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JEHU, HAZAEL,  AND ASSYRIA
(Chronologies and Kings IX)
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Did SMmaneear  Know Jahu?
Alfis writes: ‘me Btack Obekk of Shalmaneser con-

tains, in additfon to brief accounts of the first 32 years of
his reign, ‘twenty small retiefs, with annotations, depicting
the payment of the tribute of five conquered regions.’ One
of these annotationa, which is ptaced  over a relief picturing
apmetmte tdngpaying abjwthomege to Shelmeneser, con-
tains the words ‘Tribute of la-u-a eon of Hu-um-ri.’  No date
is given; and Ieua is nowhere menthed on the obelisk,
though he is etsewhere  mentbned  on a fragment of en
annalistic list. It has been widely assumed that this refers
to Jehu of Israel, afthough as in the case of the baffle of
Qerqar there is no mention of this event in the Old Testa-
ment. Such being the case it will be well to examine these
‘annotations’ carefully. The first is ceiled ‘Trtbute of Sua,
the Gilzanite.’ The only mention of such a Wute in the
text of the inscription is in the record of the 30th year (a
very recent event); and there we read, ‘The Mbute of Upu
the Gilzanite, . . . 1 received.’ Hes Sua emcee&f Upu
in the course of a year? The fifth relief is described as
‘The tribute of KarpaNnda  of Hattina.’ Yet 4haF rawttW#-
Ihe 2Sth year-(ii~  comparatively recent) Tells us that Shet-
maneser medesaei, eonofthelfzzlte, Mngomrthemand
they sent him presents Without measure.’ How is this to
be explained?’

Allis’s argument here is that there seem to be major
contradictions on the Black Obelisk itsetf between the ac-
counts and the annotetlons, which may indicate that the
two were composed at considerably dffferent  times, and
certainty celfe into question any assumption that It accu-
rately reflects the reign of Shatmaneser  in atl respects.

Allis mntinues: “Turning back to the mention of Iaua,
we note that he is called ‘the son of Humrf.’ This shows
the inaccuracy of Shalmaneser’s information. If Iaua is
Jehu, then Jehu is catted the eon of Omri, whose grand-
son Jehoram wesetain  by Jehu. Jehu wa&not  of royal
descent; he was a usurper, what Shalmaneeer  called
Hazaet,  ‘a son of nobody.’”

Aftis now turns to a second inscdption of Shafmaneaer,
dating from his I&h year, in which he says he received
tribute from /-a-ua mar

Hadad (1 Km 11:14)  given to an Ed&ii prtnca of the
time of Sofomon is shoWled, -, from the famiier
Ben-hadad  or Hedad-ezer.  tf Shahwmw knew so little
about Jehuesto catlhim theaonof Omri, hemightaaeify
havecmfueed  himwith Jehoahazor Jahoaah. Thiivmukt
make the lSth year of Shalmanesar (S40 B.C.) comqxmd
toanevent intheend of theretgnof Jehoakzortha
beginning of that of Jehoash of Israel, according to
Usshets chronobgy.  The bibficat nametiva makes no men-
tionof Aesyria,  indeecribing  theceraer of Jehu. Hazael
of Damascus was Jehu’s chief enemy (2 Kings 10SM.),
andthii might nothave beenthecaeeif  Hazeefwaseeff-
ouely threatened by Aeeytia at this time.

“Therei sthengoodw  arrantforSmith’s  statement re-
gerding Jehu:

Without adwwing  anytheoryfor  the Htiofthe
monarch mWonedin the Asaydan  inecrl@ions,  Iwoutd
urgethat  theidenWy oftha Jehuof theslbte with the
Jehuofthe  in@Mons lsnotpmvad, and that these
notices erenotenough to force ustoatter  aliour Bibfi-
CSI dates. (Smith, p. 190.)”

Atlls adds in a note that one reason for the genaraf
—acc@Wx Oftheidentificatkm oflaua with Jehu”ie  that
many t3ibte stmfents have seen In it a w6i-
tionofthabWcafrecQfd  bycm@npWy eourceeandcon-
=WWh@mwm~bb~m-
a~ Ofthese  andother  identiffcatione,  to thahawx
Whti they have wror.lght with the generetty accepted ~i-
celchronology.  Thepicture of Jehu eon Ofomrfproetratfng
himsetf before Shatmaneser wfllbafound  innearfyeveIy
illustrated Bibteor reference book. Butthereaderte  not
totdoftheobst@es in the of this identification” (p.
4s5).

Returning to the main body of Ma’s book, we find Aflii
mnganevantintheraignof~ that might
better fit the Btack  Obelisk statement ~
inmindthat  the Btack  ObeIiekmightn@haw  anlematite
inviewat  att:7he  etetement  that’thekord  geveferaeta
savW(2Kinge 13:5)  inmaponea to the pfsyerof  Ja-
hoahaz(~) mayrefaf  toaninveeion Ofthawast
by Shdmaness Illwhii’broke thepowerofthatmon-
arch foratime, endsogeve  abraathing ttmetothetsrael-
ites’ (Smith, p. 191). And we woufd again remind the



ss8Ywin ubsm, the-of the H
W-fwi!  - -be mgaded as (Allis, pp.
417-419.)

Wam Thsrob Hazasls?
l&eisoqe moreproMsm beWesnthe Bii)isandshai-

maness#s “insc@km  Afikswdtes:  ”inthe Bibfe Hazaei is
menthed  first in~”commsmd given to Etijahat Horeb
toanoint himtobe kingover Syda(l  Kings 19S5&Tl I0
-of- commandseemsto~thatm%s
thenalready  aprominent figuraat*x@0tm4m&f
lLForeorms reason whiohis Rote$afe$,  fhe mmmiseb
Wasnotoarried  outuntit about c!dozsn  ysersiater  in the
annoWemem madeto-i3y -  thathe wasto
b&~s =tia whioh was WOwsci immediately by

BaAmdad llandseizure  of thethrone
( 2 &  8:7-15).  This tmk plaoe appmnUy  shody before
therevoit of Jehu(884B.C.),  atwhioh time HazsIel  was
already established on the throne (8:28). It was in fighting
against  Hazaefthat  Jorarnof  fer4waswouti anti
Which wasspeedify  foibwed by the slaying oftWth  Joram

‘ ~+lF%t@W+#Wik#A+..As-.a  @m@Went h
Jehu’s deoWWoe lsraefwas oppressed ily Hazaeiaii
the daysof Jehoa& (10S.,  13:3), a wmfere whioh was
Continued byt+azae luntiih sdeath,sometime  in the reign
of Joashof  leraef(c.838Rc. or solmwhat later, 133,
24f.). According totheee data Hazaei has beerlasdgned
areignof  morethan foflyyears, which would not beex-
traodinary.

“Here again thehw@Mons of SWwwser raise serf-
ousprobbme inoonnection with the bibfiidates. l%s
canon gives Shaimaneeer a reign of 34 years 
andhBAnnals etatethat he fought wfth aoonfederWon
of Western kings, among whom Ada&&i of Damasous is
listed, in his 8th, loth, Ilth, and 14th years (853-844). we
havenoted thatnomention is madeof anyofthese cam-
paigns in the Bible. In h~ 18th year (840), Shalmaneser’s
owonent  waa-of Dmascus. Two Importam faots
emerge from thii dx Ada&ezer  [ = Adad-idri - JBJ]
re@ned in Damascus foratieast  nineyeam, afxt Hazael
was on the throne in 840, perhaps somewht earlier”
(Allis, p. 419).

Hereisthe  probiem: The Bibie says that Hazaefsuc-
oeeded Ben+mdadlij ustbsforeJehu-  tothe throne.
Theshaimaneeer  in@@orls  imp#ythat Hazael Wceeded
Adad-kM ~the14th and W3thvaars  of Shelmane-

bkhahazs  reign, butdiedeoon~  Ieavingit to his
son BeMadad lil. Letusput fheck3amhof Hazaeiin 3150
A.M., giving himareign of32years.

Ben4Wad  lll(oaued bythe Ass@ans Adad-W) thus
came tothethrone of Syria inW50  A.M. Theyear 3151
isthe8th  yearofshaimaneser, Sndttfs mcordedthathe ‘-
fought Adad-ii inthatyear. Nwweoan take noteofa w
wggedon tyNlis, nameiythat  2Klngs 13:5 refers toa
war betwesn Syria and Assyria, whii granted bmathhg
roomtifsraeL f$Otioathat  2Kings133says that Godgave
-lntethe hands of Hazaeland then into thehande
@ i5eAWd@ -W. * next vwse says that Jehoahaz
m W&#tE#,d- It@ this happened after

Es#ha@#  Itt was threatening
israei. Verse 5saysthat’’the  tmfmgaw Iaraet asavior,
sothatthey esoaped fromundermeh andofthe Syrians.”
Thiswouid  refer tooneofthe  wars betWsm Wr+adad  Iil
(Adad-idrt) and siWmnesW, whiohooWrred inthe  8th,
Wtil, llth, and 14th years of ~.

tn the year 3183 A.M., the 18th year of SMmmseq
the Assyrians fought the Syrians again, but this time
Hazael  is king of Syria. This must be a new Hazaef, suc-
~~ “
hadadtll hadashort  ~butthat isnosurpdse. Uijah
wastofd  on Mount i+ombtoanoint  Hazad kingof Syrte
in A.M. 3101. Hazad would already have been impwtant
attheoourt ofsytia atthattime.  tfhe was30atthattime,
hewas47in  A.M. 3118 when heusutped  the throne and
79whenhe died in3150. Hmson Ben+@ad iliwouid
have beendose to80when he took thethrone  in that
year. lfwe assume hereigned loyeare,w scanput his
death attheage of70in#LM. 3180, which isttm 15th
year of Shdmameer. Atthatpotnt, hisson Hazaeiil took
the throne.

This Hazael ii dd not reign long either. He might have ‘
been50when  hecameto  thethrone, and ifwe put his w
death attheage of80in A.M.3170, we areinthe 8th
yearof Jehoash  ofisrael. 2Kings 1324-25 reads’when
Hazaeiking of S@a6ed# Ben-tWM  @/)hissonbecarne
MnglrlhiSplace. mm Jahoashthe sonof JehoaiWtook
again fromthe handof  Wn—hWad the son of Hazael (ii)
thedties which he(l+~hadtakenin War fromths
handof Jehoahaz  his fathec Three times Jehoaah de-
feated him and recoWmd thecitkssoflsraeL”

Thisisnot an@iketycmsWcWr tievants, andpro-
Videethe fdowingscheme:

hadad. Acccdng to the Obj&tive T’wory, t h e e  “ t w o
eventetook piaceover  40yean3 apart Thus, theobjectk

TheofYti~Wttih~h.ThSfi@H~i
suooeeded Ben-hadad il just before Jehu came to the
throne. Thesecond  Hazaei Wxeeded Adad-idri 40 years
later, during the reigns of JehoetW ofisraeiand  Jehoash
of Judah andjust before the18th yearof StWnaneser.

Howiikeiy issuoha reconstruction?As Allis points out,
it is far more likely than the alternative, whii throws the
later reigns of israei and Judah into a ohaos of oo-regen-
ales. There is, howeuer, an even better morWwWn“ than
thetwo-t+azae  iappmach,blrtf ornow,let  Ussee whatthe
twoWezael  theory would entail.

Hazaeiustnped  thethrone  of Syrfashortiy  before Jehu
became k~. Weoanpface  the eventin theyear A.M.
3118. &hoahaz  oame to the throne of Israel in 3148, after
Jehu’s 28-year reign, which began in 3120.2 Kings 133
saysthat during therefgn of Jehoahaz,  ”the-snger  of the
Lcmowas kindlad againet tsrael, andi-fe gave them con-
tinuaiiy intothe handoff-fazad kingof Syr@ and intothe

 iil
Hazael il

SWmnesW  years 8-14)
Jehoahaz $% StWmmww year 18)
and Jehoash

Ben-hadad  I V  Jehoash

BerWacM  wascroum Mmnot King
There isapossib+e  difficulty, howewr,4eoauee 2Kings

1322 says ”now Hazaeifdng ofsyrfa  had oppmesd is-
raelanthe  days of&hoahaz.” mismaymearr  no more
than that Hazael  and his son and grandson (another
Hazaef)  oppmssd lsraeian thedaysof JehoaiW. Butlet
usassume  thatitmeans Hazaef  and oniy Hazael, asis
muchmore iii. ls there another waytomonsWct  the
Mstolya nddofulljustice  toaffthedata?

Yesthere is. Assume thislirne that Hazaef  wasun-
known when GodmW#oned himto Eiijah, andthat Hazasi _
was30when heusurped the throneof Syrfain A.M. 3118.
Thiswmuid makehim 74in A.M.3183, the 18th yearof
shalmaneeer. whythen wolJki S@mmser Say fhathe



I--d -l-h*of Jehoahz?secause  sen-
hadadwas  cfownprfnce  withhis father Hazael. This&3 not
ataflunusuaf,  andisindkxted  by the faotthat2K@p
13Eisays  that Hazaeland hsson  San+aAd  qqmsaad
lsraefin thedays of JehoahZwhiieveree  22says  Uxat
Hazaef@pressd  fsraelalithe  daysof Jsho#w@.2Khgs
13:3 does notaaythat@n—ktad waakfngof  SyT@ only
that Hazaelwas,  sowmdtmotneedtopo sitaoo-mgency.
Weonlyneed  tomaliz etfmtaecrow  nprfnce, SeMadad
Wasacttvees commander of theanny.

Sohereis  theeecond wayto mmwtnlct events. Old
Hazael stayed in Damascus and sent his son Sen-hadad,
thecrown prince, to fight shdmneser fn the latter’s 6th,
lf)th, Ilth, and 14th, years. He also sent Sen-hadad
against Jehoahu oflsraef during these years. Werlotke
that rreither W@manew  nofthe Sibleoaffs Sm+adad
(Adad-idd)  a king. In the lSth year of Shafmmeaer,  how-
ever, old Hazaeldecided inview of his son’sfourprevbus
defeats, to go to war himaeff. Shortfy thereafter he died,
about thetkneJehoak d@and Jehoash  became king,
and Jehoash begarrrdaimhg  theatles  oflsraelwhii
Sen-hadad had taken.

au the facts, as folfows:

Wwhadad II
Hazed 1 Jehu
Hazael  I & Sen-hadad Jehoah (and Shhmeser )
Sen-hadad Ill Jehoaah

Seth of these monsbuotions funy~wtheshaf-
maneser inscription without forcing a reWnsmxtfonof Sib-
Iii chronology. The SW dearly tefls us that a Hazed
Wasonthe  scene during the reign of Jehoahaz, whsn
Shatmanesets wars wfth Dmascus tmk place according
to tradiial chmnofogy.  This might have been a second
Hazael, a son of a Sen-hedad ~ suoceaM  the first
Hazaef; or it might have been the first Hazael still presid-
hlg over Damascus but feting hiS son Ben-hadad  f@ht
most of the battles. Either way, there is no reason to
change the traditkmaf chronology because of the refer-
ences to Sen-hadad (Adad-ktri) and Hazaaf  in the Shaf-
maneser inscriptions.

The first monstwh (w Hmmls)wlso@nally  pKP
posed by Smiih and is genedfy foflowed by Affii (Aflls,
m. 420ff.). The second ~ismvown.  arrdl
fink it is ‘much simpfer and preferable. Shafrn~q@~q~~-

~wm --~ ~
Theydonot  calfhim king(in facttheydon’toaif  Hazae”
kingei#er). Thus, there isno reasonto asaurnefha#the
Adad-idrf  (Sen-hadad) who fought Shafmaneser in the fat-
ter’s 6th, 10th, llth, and 14th years was a king. I propose
thathewas  thecrown prince, sonof  Hazaef,  who was
active as commander of the armies during Jehoahaz’s
reign aocording to 2 Kings 13:3, and who Ioglcdy wOUfd
have fed the fight against Shafmaneser. In the lSth year
of Sflalmaneser, Hazael  himseff led the fight. ShofUy there-
after hedied, and”Sen-hadad his son became kingln his

.-

“Jehu”a  aonof Ornd. ~heorhissaibe assumed
thatthekingsofomfksndmm~ Ofomrf.
Since ”Jshu”was  notason of~andsirtce the Aasyri-
ansused thename  /8uafof other kraa&te Mng8,ikmsy
Weffbethat  the”leue  sonofornff”tefewed tobyShal-

=2 =-W*M*S
we find indeed that ~refewmeto”kxlam
of Omri” fits exactly the time period of /eua-ahez (Je-
hoahez). Gfven Aseydan@mmnceabout  thafamwayre
tione, weosnnot askthat theasinsd@om bepedacdy
atxlnte.”J  ehusonof omri”anltdbs anynumbsroffxxk
de, afldismost  WeWJehoahZ

SMmamM#s  mkwenoe  to Hazaef in the insd@onof
his13th yearismostly likely tothe  Hazael Ofthembls
Whousurped the throne from Sen-Madjust  before Jehu
cametothe  throne. The MeqMMem tlaveerrad, hwavar,
inassumhg that the Ben—Mad who fought Sh@mmWr
inhis6-14th years wasa Mng. SMmneeWdoesnotssy
thathewas,  andthe Sib& Micatesthat Hazael%sonwas
namsd Sen4Wad.  Thfs BeAdlxL the13ible  McatelL
Wasnotonlv  crown mfrlce but also eomm@sroftlmar-
mies. He ~ided Idael, and doubtless fed the armies

air-m fatwmlng Ilazaii telce leaGerwup  of ~ ti–fof@MhhmawM!tsfa  t&ptaflyeer.
After ddeathg Hazael, Sdmmeaw ”rnamhedasfar

asthernountains  of Sali-ra’si which isa~-
erected there astefawith  myirnageasklng.  Atthattfme
Irecehmd thetlibuteofttw hhaMmts of Tyre, Sidon, end
of/aue(JetKWMZ),  sonof Ormf”(ched from James B.

and Pkxwes,w.lpr  fmt Onu.Press,abddged  ~-
back SdtiOn,  1973), p. 191).

place” (2 Kings 1324).

(P&asess@  chertonpage4)



HISTORICAL DAT& TESIWOW,
JUDAH ISRAEL ASSYRIA SYRIA EvlmoRPROOF

3147 Joash22 Jehu 28 Shahnsser  1 Hazael & ,-
Sen-Hadad d

3148 23 Jehoehaz 1 2 Hazael oppmsad Israel all the days of
Jehoahaz (2 Kings 13:22).

3149 24 2 3 Hezael and Sen-Hadad O~eSSd tSKd
all the days of Jehoahaz  (1 Ki. 13:3)

3150 25 3 4

3151 26 4 5

3152 27 5 6 Sen-Hadad vs. Shalmanesef
(1 Ki. 13:5?)

3153 28 6 7

3154 29 7 8

3155 30 8 9

3156 31 9 10 Sen-Hadad vs. Shalmaneaer
(1 Ki. 13:5?) - -

3157 32 10 11 Sen-Hadad VS. Shalmaneeer
(1 Ki. 13:5?)

3158 33 11 12

3159 34 12 13

3160 35 13 14 Sen-Hadad vs. Shalmaneser
(1 Ki. 13:5?)

3161 36 14 15

3162 37 15 16

3163 38 16 17

3164 39 17 16 Hazael vs. SMmneser w

Shalmanesar moeived~efrom
“luau eon of Omri” (~)

3165 40 Jehoaah 1 19 San-w

. . . . . ~- . . . .

elMlcdohndogy  lsplMshed  monthtybytlw lnauMati  OM6Uarl Elxmmb  P.o.301c  80cu), ~, Tx75711.  lhsrlgM


