THE AHAB = AHAABBU OF SIRALAA  SUPPOSITION
     An Assyrian inscription of king Shalmaneser III known as  the “Kurkh Monolith” has long been held by most  Assyriologists and Biblical scholars as identifying Assyria's first contact with the northern Israelites at the time of king Ahab (yet such is formally described as a “monument... apparently carved in great haste resulting in numerous scribal errors”- Lawson (1997), C.O.S., vol.2 p.261).  This same identification is generally used by scholars to determine a chronology of the period.
     The record states that in Shalmaneser III's 6th year, he confronted an alliance of armies which included a large contingent under a ruler named “Ahaabbu” of “Siralaa”.  Such name “Ahaabbu” is generally held by scholars to denote king Ahab, and “Siralaa” to denote “Israel” or “Israelite” (as advanced by the scholar Oppert circa 1865), Assyriologists also presenting the peculiarity that the first two letters may be legitimately reversed and without linguistic damage form the name “Isrilaa”, which more visually approximates “Israel” or “Israelite”.
     This name “Siralaa”, although appearing only once in Assyria's history and not used at all in other nations' references to the land or people of Israel, is considered to have substantial chronological value as to precisely what simultaneousness of Israelite and Assyrian kings occurred in that period's history.
     Concerning the name “Ahaabbu” however, although scholars identify such as Ahab of Israel, and who thus according to the Assyrian record joined the king of Syria in an alliance of nations to fight against Shalmaneser, on the combined evidence of the Biblical and Assyrian records describing the events of that time it is found that a military alliance between Ahab and Syria was impossible for the following reasons:
          (i) although Ahaabbu is supposed as Ahab and supposedly allied with the Syrians, it is found in the Biblical record that Ahab and the Syrian king Ben-hadad were continually at war, except for a brief period following two major battles between them, that is, of some “3 years without war between Syria and Israel” (1 Kings 22:1).  And although scholars conclude that an alliance was in effect during that time, such cannot be the case since Syria at that time had no army to contribute, that is, with the second battle having ended in the destruction of the Syrian army and Ben-hadad's surrender (20:21,27-34), there was no possibility of an effective military alliance being formed with Syria, let alone Syria being capable, according to the Assyrian record, of committing 20,000 soldiers, 700 chariots and 700 horsemen to another war (against Shalmaneser),
          (ii) further, that Syria became allied with Israel during the 3 years of no war between them cannot be the case since any rebuilding of their army was immediately committed to another war with Ahab, who had gained the assistance of the Judahite king Jehoshaphat (“in the third year”- 22:1-3).  At this time there could not have been even an intention by the Syrians to form an alliance with Ahab to fight a war together, especially since they deliberately sought to kill him (verses 31,34,35).
     Therefore at the time of Shalmaneser's invasion, the activities of  'Ahaabbu of Siralaa' and those of the Syrians according to the Assyrian record are substantially dissimilar from those of Ahab and the Syrians according to the Biblical record.  Hence the only sustainable conclusion is that either the Ahaabbu of the Assyrian record is not the Ahab of the Biblical record, or such inclusion of Ahaabbu's name is the result of one or more of the 'numerous scribal errors' inherent in this record.
     So although an identification of Ahaabbu with Ahab is held to be linguistically possible, such denies the Biblical record of Ahab's contacts with Syria. Hence the conclusions of scholars connecting the Biblically mentioned personages of Ahab and the Syrian Ben-hadad to datable Assyrian events are unsustainable and despite the investment of scholarship, stand void of chronological merit.
