JOTHAM’S MYSTERY 20TH YEAR
     The 20th year of Jotham is once mentioned in 2 Kings 15:30, with many scholars adhering to the historian Ussher's reckoning that his 20th year was not one of his reigning years but equivalent to a time beyond the length of his 16 year reign (verse 33), that is, 20 years after Jotham had begun his 16 year reign.
     However, contrary to such 4 year extension of reigning years which would have intruded into his successor's reign, an unusual incapacity of his father Uzziah at the end of his reign making him incapable of full regnal duties allows for Jotham to have taken over such for 4 years before the end of his father's reign, that is, when “Jotham, the king's son, was over the house, judging the people of the land” (verse 5).  Some 4 years later when his father died and “Jotham his son reigned in his stead” (verse 7), he assumed the full regality, from which his 16 year reign started.  Thus in this consideration such reference to 20 years of Jotham's reign does not intend an ineptly unspecified reign containing a 20th year, but the number of years of his rulership over the people.
     Despite the apparent plausibility of this resolution, a closer examination of 2 Kings 15:30 reveals that the figure of 20 cannot be matched to the specified events occurring in the area at that time.  That is, although the year given in 2 Kings 15:30 in which the Israelite king Hoshea replaced Pekah is revealed to be the 4th year of Ahaz's reign, the same event is elsewhere mentioned as being in “the 12th year of Ahaz” (2 Kings 17:1).
     With such immediate 9 year (inclusive) discrepancy having been transmitted in the Bible since before the translation of the Septuagint in the 3rd century B.C., and being not unanimously resolved to date, the same compels an investigation of the academic evaluations involved.
     Two scholars' formulations have been advanced and adhered to.  One advances that Jotham's 20th year extends to the 4th year of his son Ahaz, with such 20th year being considered as merely a point in time 20 years from the date of his accession.   However, with such formulation requiring that the Hoshea/Pekah takeover coincided with the 4th year of Ahaz, an immediate discord occurs with the later mentioned start of Hoshea's reign in Ahaz's 12th year.
     The proposed resolution of such discrepancy is the insertion of a 9 year (inclusive) gap or interregnum between 1) Pekah being killed by Hoshea, and 2) the time Hoshea began to reign “in his stead”.  However there is no indication of a material gap between events but rather, an immediate junction of them.  This same immediate junction occurs in the many other usages of “in his stead” in the Bible, with such words prohibiting the insertion of any gap.
     The second formulation concerns the same discrepancy, but attempts to resolve it by replacing the 9 year gap with a shift in the reign of Ahaz to start 9 years earlier, thus sharing part of his reign with his father Jotham.  However, such compels Ahaz to have impossibly reigned “in his stead” while his father was still reigning, with there being no shared reign either expressed or implied in the text.
     Thus concerning the two proposed resolutions it is found that:
          Firstly, only one instance occurs in the Bible of the accession phrase “in his stead” when followed by the particular year of an unrelated king, that is, with the placement in the narrative of Jotham in 2 Kings 15:30.
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          Secondly, in its plain and ordinary meaning the isolated phrase “in the 20th year of Jotham” expressly indicates such is part of a longer reign.  However, since scholars generally acknowledge that Jotham reigned only 16 years (2 Kings 15:33), they regard this “20th year” as no more than a point in time 20 years from his accession, as could be used for any other year after it, whenever he died. Thus since such supposed remedial treatment of the 20th year gives it no practical value, and makes its inclusion in the record of nil importance, its stated regnal information, as distinct from all other Biblical references, is effectively dismissed as having no numerical value, and therefore no relevance to the history of the period.  Therefore rather than providing a remedy which would harmonise the data, such scholars' approach effectively constitutes a material degrading of the Biblical evidence.
          Thirdly, in an analysis of the placement of a Jotham's 20th year in the narrative, it is found that unlike the accounts of all other kings, this particular year occurs before his year of accession instead of after it, contrary to the natural order of events.
           Fourthly, the mention of Jotham's 20th year ignores the specific mention of his having a 16 year reign (verse 33), such being the sole instance where a king is given 2 differing lengths of reign in the one account.
     With the above analysis having revealed the placement of the phrase “in the 20th year of Jotham the son of Uzziah” to be discordant with the order of the narrative, the same requires such remedial action as would relocate it to a concordant position, especially since removing the Jotham reference from 2 Kings 15:30 produces no conflict with any of the data and provides the commonplace ending to such regnal references, that is, “in his stead”.
     On examination of the passages relevant to Jotham, only one position is found where such words could be concordantly relocated from the original interpolation at the end of verse 30 (which used Uzziah's name instead of the previously featured name Azariah).  That is, the immediately appropriate position for such phrase is found to be 1) directly after the first of the nearby 2 Kings 15:37, “In those days Yahweh began to send against Judah Rezin... and Pekah...son of Remaliah”, and 2) immediately before the closing phrase of (the next) verse 38, “And Jotham slept with his fathers, and was buried with his fathers”.
     While many scholars accept that the 20th year of 2 Kings 15:30 was the 20th year from when Jotham began to reign, these same scholars consider, as also can be found in the column reference of many Bibles, that the words which begin verse 37: “In those days” equate to 'At the end of Jotham's reign', with such end occurring immediately before verse 38.
     It thus stands on the assumption of Jotham's 20th year having credibility (that is, with the inclusion of the 4 years’ prior judging of the people), that such phrase specifying this 20th year is best positioned at the end of verse 37 and immediately before verse 38.  Therefore, instead of effectively dismissing the data as an isolated dynastic reference having no regnal value, a relocation of such to later within the passsage resolves the matter.   
