THE AHAZ / PEKAH / HOSHEA QUESTIONS
     In the record of the parallel reigns of the Judahite king Ahaz and the Israelite king Pekah it is accounted that when Ahaz began to reign, such was the Israelite Pekah's 17th year.  Concerning the length of these 2 kings' reigns, Ahaz is accounted as reigning 16 years and Pekah 20 (2 Kings 15:27; 16:1,2).  The next king after Pekah was Hoshea who, (being not his son but a conspirator), “slew him, and reigned in his stead” (15:30), he reigning for 9 years (17:1).
     Accordingly, on the data, the end of Pekah’s 20 year reign and the start of Hoshea's necessarily occurred in the 4th year of Ahaz.  Contradicting this, it is elsewhere stated (2 Kings 17:1) that the end of Pekah's reign and succession by Hoshea happened not in Ahaz's 4th year but his 12th, making apparent a 9 year (inclusive) conflict in the regnal record, that is, although there are 8 years between 4 and 12, when the 4th year is counted as 1, the 12th year becomes 9.
     In an attempt to resolve such 9 year conflict between Pekah and Hoshea's reigns, most scholars interpret the accession formula “in his stead” in 2 Kings 15:30 to include a material gap or interregnum of 9 years between these kings, such gap presumed to have been caused by an extended civil disturbance following a violent overthrow of Pekah’s government.
     As well as such a gap being unsupported in the Bible, the immediacy of Hoshea succeeding Pekah is also indicated by extra-Biblical records of both Josephus (who accounts only a brief, bloodless coup occurred) and the Assyrian record of Tiglath-pileser.  That is, firstly, Josephus states that Pekah died by the treachery of Hoshea who immediately “retained the kingdom” (Antiquities IX,xiii,1), and secondly, the Assyrian record indicates Pekah was overthrown and immediately replaced with Hoshea (Tadmor (1994): Inscriptions of T-p III, p.141).  Thus attempts to read a historical gap into the words “reigned in his stead” have no merit, especially with this accession relying on murder as expressed by the words “smote him, and slew him” (2 Kings 15:30).
     Therefore since there cannot have been an interregnum of 9 years between Pekah's 20th and Hoshea's 1st regnal years, and any attempt at changing the calendrical positioning of these king's reigns dislocates subsequent regnal synchronisations, a viable alternative must be found, or the chronology abandoned.  However, an exact alternative involving a longer reign can be deduced from the text, one which rests on a plausible copyist error having been made and transmitted without correction.  Firstly in this case, Pekah's 20th and final year is calculated to match Ahaz's 12th year.  However, on the data it also matches the 3rd, thus falling 9 regnal years short of the 12th, even though being numerically impossible if all the data is accurate.  Since presuming a copyist error relative to either Ahaz's years or those of the king before Pekah does not provide the possibility of a viable numerical  solution, and the years of Pekah's reign do allow for an increase without dislocating any synchronisations, then with it being the figure of 20 which causes the impossible numerical data, such cannot be sustained and a viable concordant number must be calculated.
     Thus with only a longer reign by Pekah being able to satisfy all the data, it is accordingly discovered that an addition of the otherwise incongruous 9 years to Pekah's reign causes no conflict with any of the  other kings' reigns or relevant Assyrian data.  Therefore, by adding such 9 years to the presumed final 20th year of Pekah, the same denotes for Pekah a 29th year.
2.

     In further detail, since the death and succession of kings naturally occurs at different times of the year, their accession anniversary years almost always result in an overlap with their calendrical regnal years, then like all other Israelite kings' years, Pekah's 20th year had both a calendrical (regnal) and (accession) anniversary years' placement on the calendar.  In the case of Pekah, since his accession anniversary years follow the calendrical dates by some months, such an overlap is fixed for the duration of his reign.  That is, with his 1st regnal year being reckoned as starting from the recently passed New Year, and his actual accession happening some months later, then Hoshea's anniversary year 1 postdates his regnal year 2, and so on.
     Accordingly, by continuing such sequence to the end of Pekah's reigning years, that is, to his 29th year (being his last), his 29th accession anniversary year is seen to postdate his 29th regnal year and thus falls in his 30th regnal year, there still being no conflict with any of the other Israelite kings' reigns or relevant Assyrian data.
     Thus with Pekah's reign spanning not 20 but 30 years, and recognising that the original Biblical record of kings’ reigns was written in the Phoenician script (the Hebrew glyphs not being devised until the time of the Babylonian Judahite captivity), the figure 30 can be seen as both a viable and concordant correction for the figure 20.  Further, with the glyphs expressing the Phoenician numerical symbols for 20 and 30 being identical except for the 30 having an unconnected dash on one side, then on such “best evidence” it can be settled that the original Biblical figure for Pekah was 30.
