THE AMAZIAH - ZACHARIAH MIXUP
     The Israelite king Jeroboam (II) began his reign of 41 years when the Judahite king Amaziah had already been reigning 15 years (2 Kings 14:23).  Amaziah continued in Jerusalem a further 14 years and died in his 29th year (14:2), with this further 14 years naturally ending in Jeroboam's 14th year.  Most scholars hold that after this further 14 years, Amaziah was succeeded by his son Uzziah, also called Azariah (14:21; 2 Chronicles 26:1), he then reigning 52 years (15:2).
     Further, the end of Jeroboam's 41 years reign coincided with Uzziah having reigned 26 years, that is, at the time of Uzziah's 26th year, Jeroboam's reign ended, and according to the normal succession of kings, Jeroboam's son, Zachariah, began to reign “in his stead” (2 Kings 14:29).
     However, Zachariah is accounted to have begun his reign in Uzziah's not 26th but 38th year (2 Kings 15:8), which immediately causes a substantial disharmony of some 11 years, that is, on such data, Zachariah could not have begun to reign until some 11 years after his father, Jeroboam's, death.
     Contrary to such concept, according to the succession of kings in the Bible, none of the instances of the phrase “in his stead” or “instead of” or “in the room of” allow for an intermission being involved, yet most modern chronologers consider this is one instance where an exception occurs: with a reckoned 11 year gap or interregnum being an acceptable part of the meaning, that is, in this particular instance of Zachariah's proceeding to reign “in his (father's) stead” (14:29) most scholars hold that a substantial gap exists between reigns.
     However, with there being no ground found in the Bible for changing the plain and ordinary meaning of the common accession formula “in his stead” (etc.), the only allowed departure would be where the Bible specifically indicates such.  In the reigns of the kings of this era, there are three such instances: firstly king Jehoshaphat's son reigned “in his stead” but as elsewhere indicated, only when a co-regency of 3 years had ceased, such co-rulership being the topmost of a unique regal 'gift package' (2 Chronicles 21:2-4), secondly, Uzziah's rulership began when “all the people of Judah made (him)...king in the room of his father Amaziah” (2 Chronicles 26:1) who had not died at that stage but was confined in disgrace in Jerusalem, and thirdly, Uzziah's son being appointed “over the king's house” until his leprous father died, whereupon he then “reigned in his stead” (verse 21).  Thus despite such exceptions, the meaning of the common  phrase “in his stead” does not include a material gap in any of its uses.
     Concerning the instance of Uzziah, his reign did not begin as normally upon the death of his father, but in exceptional circumstances was made king at a time of national catastrophe.  That is, Amaziah, defying doubly strong advice not to make war against Jehoash, king of Israel, did so, and was shortly after brought back as a disgraced prisoner to Jerusalem, its walls being militarily breached and then all the temple and kings' house treasures, with hostages, were taken to Samaria (2 Chronicles 25:23,24).
     In the circumstances of such national humiliation, and despite still retaining the regal title, he was considered no longer fit for office by all the people, who after some eighteen months of disorder and reorganisation, took control of the kingdom from Amaziah's supporting faction and set up his 16 year old heir as king over all of Judah (26:1), there consequently being no part of the kingdom of Judah in which Amaziah could rule. This sequence of the events however, as reported in 2 Chronicles, is not arranged in a chronological order.  That is, firstly, the account of Amaziah's defeat and the kingdom's
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humiliation (chapter 25:23,24) is interrupted by an editorial comment which would normally conclude an account (verses 25,26).
     Following these passages is a return to the narrative, and concerns Amaziah's death (verses 27,28).  Next is the mention of Uzziah being made king by the people at 16 years of age (26:1), which is interrupted by the brief mention that he had waited for some time until his father died to rebuild the small city of Eloth (verse 2), indicating his father was still alive at the time he was made king.  Immediately following this is a second prominent reference to Uzziah's age when he began to reign (verse 3), even though his age itself is not remarkable enough to warrant its emphasis.
     Such order of events is similarly presented in the 2 Kings' account of the same period, though without the 2nd mention of Uzziah's age, that is, by the events being presented in an unnatural sequence, neither account of such period can be relied on as revealing an accurate chronology or depiction of events.
     However its chronological value is apparent if these same events are rearranged according to their natural order.
    That is, an immediate continuity of such events can be produced when the first 2 verses of 2 Chronicles 26 are removed from that chapter and inserted into the latter part of the previous chapter between verses 24 and 25, as the following summary from 2 Chronicles 25:23 to chapter 26:3 reveals:
     A) Amaziah was returned in disgrace to Jerusalem by Jehoash who had just defeated him (verse 23),
     B) Next, the treasures of the temple and king's house were taken with hostages by Jehoash to Samaria (verse 24),
     C) Next, with Amaziah both regally and nationally disgraced (which by his attempt to retain power, caused a period of disorder and reorganisation), “all the people of Judah” then took Uzziah, although only 16, and made him king over Judah (chapter 26 verse 1), 

     D) Next, Uzziah intended to rebuild Eloth and restore it to the kingdom, but not while his father still lived, he only effecting such after his father had died (verse 2),
     E) Next, the length of Amaziah's life beyond his captor Jehoash is stated as 15 years (chapter 25 verse 25), some 13½ years of which being in confinement in Jerusalem (which ended 29 years after he had begun to reign - 25:1),
     F) Next, reference is made to a separate account of Amaziah's life achievements (verse 26),
     G) Next, the period following Amaziah's rejection of God is mentioned, during which he remained in Jerusalem until conspirators attempted to kill him, he then fleeing to Lachish, a nearby city, being then pursued and killed there (verse 27),
     H) Next, mention is made of his body being returned to Jerusalem for burial (verse 28),
     I) Next, Uzziah's age at the start of his reign and his length of reign is mentioned (chapter 26
 verse 3).
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Thus the reign of Uzziah necessarily began before his father's death which occurred after 29 years in Jerusalem, where the latter half of such years, although accounted to him as reigning years, could not have been such since he had nowhere in the kingdom to reign and was no longer recognised by the people, he continuing his residency in Jerusalem only by means of factional support and incapable of any higher status than a regent and in name only.
  Concerning the synchronisations between the 5 kings of the period: With Jehoash of Israel ending his reign in the 15th of Amaziah of Judah, Jeroboam of Israel began to reign.  Amaziah died some 14 years later in his 29th year, where it is held by most scholars that immediately afterward, his son Uzziah began to reign (2 Kings 14:21).
  Correspondingly, Uzziah would have begun to reign after Jeroboam had reigned 14 years.  However, 2 Kings 15:1 states his reign began in the 27th year of Jeroboam.  However, since no structure containing the required synchronisations can be made when such 27th year is employed, a copyist's error is expressly implied.  Also, contrary to the Biblical mention of Uzziah's reign beginning in Jeroboam's 27th year, Josephus agrees with the Biblical data but accounts Uzziah's reign began (not in the 27th but) in the 14th year (Antiquities IX,x,3).
    However, a substantial disharmony is encountered: although Josephus and the Bible agree with the numeral 14, such results in a chronological disruption at the succession of Israelite kings some 38 years later, in the 38th year of the Judahite Uzziah, that is, at the time of the Israelite Jeroboam's death.  2 Kings 15:8, states that in the 38th year of Uzziah, Jeroboam’s son, Zachariah (the 5th king of the period), began to reign “in his stead” (14:29), Jeroboam having reigned 41 years.
     But it is found that Jeroboam's 41st year matches only Uzziah's 27th year (41 - 14 = 27), and not the stated 38th.

     Most scholars overcome this conflict by holding that Jeroboam's son, who “reigned in his stead”, did not reign immediately “in his stead” as stated, but to equate with his beginning in the stated 38th year of Uzziah, actually began his reign after a gap or interregnum of 11 years from Jeroboam's death    However on closer examination of the synchronised Biblical data, this same 14th year of Jeroboam is found to be not the year in which Uzziah was made king instead of his father, but the year in which his father died, and from which Uzziah would reign without active opposition from such as his father's faction.
     Structurally, this same 14th year of Jeroboam was his 14th (anniversary) year, such overlapping Uzziah of Judah's 13th both anniversary and calendrical years.  Concerning the stated 38th year of Uzziah, and by adhering to the same paralleled order, such calculates as Zachariah having commenced his reign late in the stated Uzziah's 38th (anniversary) year.
     Thus contrary to the invention of an 11 year interregnum occurring before Zachariah's reign, this chronological sequence of the period's events presents a rigidly harmonised record of all succession data involving the 5 kings of the period.
