulted from 
the excavators’ interpretations of the biblical material, not from archaeology. The only 
actual remains of these fortresses are the walls in the tower interpreted by Albright and 
P. Lapp as belonging to the Iron I period. The pottery sherds associated with these walls 
originated from the fill/podium laid during the construction of the tower in a later period. 
Not a single floor that can be associated with the Iron I period was found in the tower and 
not a single complete Iron I vessel was retrieved from the fill. Wall S, which served P. Lapp 
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(1965, 4) and Graham (1981b) for maintaining Albright’s theory in a somewhat different 
guise, is a two-metre long wall, which is impossible to date, and which runs neither in the 
orientation nor the line of the supposed western wall of the fortress (see Graham 1981b, 
Fig. 14; N. Lapp 1981, Plan 1). Finally, according to both Albright and Graham, the (theo-
retically reconstructed) eastern sector of the fortress stood on a terrace two metres lower 
than its western sector (see topographical plan in N. Lapp 1981, Plan 4). This is impossible 
without laying a major fill and such a fill does not exist at the site. In short, since 90 per 
cent of a building cannot evaporate without leaving any trace, we must conclude that there 
never was a large Iron I fortress at Tell el-Ful. Saul’s headquarters is gone.

The Iron I period is represented by sherds from the debris under the tower and the 
fill in the tower (see below), as well as sherds retrieved from the eastern sector of the site 
(some of the material in Albright (1924, Pls. XXV and XXVIII) and Sinclair (1960, Pls. 
20–21; N. Lapp 1981, Pls. 47–48)). No building remains in the residential part of the site can 
securely be associated with this period; in fact, I doubt if a single wall at the site can 
securely be dated to the Iron I period. It seems that, with the possible exception of installa-
tions cut into bedrock, most if not all remains had been eradicated by later construction 
activities in the Iron IIC and the Hellenistic period. This is also the reason for the lack 
of complete vessels (to differ from nearby et-Tell and Khirbet Dawwara, which were not 
inhabited in later periods and, though not destroyed by fire, did produce some complete 
vessels (Finkelstein 2007, 1990b, respectively)). It is difficult to estimate the size of the original 
settlement but, judging from the limited quantity of pottery, it seems to have covered less 
than the overall four dunams of the site. 

The timeframe of this early settlement seems to cover the Iron I and at least part of the 
Iron IIA period. The early stages of the Iron I period are represented by the large number 
of sherds of cooking pots with an everted rim. Whether habitation commenced during the 
12th century or ca. 1100 BCE is impossible to say. Several types found in relation to the 
material in the fill of the tower and elsewhere seem to indicate that the Iron I settlement 
continued uninterrupted into the Iron IIA period. I refer to hand-burnished sherds (Albright 
1924, 11–12, Pl. XXX: 19; Sinclair 1960, 18, Pl. 16a: 3; N. Lapp 1981, 81), two bowls with 
bar handles (Albright 1924, 14, Pl. XXX: 15–16; same in Sinclair 1960, 21, Pl. 15b: 6–7); 
several fragments of black juglets (Albright 1924, 14), as well as an intact specimen (ibid.; 
Sinclair 1960, 22), and a round cooking-jug (N. Lapp 1981, Pl. 78: 2).2 

Albright (1924, 7–8; Pl. XXIVa) and Sinclair (1960, 10–11, 28; also section in Graham 
1981a, Fig. 9) cited evidence from the tower for the destruction of the first settlement by fire. 
Since this ash line was found in a fill rather than in in-situ habitation debris, it cannot be 
considered as conclusive evidence. No such evidence was found in any other place at the 
site. Therefore, as long as no destruction layer associated with an Iron I building or floor 
is found, one should assume that the settlement was abandoned rather than violently 
destroyed.

The history of the early settlement at Tell le-Ful seems to be similar to that of Khirbet 
Raddana and et-Tell (‘Ai’) located ca. 10 km further to the north (Finkelstein 2007) and 
Khirbet el-Dawwara located ca. 7 km to the northeast (Finkelstein 1990b; Finkelstein and 
Piasetzky 2006), and possibly also Gibeon (see Finkelstein 2002). These had been Iron I 
settlements, which continued uninterrupted into the early phase of the Iron IIA period and 
were then abandoned (in the late 10th century or ca. 900 BCE according to recent radio-
carbon studies (Finkelstein and Piasetzky 2010a, 2010b). This phenomenon of abandonment 
goes against most Iron I sites in the highlands, which continued to be inhabited until at least 
the Iron IIB period. In previous work, I suggested interpreting the desertion of Iron I–early 
Iron IIA sites in the land of Benjamin as a (delayed?) result of the campaign of Sheshonq I 
in the area of Gibeon-Zemaraim (Finkelstein 2002, 2007). The several Iron IIA vessels/
sherds found at Tell el-Ful cannot be of assistance in determining when exactly during this 
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period the site was abandoned, but the similarity to other sites in the region may hint at a 
desertion during the early phase of the period. In terms of absolute chronology, all this 
means that the early settlement covers the time span of ca. 1100–900 BCE.

Following this abandonment, Tell el-Ful was deserted for about two and a half 
centuries.

The Iron IIC period

This period of activity at Tell el-Ful is represented in both the settlement and the tower. 
Though most of the buildings, in both the west and the east, seem to date to the 

Hellenistic period, in some places Hellenistic dwelling units may have had an Iron IIC phase 
beneath their floor (N. Lapp 1981, 69), and in one place the excavators describe a late Iron 
II building (ibid., 41–43). 

N. Lapp interpreted some of the remains as evidence for the existence of a casemate 
wall (1976; 1981, 40–41, 54–55). There is no such evidence. The section of the ‘casemate wall’ 
in the west (see N. Lapp 1981, Plan 1) does not have the typical shape and measurements of 
Iron IIB casemate walls (also N. Lapp 1976). Especially noteworthy is the too-thin outer wall. 
It is not clear if the ‘casemates’ in the western sector mark the outer line of the Iron IIC 
settlement (see N. Lapp 1981, 44; there is no reason to see the remains as belonging to 
Period IIIB rather than IIIA). In the east, the supposed inner wall of the ‘casemates’ is much 
thicker than the outer wall — against the common construction method of casemate walls. 
The evidence for ‘casemates’ there is slim and the walls of at least one of them (EC3) con-
tinue toward the slope beyond the supposed line of the outer wall. The elements identified 
by N. Lapp as belonging to an Iron IIC casemate wall should therefore be seen as belonging 
to the houses of the settlement — built in the late Iron II or the Hellenistic period.3 

The settlement dates to the late Iron II period. Most of the pottery belongs to the Iron 
IIC period, in the late 7th and early 6th centuries BCE; see, e.g., wheel-burnished bowls 
with a folded rim (Sinclair 1960, Pl. 22), holemouth jars with flat rims (ibid., Pl. 23; N. Lapp 
1981, Pl. 49), cooking pots with ridged neck (ibid., Pl. 67), cooking pots with everted, grooved 
rim (ibid., Pl. 68), and high-base lamps (ibid., Pl. 71). Tell el-Ful also produced five con centric 
impressions and four rosette impressions (Sinclair 1960, Pl. 16b; N. Lapp 1981, Pls. 28–29), 
which belong to the Iron IIC period (Cahill 1995; Koch and Lipschits 2010). Fourteen LMLK 
seal impressions were found at Tell el-Ful (Albright 1924, Pl. XXX: 14b; Sinclair 1960, 
Pl. 16b; N. Lapp 1981, Pls. 28–29); those which can be identified belong to types dated by 
Lipschits et al. (2010) to the first half of the 7th century BCE (Lipschits et al. 2011).

At the same time, contra to the dating of Sinclair and N. Lapp, several forms of 
the Iron IIB period also appear at Tell el-Ful: cooking pots with ridged rim (Sinclair 1960, 
Pl. 23: 1; N. Lapp 1981, Pl. 67: 1–7), closed respectively cooking pots with high ridged necks 
(N. Lapp 1981, Pl. 67: 14–15), holemouth jars with rims ridged on their upper part (ibid., 
Pl. 49: 3–4), and large holemouth pithoi of the ‘Ajrud type’ (ibid., Pl. 49: 18–19, 26, etc.). 
Yet, the early types of the LMLK seal impressions and private impressions on LMLK jar 
handles, which date to the late 8th century (Lipschits et al. 2010) have not been found thus 
far, and the quantity of what may be regarded as Iron IIB pottery is limited. How do we 
explain these seemingly contradictory pieces of information?

The pottery of Judah in the late Iron IIB and late Iron IIC periods is characterized by 
the assemblages of Levels III and II at Lachish (Zimhoni 2004), the former destroyed in 
701 BCE and the latter in 587 BCE. Most of what we know about the Iron IIB period comes 
from the lowlands, where cities were destroyed in the course of Sennacherib’s campaign and 
did not recover for a while thereafter. But in the highlands sites continued to be inhabited 
and the typical ‘Lachish III’ assemblage could have continued into the first half of the 7th 
century BCE. In other words, with no destruction layer between ca. 700 and ca. 600 BCE, 
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we do not know when the transition between the Lachish III and Lachish II forms took place 
(Finkelstein 1994). 

Taking all this into consideration, I would suggest dating the beginning of late Iron II 
activity at Tell el-Ful to the first half (possibly the beginning) of the 7th century BCE. The 
settlement could have been founded as a result of the dramatic growth in the population of 
Judah following the fall of the Northern Kingdom in 720 BCE, or by refugees from the 
Shephelah following the devastation inflicted on this part of the kingdom by Sennacherib 
in 701 BCE.

No evidence for destruction by fire was found in the remains of this settlement (N. Lapp 
1981, 39); it was not sufficiently important to be destroyed and it is located in an area that 
was not devastated by the Babylonians (Lipschits 2005, 237–249).

All three Tell el-Ful reports speak about an Iron II phase (in fact two phases) in the 
tower. This assertion, too, is not based on the existence of floors, neither inside the structure, 
nor outside and related to it. Rather, as in the case of the Iron I fortress, it rests mainly on 
observations regarding connection between walls and style of construction. Still, the follow-
ing considerations support the notion that the first phase in the construction of the tower 
indeed dates to the late Iron II:

1. Albright (1924, 8–9, Figs. 13–14) describes a ‘staircase’ inside the tower.
2. In one place, there seems to be a doorway between two units (Sinclair 1960, 

Pl. 6b). 
3. In some places, blockage of openings can be seen in the pictures (e.g. Sinclair 1960, 

Pl. 4b). The ‘staircase’, doorway and blockage of openings mentioned in Points 1–3 
were all buried in a fill which seems to have supported the Hellenistic floor of the 
tower (below).

4. The apertures in the walls (e.g. Albright 1924, Fig. 10, 12, Pl. XXIVa; Graham 
1981a, 9, Figs. 6, 9) hint that, at a certain point, beams may have supported a floor 
(or a roof of a basement?) inside the tower.

5. It seems that the lower part of the fill inside the tower included Iron I but no Iron 
II sherds. Had the tower been constructed in the Hellenistic period, one would have 
expected some Iron IIC sherds to be found there.

But the most important clue for the construction of the first tower in the Iron IIC 
period comes from the revetment — a feature (usually a combination of a podium/platform 
supported by a revetment) typical of Assyrian military and administrative buildings in the 
region made of both stones and bricks depending on the availability of construction mate-
rial. It can be found at Tell Qudadi at the mouth of the Yarkon River (Fantalkin and Tal 
2009, 194, n. 19), Tell Abu Salima in northeast Sinai (Reich 1984, 34), Blahiya near Gaza 
(Humbert and Sadeq 2000, 106, 113), the Tell el-Kheleifeh Fort at the head of the Gulf of 
Aqaba (Pratico 1993, 23–24, 27), and the Assyrian palaces at Megiddo (Lamon and Shipton 
1939, 69–71, Figs. 81, 89).4 A typical feature of these revetments, similar to the one at Tell 
el-Ful, is their steep angle (calculated to be 74° at Tell el-Kheleifeh; Pratico 1993, 24).

The structure could have been built by the Assyrians as a watchtower overlooking the 
northern approach to Jerusalem. Several years ago, Na’aman (2001) suggested identifying 
Stratum VB at Ramat Rahel as an Assyrian administration centre and argued that the 
Assyrians established such centres not only in their directly-ruled provinces, but also in their 
vassal kingdoms. Ramat Rahel and Tell el-Ful are both located on commanding hills, at an 
equal distance (ca. 5 km as the crow flies) from the heart of Iron Age Jerusalem. A third site 
that may be connected to this possible Assyrian control-system around the capital of Judah 
is Nebi Samwil, located on a commanding hill 8 km northwest of biblical Jerusalem. Though 
no architectural remains from the Iron Age survived, pottery sherds in later context testify 
that the site was founded in the late 8th century BCE (Magen 2008). With all due caution, 
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I suggest that the Assyrians established a system of two or three forts and administrative 
centres on commanding hills around Jerusalem. Their aim was probably to prevent a 
Judahite uprising, especially following the events of 701 BCE. Tell el-Ful guarded the north-
ern approach to Jerusalem; Ramat Rahel was located along the southern approach to the 
capital and a possible command centre at Nebi Samuel was located along the Beth-
horon–Gibeon–Jerusalem road. The three, located on commanding hills around Jerusalem, 
could have provided the Assyrian administration with a perfect grip on Judah.

A possible later phase in the tower (following N. Lapp 1981, Fortress IIIB) may be 
associated with the Babylonian administration in Judah. In this case, it could have been used 
as a watchtower in the area where Judahite life continued after 587 BCE (Lipschits 2005, 
237–249).5 

Tell el-Ful produced a limited quantity of 6th-century finds. I refer to vessels with reed 
impressions (Sinclair 1960, Pl. 26: 14–16; N. Lapp 1981, Pl. 65: 5–7, 13) and to elongated 
juglets (N. Lapp 1981, Pl. 61: 10–14).6 Most of these items were found in a cistern. They seem 
to indicate a phase of limited activity at the site — much weaker than that of the Iron IIC 
period — possibly in the tower only.

Tell el-Ful was not inhabited in the Persian period. No typical pottery forms of this 
period, such as mortarium bowls or storage jars with square-shaped rims, were found. 
The only yhd seal impression (N. Lapp 1981, Pl. 30) belongs to Type 17 of Vanderhooft and 
Lipschits (2007, 30), which dates to the 2nd century BCE. This supports N. Lapp’s notion 
that the site was was not inhabited between ca. 500 and 200 BCE.

The Hellenistic period

In the Hellenistic period, too, the site constituted two components: a settlement and a 
tower. 

Many of the remains of dwellings unearthed at Tell el-Ful date to the Hellenistic 
period (see above); for instance, floors that appear in the pictures published by N. Lapp 
(1981, various images in pages 160–177) date to this phase in the history of the site. The 
settlement seems to have extended in the direction of the eastern slope (Gibson 1996, 18).

The final phase of activity at the tower should be dated to the Hellenistic period, as 
Hellenistic pottery is the latest found in the fill debris inside it (Albright 1922, 8; Sinclair 
1960, 35). This is also the time when the tower reached its final shape: a square elevated 
podium for a superstructure (which has long disappeared), protected by stone revetments 
(maintained from the Iron IIC, or rebuilt) that must have been laid on all four sides. The 
eastern sector of the tower with its revetment has not survived. The original tower measured 
ca. 23 × 22 m, ca. 33 × 32 m with the revetments (Graham 1981a, Figs. 10, 12). The revet-
ments were up to six metres high (Albright 1922, 8). The fill was ca. four metres high (Sinclair 
1960, 27). During Conder’s visit to the site several decades before Albright’s first excavations, 
the tower seems to have been better preserved. Conder (1883, 158–159) described a monu-
ment 30 feet high, with walls standing 15 feet high (pictures on the cover of BASOR (1922, 
No. 7) and in Vincent (1923, Fig. 8) well-demonstrate how impressive the site looked from 
afar even when the tower was in ruins, and the sweeping view from its top). The inside of 
the tower was completely filled with debris (see Graham 1981a, Fig. 12) and the remains 
of the early Iron IIC construction were buried.7 The revetment was reinforced in order to 
counter-balance the pressure of an inside fill. The floor of the tower proper, on top of the 
fill, has not been preserved and hence the podium could have been even higher.

Evidence for the date of the Hellenistic activity at the site comes from pottery, coins, 
and seal impressions. The Hellenistic pottery may be dated to the late 3rd or 2nd centuries 
BCE. The following coins were found in the excavations (second and third seasons (Sinclair 
1960, Pl. 12: b–c; N. Lapp 1981, Table 15)): Ptolemy II — 6 coins; Ptolemy III — 3–4; 
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Antiochus III — 1–2; Antiochus IV — 6; Antiochus VII — 4; Hyrcanus II — 1; Maccabean 
or Herodian — 1; Herod Agripa — 1; Roman — 1. Clearly, most of the coins cover the 
time-span between Ptolemy III (283–246 BCE) and Antiochus VII (138–129 BCE). From the 
evidence of the coins, it seems that activity at the site during the time of the Hasmoneans 
was limited. The single yhd and the single yrslm seal impressions (Lapp 1981, Pl. 30) date to 
the 2nd century BCE, probably to its early days (Reich 2003). Combining these pieces of 
evidence, it seems that the site was settled during the time-span of the second half of the 3rd 
and first half of the 2nd centuries BCE. The moment in this period of time when the tower 
was built is a matter for historical consideration (see below). 

Summary: Tell el-Ful’s settlement history

Table 2 summarizes the history of occupation at Tell el-Ful according to this study.

6. a new identification for tell el-ful

Several points stand against the traditional identification of Tell el-Ful with biblical Gibeah/
Gibeah of Saul:

1. There was no large fortress at the site. The Iron I village of the 11–10th centuries 
BCE, though located on a commanding hill, was probably small and insignificant. 
Assuming that the biblical narrative about a Saulide territorial entity in the high-
lands preserves a germ of history (which could have been brought to Judah by 
northern refugees after 720 BCE (Schniedewind 2004; Finkelstein and Silberman 
2006; Deitrich 2007, 247–248)), this was probably too poor a village to serve as 
the hub of a territorial entity in the highlands even compared to 10th-century 
Jerusalem.

2. Even if the episode of Gibeah in Judges 20 preserves an early memory, it is quite 
clear that it was edited in the 6th century BCE, if not later (for summary of research, 
see Arnold 1990, 63–81). Activity at Tell el-Ful was limited at that time or non-
existent.

3. The absence of late 8th-century activity (or the weak activity at that time) makes 
it difficult to identify Tell el-Ful with the Gibeah of Saul mentioned in Isaiah 10: 
29.8 

4. Since both Jaba and Tell el-Ful were inhabited in the 7th century BCE, it is reason-
able to expect that both would appear in the list of towns of Benjamin in Joshua 
18: 21–28, which dates to that time (Alt 1925; Na’aman 1991). Yet, Geba appears in 
the list but Gibeah/Gibeah of Saul is not mentioned.

Table 2. The history of Tell el-Ful according to this study

Period* Date Nature of remains

A ca. 1100-900 Poor settlement
Gap ca. 900- first half of 7th century
B First half of (or early-) 7th century to 

597/587 BCE
Unfortified village
First tower — Assyrian

C 6th century Babylonian phase in the first tower?
Gap ca. 500-250 BCE
D Second half of 3rd and first half of 

2nd centuries BCE
Unfortified village
Second tower — Seleucid?

* I am introducing a new system of counting the periods in order to avoid the confusion of the 
reports.
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This brings me back to the two texts mentioned above, which seem to support the 
identification of Gibeah of Saul at Tell el-Ful — the appearance of both Geba and Gibeah 
of Saul in Isaiah 10: 29, the latter seemingly between Ramah and Anatoth,9 and the mention 
by Josephus (War 5, 2, 1) of a place named Gabath Saulis on the main highway between 
Samaria and Jerusalem, 30 stadia from Jerusalem. 

To start with Isaiah, Geba refers to the pass, while Gibeah of Saul refers to a town. 
Miller (1975, 159) explained the appearance of both Geba and Gibeah of Saul as ‘poetical 
parallelism’: ‘The trembling of Ramah and flight of Gibeah of Saul is the immediate result 
of the enemy’s crossing of the ravine at Geba.’ Arnold suggested that Gibeah of Saul is a 
reference to Geba as a ‘poetic archaism . . . a frequent rhetorical technique of the prophet, 
who frequently employed alternate names for the same city’ (1990, 57–58). Though these 
explanations may seem to leave much to be desired, separating Geba from Gibeah of Saul 
on the basis of this single prophetic verse is also far from being compelling.10

As for Josephus, he seems to be referring to Jaba = Geba, located only ca. 3 km off the 
main highway to the east. This is supported by the fact that he does not refer to Geba/Gaba 
as an existing village in his own time (Gabao of War 2, 19, 1–2 is Gibeon, on the road from 
the coast via Beth-horon to Jerusalem; for Josephus confusing Geba, Gibeah, and Gibeon, 
see Regev 1999). The 30 stadia may be the distance to the place on the way from Jerusalem 
to the north where one turns from the highway to Gaba. 

All this makes the identification of Gibeah/Gibeah of Saul at Tell el-Ful highly 
questionable, probably impossible. Is there an alternative identification for Tell el-Ful? The 
answer is positive, though what I suggest below is admittedly speculative.

I shall begin with the Hellenistic period. According to past descriptions (e.g. Conder’s) 
and my own reconstruction, the Hellenistic tower at Tell el-Ful was an impressive stone 
monument equipped with an imposing revetment. It measured ca. 23 × 22 m, and towered 
(revetment plus walls) up to ten metres high. The surface of the superstructure was ca. 350 
sq. m. With a superstructure of two floors, one can imagine a stone tower rising up to 15 m, 
which could be seen from a distance of many kilometres (see picture in Vincent (1923, 
Fig. 8), even when the tower was in ruins). The tower was probably built sometime between 
the second half of the 3rd and the first half of the 2nd centuries BCE. 

1 Maccabees (9, 50–52) lists places that were fortified by the Seleucid general Bacchides 
‘in Judea’ in ca. 160 BCE: Jericho, Emmaus, Beth-horon, Bethel, Thamnatha, Pharathon, 
Tephon, Beth-zur, Gazara, and the Akra in Jerusalem. The location of most of these sites 
is self-evident. The difficult places to identify are Thamnatha, Pharathon, and Tephon. 

Tephon was identified with Tapuah south of Shechem (Abel 1949, 173), the southern 
Tapuah west of Hebron (Kahana 1960, 142, n. 50), Beit Nattif (Moeller and Schmitt 1976, 
36–37; Galil 1993), Tekoa (Avi Yonah 1977, 54; the name appears as such in one of the MSS 
of Josephus), and Kh. Bad-Faluh north of Tekoa (Roll 1996, 513). The first identification 
should be dismissed, as it puts the fortress far from Judea; of the Judean places, the latter 
two seem preferable.

Abel (1949, 172) separated Thamnatha and Pharathon into two different places, and 
most scholars followed suit. Thamnatha was identified by Abel (ibid.) with biblical Timnath-
heres (Kh. Tibne in southwestern Samaria (also Kallai 1960, 96; Shatzman 1991, 42)), a 
proposal that is difficult to accept as it locates the site outside of Judea (Avi-Yonah 1977, 
53).11 I therefore agree with Avi-Yonah (ibid.) and Roll (1996), who identify Thamnatha with 
another Timna — probably Kh. Tibna southwest of Jerusalem, on a ridge sloping down 
into the Elah Valley. The problem with this identification is that an initial survey of the site 
revealed late Iron II (but not Hellenistic?) sherds (Mazar 1981, 246). 

Abel identified Pharathon with biblical Pirathon, the village of Farcata west of Shechem 
(for the latter, see also Knauf 1990), Safrai (1980, 61–62) and Na’aman (1989) located it in 
the village of Farkha near Nahal Shiloh, and Galil (1993) identified it with Kh. el-Fire west 
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of Hebron. These sites are all outside the boundaries of Judea. Avi-Yonah (1977, 53–54) 
sought Pharathon in Wadi Fara northeast of Jerusalem, probably at Khirbet Ein Fara, but 
the finds at the site do not support this proposal (Kallai 1971; 1972, 185; Dinur and Feig 1993, 
414–415). 

I would suggest identifying Pharathon somewhat to the west, at Tell el-Ful, where the 
two upper tributaries of Wadi Fara begin their run to the east. The advantage of fortifying 
Tell el-Ful is clear: the tower sits on a hill with a commanding view, on the main road to 
Jerusalem, with easy access to the desert in the east. Plotting the places fortified by Bacchi-
des on a map, with the exception of the Akra in Jerusalem, one gets a system that surrounds 
the core area of Judea, especially guarding the main roads leading into its territory. Three 
sites were fortified in the south — Thamnatha = Timna near the Elah Valley, Beth-zur, and 
Tephos (probably Tekoa) — but the main effort was in the north: Gezer, Emmaus, and 
Beth-horon on the northwestern approach to Judea, Jericho on the northeastern approach, 
and Bethel and Pharathon on the main highway of the highlands; the latter (also the Akra) 
is located within the territory of Judea.

Avi-Yonah (1977, 54) further suggested equating Pharathon with the Valley of Phere-
tae/Paran, known for its caves, mentioned by Josephus (War 4, 9, 4) and with biblical Perath 
(Jeremiah 13: 4, arguing that the AV Euphrates is mistaken; 4QJera reads bifratah), which is 
logical given the location in a rocky area in the desert fringe, near the birthplace of Jeremi-
ah at Anatoth. This Perath may in turn be equated with Parah, mentioned in the eastern 
group of towns of Benjamin in Joshua 18: 23, together with Geba, Bethel, and Zermaraim. 
The identification of Parah with Khirbet Ein Fara is not supported by the finds at the site 
(Kallai 1971; 1972, 185; Dinur and Feig 1993, 414–415).12

The identification of Tell el-Ful with late monarchic Perath/Parah and Hellenistic 
Phirathon is therefore a strong, though inconclusive, possibility. 
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notes

1 Several salvage excavations were conducted on the 
slopes of the hill in recent years. They exposed rock-cut 
installations, cisterns, and tombs (for a summary of the 
work conducted until the mid-1990s, see Gibson (1996). 
For a map listing these works, see Hadashot Arkheologiyot 
120 (http://www.hadashot-esi.org.il/report_detail_eng.
asp?id=706&mag_id=114). 

2 A sherd shown in Albright (1924, Pl. XXXI.7) was 
described by Sinclair (1960, 24) as belonging to a 
Cypriot WP I or II vessel. These groups appeared in 
the Levant in the late Iron I period (Gilboa and Sharon 
2003, 34). 

3 Theoretically, the line of ‘casemates’ may be a 
reused section of an earlier, late Iron I or early Iron IIA 
enclosed settlement of the type known in the Negev 
Highlands or the Inner Wall phase at nearby Tell 
en-Nasbeh (Cohen and Cohen-Amin 2004; McCown 
1947, 190–191, respectively), but with no evidence on 
the ground, this possibility remains hypothetical.

4 Stone revetments can also be found in late Iron II 
Judahite forts, such as Kadesh-barnea (Cohen and 
Bernick-Greenberg 2007, 10, Plan 1.2, 11; 123, Fig. 9.7; 
325, Sections 27–27) and French Hill (Barkay et al. 
2002, 58).

5 It is difficult to evaluate the relationship between 
the tower and the rooms to its north. One way to 
understand the plan and section (N. Lapp 1981, 
Plans 1, 5) is to argue that the northern revetment of 
the tower was built over the walls of Rooms L, F, and 
E. Needless to say, this part of the revetment may date 
to the Hellenistic period (see below) and then no change 
in my above interpretation is needed. Yet, if this revet-
ment is an original Iron Age feature, and had it indeed 
been built over the houses, then one can argue that 
the original tower was constructed in the Babylonian 
period over deserted houses of the late Iron II period.

6 The fact that no mwsh and lion seal impressions, 
which date to this period (Lipschits 2005, 149–152; 
Lipschits et al. 2010, respectively), were found may be 
a coincidence or may hint at a minute chronological 
difference that is difficult to trace with our current 
knowledge.

7 Albright (1924, 26) seems to have understood that 
his latest tower was built as a podium.

8 Gibeah of Hos 5: 9, 9: 9 and 10: 9 can be identified 
at Jaba = Geba (see discussion in Arnold 1990).
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9 The mention of both Geba and Gibeath Kiriath in 
the list of towns of Benjamin in Joshua 18, 24, 28 is no 
obstacle, as the former should probably read Gibeath 
Kiriath-jearim (Miller 1975 with previous literature; 
Arnold 1990, 39–40).

10 The possibility of a Gibeah of Saul on the main 
road north of Jerusalem but not at Tell el-Ful is slim 
but cannot be completely ignored: after all, Tell el-Ful 
does not preserve the name Gibeah. For this unlikely 
case, I would refer, e.g., to Khirbet Irha south of 
el-Ram = Ramah. The site is located in a built-up area 
and hence much destroyed; collecting sherds in a 
survey was therefore a difficult task. The site yielded 

Iron I, Iron II, Persian, Hellenistic, and Byzantine 
period sherds (Dinur and Feig 1993, 348). 

11 Galil (1993) suggested locating Thamnatha at Kh. 
el-Tawil. But, if one does not look for the preservation 
of the name, any Hellenistic site is possible.

12 One can also search for Parah/Perath/Pharathon 
nearer to the deeper section of Wadi Farah and 
Khirbet Ein Farah, e.g., at Khirbet Abu Musarrah. 
Yet, this site yielded Iron II pottery, and only possibly 
Hellenistic sherds (Dinur and Feig 1993, 390–391); and 
Iron II and Roman but no Hellenistic period sherds in 
another survey (Kallai 1972, 186).

BIBLIOGRAPHY

Abel, F.-M., 1949. Les livres des Maccabées, Paris: Librairie Lecoffre.
Albright, W. F., 1922. ‘Preliminary reports on Tell el-Ful’, BASOR 6, 7–8.
Albright, W. F., 1924. Excavations and Results at Tell el-Ful (Gibeah of Saul) (AASOR 4), New Haven, CT: Yale 

University Press.
Albright, W. F., 1933. ‘A new campaign of excavation at Gibeah of Saul’, BASOR 52, 6–12.
Alt, A., 1925. ‘Judas Gaue unter Josia’, Palästinajahrbuch 21, 100–116.
Arnold, P. M., 1990. Gibeah: The Search for a Biblical City, Sheffield: JSOT Press.
Avi-Yonah, M., 1977. The Holy Land from the Persian to the Arab Conquests (536 B.C. to A.D. 640): A Historical Geography, 

Grand Rapids, MI: Baker Book House.
Barkay, G., Fantalkin, A., and Tal, O., 2002. ‘A Late Iron Age fortress north of Jerusalem’, BASOR 328, 49–71.
Cahill, J. M., 1995. ‘Rosette seal stamp impressions from Ancient Judah’, IEJ 45, 230–252. 
Cohen, R., and Bernick-Greenberg, H., 2007. Excavations at Kadesh Barnea (Tell el-Qudeirat) 1976–1982, IAA Reports 

34, Jerusalem: Israel Antiquities Authority.
Cohen, R., and Cohen-Amin, R., 2004. Ancient Settlement of the Negev Highlands Vol. II. The Iron Age and the Persian 

Periods, IAA Reports 20, Jerusalem: Israel Antiquities Authority.
Conder, C. R., 1883. The Survey of Western Palestine Vol. III, London: Palestine Exploration Fund.
Demsky, A., 1973. ‘Geba, Gibeah and Gibeon — an historical geographic riddle’, BASOR 212, 26–31.
Dietrich, W., 2007. The Early Monarchy in Israel, the 10th Century B.C.E., Atlanta, GA: Society of Biblical Literature.
Dinur, U., and Feig, N., 1993. ‘Eastern part of the map of Jerusalem’, in I. Finkelstein and Y. Magen (eds), 

Archaeological Survey of the Hill Country of Benjamin, Jerusalem: Israel Antiquities Authority, 339–427.
Fantalkin, A., and Tal, O., 2009. ‘Rediscovering the Iron Age fortress at Tell Qudadi in the context of new 

Assyrian imperialistic policies’, PEQ 141, 188–206.
Feldstein, A., Kidron, G., Hanin, N., Kamaisky, Y., and Eitam, D., 1993. ‘Southern parts of the maps of Ramal-

lah and el-Bireh and northern part of the map of “Ein Kerem”’, in I. Finkelstein and Y. Magen (eds), 
Archaeological Survey of the Hill Country of Benjamin, Jerusalem: Israel Antiquities Authority, 133–264.

Finkelstein, I., 1990a. ‘A few notes on demographic data from recent generations and ethnoarchaeology’, PEQ 122, 
47–52.

Finkelstein, I., 1990b. ‘Excavations at Kh. ed-Dawwara: an Iron Age site northeast of Jerusalem’, Tel Aviv 17, 
163–208.

Finkelstein, I., 1994. ‘The archaeology of the days of Mannaseh’, in M. D. Coogan, J. C. Exum and L. E. Stager 
(eds), Scripture and Other Artifacts: Essays on the Bible and Archaeology in Honor of Philip J. King, Louisville, KT: 
Westminster John Knox Press, 169–187.

Finkelstein, I., 2002. ‘The campaign of Shoshenq I to Palestine: a guide to the 10th century BCE polity’, ZDPV 
118, 109–135.

Finkelstein, I., 2007. ‘Iron I Khirbet et-Tell and Khirbet Raddana: methodological lessons’, in S. White Crawford 
(ed.), ‘Up to the Gates of Ekron’: Essays on the Archaeology and History of the Eastern Mediterranean in Honor of Seymour 
Gitin, Jerusalem: Israel Exploration Society, 107–113.

Finkelstein, I., and Piasetzky, E., 2006. ‘The Iron I–IIA in the highlands and beyond: 14C anchors, pottery phases 
and the Shoshenq I campaign’, Levant 38, 45–61. 

Finkelstein, I., and Piasetzky, E., 2010a. Radiocarbon dating the Iron Age in the Levant: a Bayesian model for six 
ceramic phases and six transitions’, Antiquity 84, 374–385.

Finkelstein, I., and Piasetzky, E., 2010b. ‘The Iron I/IIA transition in the Levant: a reply to Mazar and Bronk 
Ramsey and a new perspective’, Radiocarbon 52, 1667–1680.

Finkelstein, I., and Silberman, N. A., 2006. ‘Temple and dynasty: Hezekiah, the remaking of Judah and the rise 
of the pan-Israelite ideology’, JSOT 30, 259–285.

Galil, G., 1993. ‘Pirathon, Parathon and Timnatha’, ZDPV 109, 49–53.
Gibson, S., 1996. ‘Tell el-Ful and the results of the north-east Jerusalem survey’, in A. Faust (ed.), New Studies on 

Jerusalem, Proceedings of the Second Conference, Ramat Gan: Bar Ilan University, 9–23. 
Gilboa, A., and Sharon, I., 2003. ‘An archaeological contribution to the Early Iron Age chronological debate: 

alternative chronologies for Phoenicia and their effects on the Levant, Cyprus, and Greece’, BASOR 332, 7–
80.



118 palestine exploration quarterly,  143,  2 ,  2011

Graham, J. A., 1981a. ‘Previous excavations at Tell el-Ful: a survey of research and exploration’, in N. L. Lapp 
(ed.), The Third campaign at Tell el-Ful: The Excavations of 1964 (AASOR 45), Cambridge: American Schools of 
Oriental Research, 1–17.

Graham J. A., 1981b. ‘New light on the fortress’, in N. L. Lapp (ed.), The Third campaign at Tell el-Ful: The Excavations 
of 1964 (AASOR 45), Cambridge: American Schools of Oriental Research, 23–27. 

Humbert, J.-B., and Sadeq, M., 2000. Fouilles de Blakhiyah — Anthédon, in J.-B. Humbert (ed.), Gaza Méditerra-
néenne Histoire et archéologie en Palestine, Paris: Errance, 105–120.

Kahana, A., 1960. Hasfarim Hahitzoniim II, Tel Aviv: Massada (Hebrew). 
Kallai, Z., 1960. The Northern Boundaries of Judah, Jerusalem: Magnes (Hebrew).
Kallai, Z., 1971. ‘Parah. HaParah’, Encyclopedia Biblica 6, 578–579 (Hebrew).
Kallai, Z., 1972. ‘The Land of Benjamin and Mt. Ephraim’, in M. Kochavi (ed.), Judaea, Samaria and the Golan: 

Archaeological Survey 1967–1968, Jerusalem: Carta, 153–193 (Hebrew).
Koch, I., and Lipschits, O., 2010. ‘The final days of the Kingdom of Judah in light of the rosette-stamped jar 

handles’, Cathedra 137, 7–26 (Hebrew).
Knauf, E. A., 1990. ‘Pireathon — Ferata’, Biblische Notizen 51, 19–24. 
Lamon, R. S., and Shipton, G. M., 1939. Megiddo I: Seasons of 1925–1934, Strata I–V. (Oriental Institute Publications 

42), Chicago: University of Chicago Press.
Lapp, N. L., 1976. ‘Casemate walls in Palestine and the Late Iron II casemate at Tell el-Ful (Gibeah)’, BASOR 223, 

34–42.
Lapp, N. L. (ed.), 1981. The Third campaign at Tell el-Ful: The Excavations of 1964 (AASOR 45), Cambridge: American 

Schools of Oriental Research.
Lapp, N. L., 1993. ‘Ful, Tell el-‘, New Encyclopedia of Archaeological Excavations in the Holy Land 2, 445–448.
Lapp, P. W., 1965. ‘Tell el-Ful’, Biblical Archaeologist 28, 2–10.
Lipschits, O., 2005. The Fall and Rise of Jerusalem, Winona Lake, IN: Eisenbrauns.
Lipschits, O., Sergi, O., and Koch, I., 2010. ‘Royal Judahite jar handles: reconsidering the chronology of the lmlk 

stamp impressions’, Tel Aviv 37, 3–32.
Lipschits, O., Sergi, O., and Koch, I., 2011. ‘Judahite stamped and incised jar handles: A tool for studying the 

history of late monarchic Judah’, Tel Aviv 38, 5–41.
Magen, Y., 2008. ‘Nebi Samwil, where Samuel crowned Israel’s first king’, Biblical Archaeology Review 34/3, 36–45, 

78–79.
Mazar, A., 1981. ‘The excavations of Khirbet Abu et-Twein and the system of Iron Age fortresses in Judah’, 

Eretz-Israel 15, 229–249 (Hebrew).
McCown, C. C., 1947. Tell en-Nasbeh I: Archaeological and Historical Results, Berkeley, CA: American Schools of 

Oriental Research.
Miller, M. J., 1975. ‘Geba/Gibeah of Benjamin’, Vetus Testamentum 25, 145–166.
Moeller, C., and Schmitt, G., 1976. Siedlungen Palästinas nach Flavius Josephus, Wiesbaden: L. Reichert.
Na’aman, N., 1989. ‘Pirathon and Ophrah’, Biblische Notizen 50, 11–16.
Na’aman, N., 1991. ‘The Kingdom of Judah under Josiah’, Tel Aviv 18, 3–71.
Na’aman, N., 2001. ‘An Assyrian residence at Ramat Rahel?’, Tel Aviv 28, 260–280.
Pratico, G. D., 1993. Nelson Glueck’s 1938–1940 Excavations at Tell el-Kheleifeh: A Reappraisal, Atlanta, GA: Scholars 

Press.
Regev, E., 1999. ‘Josephus on Gibeah: versions of a toponym’, Jewish Quarterly Review 89, 351–359.
Reich, R., 1984. ‘The identification of the “Sealed karu of Egypt”’, IEJ 34, 32–38.
Reich, R., 2003. ‘Local seal impressions of the Hellenistic Period’, in H. Geva (ed.), Jewish Quarter Excavations in the 

Old City of Jerusalem II, Jerusalem: Israel Exploration Society, 256–262.
Robinson, E., 1856. Biblical Researches in Palestine, and in the Adjacent Regions: Journal of Travels in the Year 1838, 

London: J. Murray.
Roll, I., 1996. ‘Bacchides’ fortifications and the arteries of traffic to Jerusalem in the Hellenistic Period’, Eretz-

Israel 25, 509–514 (Hebrew). 
Safrai, Z., 1980. Borders and Government in the Land of Israel in the Period of the Mishna and the Talmud, Tel Aviv: 

Hakkibutz Hameuchad (Hebrew).
Schniedewind, W. M., 2004. How the Bible Became a Book: The Textualization of Ancient Israel, Cambridge: Cambridge 

University Press.
Schniedewind, W. M., 2006. ‘The search for Gibeah: notes on the historical geography of central Benjamin’, in 

A. M. Maeir and P. de Miroschedji (eds), ‘I Will Speak the Riddles of Ancient Times’, Archaeological and Historical 
Studies in Honor of Amihai Mazar, Winona Lake, IN: Eisenbrauns, 711–722.

Shatzman, I., 1991. The Armies of the Hasmonaeans and Herod from Hellenistic to Roman Frameworks, Tübingen: J.C.B. 
Mohr. 

Sinclair, L. A., 1960. ‘An archaeological study of Gibeah (Tell el-Ful)’, AASOR 34–35, 1–52. 
Vanderhooft, D., and Lipschits, O., 2007. ‘A new typology of the Yehud stamp impressions’, Tel Aviv 34, 12–37.
Vincent. L. H., 1923. ‘Chronique, l’annee archéologique 1922 en Palastine III. Fouilles américaines a Tell el-Ful’, 

Revue Biblique 22, 426–430.
Zimhoni, O., 2004. ‘The pottery of Levels III and II’, in D. Ussishkin (ed.), The Renewed Archaeological Excavations 

at Lachish (1973–1994) (Monograph Series of the Institute of Archaeology Tel Aviv University 22), Tel Aviv: 
Institute of Archaeology, 1789–1899.


