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 Uzziah made king 'in his father's
 room' (2 Chronicles 26:1)
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  Amaziah confined in Jerusalem.

UZZIAH

  Amaziah's faction still in power.
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JEROBOAM II

THE OVERTHROWS OF AMAZIAH

At the start of his reign, Amaziah “did that which was right in the sight of Yahweh” (2 Chronicles 25: 2), but later 
“turn(ed) away from following Yahweh” (verse 27a), he defying doubly strong advice not to make war aga inst 

Jehoash king of Israel, for which, as an immediate result, God “deliver(ed Judah) into the hand of the ir 
enemies” (verse 20).  According to Josephus, such o ccurred in Amaziah's 14th year (Antiquities IX, ix, 3), that 

is, late in his 14th (anniversary) year.  After such war, Jehoash broke a large openi ng in the walls and 
proceeded on to take all the temple and royal treas ures back to Samaria, with hostages (verses 23,24),  

nationally disgracing and publicly humiliating Amaz iah.  Being naturally held in contempt by the peopl e of 
Judah for the consequences of defying proper advice , they intended to remove him as a reigning king ov er the 
nation.  However, still being the king and having f actional support it was not immediately possible to  overthrow 

him in Jerusalem, it later requiring a conspiracy t o take military action against him.  Thus after suc h national 
catastrophe, while Amaziah was intent on re-establi shing his kingship, a short period of factionised c ivil unrest 
would have ensued until “all the people of Judah (h ad) made Uzziah...king in the room of his father Am aziah” (2 
Chronicles 26:1), with Amaziah being permanently is olated from the ruling office.  Some 12 years later  with his 

factional power being now insufficient to protect h im in Jerusalem, he having resided there for a tota l of 29 
years (25:1), a conspiracy caused him to flee to a nearby city, he being killed soon after (verse 27).  

THE  AMAZIAH - ZACHARIAH  MIXUP

The Israelite king Jeroboam (II) began his reign of  41 
years when the Judahite king Amaziah had already be en 
reigning 15 years (2 Kings 14:23).  Amaziah continu ed in 
Jerusalem a further 14 years and died in his 29th y ear 
(14:2), with this further 14 years naturally ending  in 
Jeroboam's 14th year.  Most scholars hold that afte r 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 coinc ided 
with Uzziah having reigned 26 years, that is, at th e time of 
Uzziah's 26th year, Jeroboam's reign ended, and acc ording 
to the normal succession of kings, Jeroboam's son, 
Zachariah, began to reign “in his stead” (2 Kings 1 4:29).

However, Zachariah is accounted to have begun his r eign 
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 h ave 
begun to reign until some 11 years after his father , 
Jeroboam's, death.

Contrary to such concept, according to the successi on of 
kings in the Bible, none of the instances of the ph rase “in 
his stead” or “instead of” or “in the room of” allo w 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 proc eeding to 
reign “in his (father's) stead” (14:29) most schola rs hold 
that a substantial gap exists between reigns.
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However, with there being no ground found in the Bi ble 
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 specific ally 
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 Jerus alem, 
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 su ch 
exceptions, the meaning of the common  phrase “in h is 
stead” does not include a material gap in any of it s uses.

Concerning the instance of Uzziah, his reign did no t  


