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INTRODUCTION 

The purpose of this thesis is to pr esent a political 

histor y of the Jehu dynasty from its foundation on 

through the reign of Jeroboam II . Political analysis 

and t heory will be applied i n r econstructin11 the one 

hundr e d year period duri~g which Jehu and his descendants 

ruled Israel . 1 :udah ' s ~olitical history will also be 

analyzed , fo cusing at t imes on :srae: 1 s relationship 

In researching this topic , the book o f II Kings , 

Chapters 9 through 14 , was used as the primary source , 

with other chapters in II Kin~s utilized where needed . 

Hebr ew commentar ies served as the basic s econdary 

source i n attempting to ~nderstanc ~he biblical data . 

In the order o ~ their overa!l usefulness , the followin~ 

commentaries •,·1ere cirawn upon · Lev!. ben r.ersl~on {Ra lb all) , 

Rashi , Me~udat David , '1albim, Mf"~udat Zion , a~d :'erusne 

ha- Ramban . Rashi , P..e~udat David . and T11albim compal"ed 

the biblical account in II Kings to tho~e f~und in 

Chronicles . Rashi also presented an ~istorical recon-

struction of his own , while Malbim usually repeats 

II Kings with the insertion or deletion of words without 

signi~icantly alter~~g the meanin~ o ~ the bibl~ca: 

.. 
I 
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account . Ra lbag was the most helpful and interesting 

commentary , pr oviding a philosophical and political 

approach to the b~hli~al material . Perushe ha- Ramban 

utilizes gr ammar anal~· sis of terminology to provide a 

brief lega l analysis for a very limited number of 

verses . Me~udat Zion ignores many of the complicated 

and important biblical data and us ually gives a 

deuter onomistic explanation for the verses on which it 

comments . All the Hebrew commentaries without exception 

are deuteronomistic in their explanation of the 

t r agedies that befell the rulers and countries of 

Israel and Judah . 

:C:nglish sources were used as addii:;1onal , secondary 

material . Biographical and rudimentary encyclopedia 

articles gave histor ical background . The Encyclopaedia 

Judaica proved the most helpful . En~lish comnentaries 

and ~ist c:-.!. e : provided anal;)si;;; and explanations 

of the biblical accounts :'rom a sociological , granunatical , 

and historical point of view . Christian and Jewish 

commentaries \·Jere all useft:.l ( !'c :::- a full list, 

see bibliography) . Statements of !'evolutionary 

and political theory shed new light on the biblical 

material and provided the tools for the reconstruction 

presented in this thesis. 
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Throughout the thesis , the methodology used , 

basically remains constant . First , t he biblical 

account is stated , fo llowed by citation of the 

relevant secondary sources, with political and 

histori cal analysis of the biblical material coming 

las t . This format is changed in cases where the 

reconstruct i on depends on support from the secondary 

sources , secondary source citations then being mixed 

with analysis . In analyz ir1g this period o~ history , 

each King is d1s~us~ed separately , except in cases 

where they interact with one another . 

While the intent of this thesis is a ~ull recon

struction of the pol:t~cal history of this period , 

where reasonable evidence could no~ be adduced, 

exc~ssive theorizinc was avoided. 
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CHAPTER I - THE POLITICAL SITUATION IN !SRAEL BEFORE 

THE REIGN OF JEHU THAT LED TO HI S RISE 

TO POWER 

Understanding the Omri dynasty ' s replacement by 

the Jehu dynasty depends on a brief survey of the poli

tical histor y of Israel ~ram its inception . 1 During 

the reign at RehoboaJ'1 over the United K1ngdo1:1 , the 

norther n sec tion of the country rebelled and formed its 

own state with Jeroboam as its king . 2 The r eason for 

the split was the unw1111n~ness of the power elements 

who supported Rehoboam to share the considerable 

wealth of the kin~dom with the power elements supportin~ 

Jeroboam . 3 ':'he general populace who s:;!'po:-:ed the 

rebellion 1n the north exnected a new king a!ld e. 

separate count::-y to lighten their heavy tax b'.lrdens . 4 

After the i•evolt t!"le populace learned jeroboam ' s ;-eal 

intent to replace Reboboem ' s monarchy with an equa.!.ly 

harsh one under Jeroboa~ . 5 In political terms the 

situation was one of two or more power elements vyin~ 

for control and wealth , manipulating the populace in 

order to attain its goals . Although the fi gh for 

independence from Judah \·1as over , i:;he war !'or oower and 

political control within Is::-ael had just begun . 

·-
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One characteristic of the northern sta te was it.s 

internal instability from the time of its foundation in 

922 B. C.E ., to the ~stablishment c!' th~ Omri dynasty 

6 in 876 B. C. E. No single political group within Israel 

became pov:erful enough to dominate the entire kingdom 

for more than a generation or two at a time . 7 Fightin~ 

between the various ruling elements in Israel caused 

the internal political instabilities . Probably t~e 

power groups !'iyh'ting each other at this time had 

previously been united against Rehoboarn o !' Judah . This 

state of political instability finally came to a halt 

with the establishment of the Oir.ri dynasty . a 

Immediately before the es~ablishment. of the i·ouse 

of Omri , Israel was in a state of political chaos and 

social instability . '!'his situation was highlighted by 

the assassination of two kings (Elah and Zimri) in the 

span of one week, 9 and the :: lmu 1 taneous claim by t\o!o 

powerful individuals for the throne of :sraei . 10 fhe 

power elements in Israel probablv provoked th!s situation 

hoping to resolve the question of who could consnlidate 

his power on a permanent basis to gain pclitical control 

and stabilize the social situat..:.on in Israe:1 . ll Civil 

war raged in Israel bett·:een the ~orces led by Omri and 
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the followers of his rival Tibni .12 Omri finally 

gained the upper hand and established what the Assy1·ian 

royal chronicles called the House of Omri. 13 

The Omri dynasty brought wealth and prospe::::-i ty to 

the northern kingdom . This prosperi t~· , however , was 

limited to the upper class. 1~ This period is one of 

change for various social and economic groups . 15 '.rhe 

merchant class in I srael became richer and more 1n~lu

ential than be:-ore . 16 The opportunity for increased 

wealthy was provided by the international alliances 

Omri and his decendants formed for the purpose of trade . 

The all i ances that are visible in the Bible are those 

between Israel and Tyre , (sealed b:; the marriage o:' 

Ahab to Jezebel)17 and lsrael and Judah , (sealed by 

the marr iage of Jehorar" to the daughter of Ahab) . 1 9 

While t~e merchant class was prospering u:ider the 

Omri dynasty , other groups in Israel were noL . Petty 

landholders l..>s :. thei!' :a:id .:o the r11erchants . 19 ':he 

apprenti ces and artisans experienced the Kideni::g of 

the econom:c and social gap be tween <:he:ns~lves and ;;heir 

master s . 20 The property o:- L~e l anded aristocracy 

was seized by the King , (cf . Habot story) . 21 Ahab ' s 

wife , Jezebel , the court , and the rulin~ class were 

~ollowers of Baa1 . 22 This alienated the conservative 
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Yahwist elements in Israel and caused great dissatis-

faction among the seer ?riests . 

Fertile ground for revolution existed under these 

economic and social conditions . It was not difficult 

for the Old Guard , 23 the landed aristocracy , surpassed 

in power by the newly risen merchants, to find suppor~ers 

for a revolution against the P.ouse of Omri . The only 

missing ingredient in the revolutionary r-ecipe was the 

appropriate moment , which came durin~ the :-ule of King 

Joram . 24 
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CHAPTER II - THE JEHU REVOLT 

Durin~ the reign of Joram , the Old Guard had its 

opportunity to end the Omri dynasty . Israel was suffering 

the effects of an unstable international situation ir. 

which it was losing money and land . Moab and Aram were 

the causes of this international unrest . When Ahab died , 

King Mesha of Moab went to war to break away from 

Israelite control . 1 Judah and Edom allied ;·;ith Israel , 

but even with this alliance the campaign against Moab 

was only partially successful . 2 Aram , in the meantime , 

took advantage of the turmoil to make several raids on 

Israel , even besieging Samaria , the cap!tal c~ty . 3 

Israel ' s army was not satisfied with ~he results 

of the war with Moab and was a\'1aiting an opportunity to 

revolt against Jorain . ~ The opportunity for the revolt 

5 came during the war against fl.ram . Joram , woundeu in 

battle, returned to .;ezreel and le:·t Jehu , li is gener-al , 

in complete control of the army . 6 

Jehu was the perfect person to lean the revolt arid 

assume control of the government . He was a military 

leader who had the status of a hero and the loyalty of 

his men . 7 As a national leader , ~e had the requisite 

political knowledge (which he had acquired from contacts 
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in court circles) and the ability to bring political 

factions , such as the Rechab i tes , together . a Jehu's 

origin was probably !n the conservative landed class 

of Israel , as is ill~strated by his name . 9 This factor 

made him acceptable to the seer-priests , whose support 

was necessary to ensure the long range success of 

the ~oup . 10 

The seer- priesthood ' s opposir.ion to the H0nse o.!" 

Omri is traceable to the r eign of Ah~b . It represented 

the landed class in Israel . When Ahab con f iscated 

the property of these people , the s eer- priests voiced 

their objectioc . The Nabot s;o~y (I l i; 21 : 1- 22) 

and the Shunammite ep!sode (II Ki ; 8 :1- 6) exhibit the 

loyalties and support of the '>eers ar.ll thc:l!" 

opposition to ft.hab ar.d !iis desce11dants . The JT!agnitude 

of the ~ostile feelings that existed between Ahab 

and the priesthood is further exhibited by Ahab ' s 

calling Elijah his enemy . 11 

The support of the seer- priests was cruci2l to the 

coup . They had popular i?;fluencc and .:;>oke f " r 

Yahweh . In the fighting st.age of t.he coup , the 

seer-priests could rally popu l ar support for Jehu or 

at least neutralize the popula t ion segments which 

ci;ht be hostile to him . Arte~ the coup, the seers 
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could legitimize it in the name of Yahweh,1 2 and 

bring the populace to peaceful acceptance of Jehu ' s 

kingship . 

Jehu , relatively certain of his support , prepared 

~or the coup . First he called his officers and 

chie!'s of staff together for a meeting. 1 3 At this point 

the officers , not s uspicious , assumed the meeting was 

an ordinary council of wa.!'
14 called by their general . 

~uring the meeting , an unna.~ed prophet (identified by 

the Hebrew commentaries as Jonah ben Amittai) 15 

sent by Elisha , ran into the meeting . Jehu acted 

as surprised as his officers did at this intrusion . 16 

The officers were further puzzled w~en Jehu was tuen 

into a private room by the oroph~t , whet~ hE ~as 

secretly anointea . 17 

Jehu was anoin:ed with ol.ve oll , the only king 

of Israel to be anointea .
18 ~e was anointed ~it~ oil 

to aver~ a possible controversy over his right 

to be king , 19 and to exhibit that Jehu had recei·1ed 

the "beracha", the public si=:;:ii "i "ation of sunoo?:'t 

by the necessary national politico- religious 
20 consensus . Samuel the prophet had set the prece~ent 

!'or anointing a rival kin~ by anoint ine David while 

Saul \·las still alive . 21 In add~tion to anointing Jehu , 
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the pr ophet told him to begin executing the coup , 

gi vi ng him instructions regarding special targets 

f'or at tack . 

Whe n Jehu emerged from the room, he told his 

officers the prophet ' s message in a seemingly detac~ed 

manner . 22 Thus , he tested t he loyalty of' his men and 

prevented his being labeled a traitor . 23 Although 

Jehu and Elisha were dependent upon officer support 

for the coup , they were not initially certain they could 

obtain it . This element of uncertainty and possible 

danger \·!as exhibited by Elisha ' s sending of an emissary 

i n his place and by the emissary ' s flight i::unediately 

after he anointed Jehu . 24 The possibility of a 

revol~ against Jehu by his subordinate officers 

must have existed at the t~ne or h:s anointment . 

After Jeh u saw that the officers ' initial response 

to the p~ophet ' s message was positive , he told them 

about his ano:ntment. He st~essed that t~e direc;ive 

for his bec oming king came from Yah\'leh , and that was 

the reason he was anointed rather than appointed king . 

Jehu also stressed that tne main purpose of the 

9:-ophet ' s mission was ~o anoint him l~ing . 25 The 

officer s , upon hearing the complete ~essage of the 

seer , proclaimed Jehu as thei r king . 26 This action 

w 
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on the part of the officers demonstrated their 

opposition to Joram and willingness to act in the 

coup . 

Knowing that he had the support of the soldiers 

unde!' h is corrunand , J ehu conspired against Jor am with 

his fell ow officers defending Ramoth- gilead a~ainst 

Hazael . 27 The plan of the c oup was to kill Joram 

who was in Je zreel recovering from his wounds . 

J ehu instructed his officers how to kill Jor~u 

efficiently and how to seize power afterward . He 
28 used the theory usually employed in e xecuting coups : 

Jehu emphasized the need for secrecy , soeed, and surprise . 29 

He also stressed the need to neut r alize potential opoos

ition . 30 Jehu restated che need for killin~ Joram 

at the outset of the action . He and his of'ficers Y.r.ew 

that if Jara.in escaped from Jezreel after the cou~ 

star ted , ne could rfl.lly troops to his def ense and t.u1'!1 

- 1 
t.he coup into a blood~· civil \';ar . .) Jehu a l so kr.e·.; 

t hat if the knowledge of the coup reached Jo:am a~ter 

it started , the coup would not be success~ui . 32 

Jehu and his army apnroached Jezreel . Jorarn 

t·:as surprised b:,• their approach : not recognizing the 

possit:>il!.ty of their ati;acl~inh him and King !1Jnaziah 

of Judah . Jorarn sent out riders to meet Jehu . 33 
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The riders did not return. 34 Perhaps Joram believed 

the approaching troops were Arameans under the 

command of Hazael. The troops were finally identified 

by the "watchman" Ca tower lookout?), who informed 

Joram. 35 Upon his identification, Joram rode out to 

meet Jehu.3 6 Did Joram ride out because he thought 

he was needed in the field?37 Or did he ride out because 

h.e feared an assassination and was fleeing?3 8 

The second possibility s·eems unlikely because there 

is no indication that Joram took his royal bodyguard 

or even a chariot driver with him. 39 Cavalry was not 

used for attacking fortified cities.40 Did Joram 

ride out of the city to meet Jehu asxa sign of 

respect for his general? The reason Joram left the 

city will probably never be documented, but there 

is a hint that Joram thought that he was needed in the 

field because of the speed of Jehu's approach, which 

suggested urgency. 41 

Jehu revealed the plot to Joram only when there 

was no possibility of escape - Joram was already 

Jehu's 
42 

Jehu then h.imself in the hands of men. 

killed Joram with an arrow. 43 It was crucial that 

Joram be killed while isolated from his troops because 

I· 
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Jehu was not prepared to fight other s egments of the 

army . He was travell ing so rapidly that he could not 

have brought siege r.1achines with h.irr. . And an intra-

army fight would have led to divisiver.~ss after the 

coup . 

Ahaziah attempt ed to flee after Joram warned him 

of Jehu ' s treachery . 44 But Jehu and his men followed 

Ahaziah and killed him . lt5 Ahaziah was probably 

attempting to escape to Samaria , ,,·her e news o::' the coup 

would not yet have travellea . 46 Ahaziah ~as killed 

because he was a relative of jorarn . 47 Because he Kas 

a relative of P.hab , ~e was subject to the anti

Ahab feelings prevalent in northern Isr ae1 . 48 

P.haz iah was also an ally of Jorarn and therefore 

a possible leader of ~ counter- cou?, and because 

Judah might have taken advar.tage 01' the :emporar;,• 

confusion in Israel to make it a vassal of Judah 

(wer e it not for the confusion which resulted in 

J udah from the death of Ahaziah) . 49 

When Jehu entered the city , he ::'ound JGZ:!bc: 
50 adorned as a queen watc!'linP- him from a window . Was 

this because she wanted to marry him and form a new 

alliance or because she wished to show composure until 
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the end?51 Jezebel , realizing that Jehu was about to 

kill her, called him a murderer mld robber of the crown 

of Joram . 52 Jeh~ thPn called for Jezebel's execution . 53 

He asked the palace ~uards to exhibit their support 

fo r the coup by executing Jezebel themselves . 54 

The palace guard cculd not resist the s~rength o~ 

Jehu ' s army , and by killing Jezebel , they were 

implicated in the revolt and forced to give th~ 

~ebels thei r ?ermanent support . In this way Jehu 

avoided a confrontation between the ~orces of the army 

and ralace guard . This confrontation would have 

occurred if the palace guard Selt that their lives 

we:?e threatened by Jehu . 

Jezebel was killed for a number uf reasons . 

It was partially done to ful~ill Elijah ' s orophecy . 55 

Jezebel could have been the oowe~ behind the throne 

of Joram , 56 which would make her the "real " rul e r 

of Israel. In that case Jezebel could have foiled 

the coup by requesting Phoenicia~ ~roop5 (Phoenicia 

being Joram ' s ally and Jezebel ' ,.. hmnela:id) to intervene 

on her behalf . Jezebel was probably killed at t.he 

insistence of the seers al.d fanatic Yahwists as \·;ell . 

Thei r support was needed to make the coup successful . 
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The next item on Jehu ' s agenda was obtaining the 

cooperation of the elders , rule~s of Sa.~aria and Jez

rzel , and those ~·rhn raised the sons of Ahab. 57 To 

inform these people of his intentions regarding the 

goals of the coup, Jehu wrote them a letter . 58 In 

political terms these people were the military commanders 

of the city, barons , local political leaders , and pro

fessional soldiers . The letter was addressed to the 

royal chamberlain . 59 In the letter Jehu told him 

either to meet him in combat or to capitulate to him . 60 

These h!.gh officials chose the latter alternative . 61 

W!iy did Jehu send the letter to the leaders 

gather ed in Samaria? Jehu could no t take the capital 

by surprise anymore. The "l~aders" v:crG probably in 

Samaria discussing the action to take in regard to 

t he coup . Jehu needed the ca?!tal c!ty to ru:e the 

cbuntry . 62 These men had the ability t o appoint a new 

king ( from among Joram ' s children) who could challenge 

Jehu for ~he throne o f Israei . 63 They also had troops 

and armaments , whic~ the~· cc•.il 1 pledge t o the king of 

their choice. 64 An outright assault on Samaria would 

weaken Jehu's army and hurt his popularity . And Jehu 

as coup l eader and king designate did not want to subject 

himsel f to the unnecessary danger Khich his going to 
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Samaria would have represented. 

After Jehu received the first letter of capitu

lation from the elders, he sent them another letter . 65 

In the second letter he asked the leaders i~ Samaria 

to exhibit their loyalty to him by deca;:;ltatj :1g the 

sons of Ahab and sending their heads to him in Jezree1. 66 

J ehu orde r ed that the heads of Ahab ' s sons be placed 

next to the gate entrance to the city of Jezree1 . 67 

This action showed the inhabitants of the city , as well 

as those who heard about it , the great power possessed 

by Jehu . 68 The ga te of a city was a place of judgernent . 69 

Jehu ' s actio~ thus e xhibited that he was now the judge 

(that is , the king) of the people of :srael , not jus~ 

Jezreel . This theory rests on Lhe fact thar the 

children of .AJ1ab wer e killed i:i the capital on the 

order s of Jehu , which means he had defacto control 

of the country . T~e exhibition of decapitated heads 

also suggests a public e xecution and gave warning to 

the consequences involved in opposing Jehu . He wanted 

Ahab ' s children killed because thev were ?OSSible con-

tenders to the throne or Israe l and t~e refore a threat 

to a stable rule by Jehu . 7° The possibility also 

existed that foreign gover nments would back- a counter-

coup led by one of ~~ab ' s sons . ~heir motivation for 
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such an action would have been the reestablishment 

of a dynasty whose foreign policy was familiar and 

dependable . 

After the child,..en of Ahab were killed , Jehu 

continued his purge of the house of Ahab . 71 The 

killing this time took place in Jezreel . The victins 

of the purge were the rich supporters, government 

officials , and family !'riends of ftJ1ab and Jcr-am. 72 

With the coup progressing according to plan, 

Jehu began his triumphant march to Samaria from Jez

reel . On the way to Samaria Jehu captured and l<illed 

the brothers o!' Ahaziah.73 The killing of ~~aziah's 

brothers was necessary !'rom a rr.ilitar:; stand~o:..:it . 

?hey could have desired to aven~e Ah&z!at. ' s death 

and to lead Ahaziah ' s troops against Jehu . A possible 

reason for Jehu's capturin~ Ahaziah ' s brothers rather 

than executing t~em in.-r.ecliately was the !"leed to 

.!.nte1•rogate t.hem to determir'e whc=-cher troops !'ram 

Judah were corning to Israel to oppose him . ~-: Hebrew 

commentaries state the.t these relatives of A.~aziah were 

the sons , not the brotherj of Ahaziah and related to 

Ahab , 7 ~ but this would not change Jehu ' s ac t~ons or 

reasoning . 

Continuing his march to th~ ca9ital , Jehu met 
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Jehonadab the Rechabite on the road to Samaria . 75 

Jehonadab was a f r iend of Jehu , 76 and the leader of 

the Rechabites , an ascetic order that was conservative 

both politically and religic~sly .77 The Rechabites 

were militant Yahwists who supported Jehu in the coup . 78 

Following the military theory used in a coup , Jehonadab 

and his army of Rechabites were probably guarding the 

road to Samaria to isolate the city from the rest of 

the country . This would have delayed potenticil 

reinforcements attempting to reach Samaria and trapped 

the leaders of the opposition inside the city . Jehonadab 

joined Jehu in his chariot and they rode into Samaria 

together . 79 

Jehonadab rode into Sa.'llaria with .; 0 !1U i.O rally 

support ~or the coup among the conservative elements 

in Israel . ?his action also showed that the motivation 

for the coup was broader than the fulfillment of Jehu ' ~ 

pe!'sonal ambitions . Bo Judglng by the known religious 

zeal of Jehonadab, ?art of the coup 's ~deological clai~ 

was a return to loyalty to Yahweh. Jehu and Jehonadab 

entered Samaria, and kil led the bureaucrats , of ficers , 

and financial supporters of King Ahab and Jora.r:; . Bl 

The opposition army had been either disbanded or 
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neutralized before Jehu entered the city . This had 

been accomplished through a directive from the commanders 

of the city to thejr t~oops82 and reinforced by the 

presence of Jehu ' s anr. Jehonadab ' s armies. When Joram ' s 

!'orces saw that they 1·:ere trapped in Samar ia by Jehona

dab ' s fo rces, they willingly laid down their ar!T"s at 

the orders of their commanders to save their lives . 

After completing the coup and assuming the king

ship of Israel , Jehu plotted to destroy the Baal cult 

in Samaria . 83 The evidence for Jehu ' s control of 

Israel is found in II Ki l0:21 which states , "And Jehu 

sent through all Israel , ami :he Korshippers cf Baal 

came ." First J ehu proclaimed a gr and sacrifice to 

Baal , requiring attendance by all Baa: !'ol:owers . 8~ 

The followers of Baal did not find Jehu ' s action 

suspicious . ':'hey probably assumed that Jehu was con

tinuing the policy established by Ahab and Joram . 85 

The people who ca-ne to the Baal temple in response to 

the Jehu proclamation were probably t;he newly deposed 

ruling class and wealthy mPrchants . The avera"e 

person would not have had t he funds to go to Samaria . 

The Baal temple was not large enough to accomodatP 

all the worshippers of Baal . 

l 
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Jehu planned to check to ascertain th~t no Yahwists 

were in the Baal temple before he commanded the killing 

to begin . 86 He did so because the elite of Israel felt 

that they were required to be preseut at the Baal sacri

fice, even if they were followers of Yahweh , out of 

respect and allegiance to Jehu and fear of him. Jehu 

went as far as offering sacrifices to Baal as an addi-

tional precaut ion against killing loyal Yahwists in 

the Baal temple , apparently reasoning that they would 

not go as far as sacrificing to Baa1 .
87 

To make the 

plot more believable to the intended victims, Jehonadab 

the Rechibite joined with Jehu in the sacrifice to Baal.88 

Jehu was ready to act on the plan . He ordered his 

officers and soldiers to kill all the followers of Baal 

who were in the house of Baal in Samaria.89 Jehu 

stressed the importance of killing the followers of 

Baal to his soldiers by stating , "If any of t he men 

whom I bring into yQur hands escape , his l ife shall be 

f or the life of him . 11 9° Jehu f elt the killing of the 

followers of Baal was important because, as stated 

above , the court , ruling class , merchant class , and 

power elements behind Ahab were followers of Baal . 9
1 

His act of calling a great sacrifice to Baal wa s used 
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to lull them into belief in his good will and to gather 

them all in one lccation.92 Another possible motivation 

for the pl ot was that Jehu wanted to kill certain pol i 

tical leaders and local elders that might oppo$e his 

rule at a later t i me, (possibly even the leaders that 

met in Samaria that gave him their support) but was 

unable to do so for political reasons . When the people 

sacrificed to Baal they gave Jehu j ustification for 

liquidating them . Supporting the theory that Jehu seized 

the opportunity to kill his opponents is the biblical 

st atement that 11vestments" were given to the people in 

the Baal templ e. 93 These vestments were probably given 

to key people ,9 4 marked for death by Jehu . This ensured 

their easy identification by his troops so they would 

not escape when the killing began. 

The members o f the Baal cult were also killed to 

appease the Re chabites and seer-priests . 95 These two 

groups supported Jehu in the coup and probably demanded 

the destruction of the Baal cult in Samaria as part ial 

payment for their help. Destroying the Tyrian Baal in 

Samaria legitimized J ehu's coup in the eyes of the 

artisans and small farmers. For them Jehu demonstrated 

that his revolt against Joram was motivated and executed 
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because of his zeal for Yahweh , 96 which he exhibited 

by dest r oying Baal worship soon after he came to power . 

Besides ki lli ng the members of the Baal cult , Jehu 

destroyed t he Baal temple . 97 The site of the Baal 

temple was later use d a s a latrine as a sign of contempt 

for the house of Ahab . 98 

Although Jehu destroyed the Tyrian Baal , he allowed 

other idol worship to continue in Israel , 99 thereby 

encouragi ng loyalty from non- Yahwists and promotin~ 

stability within diverse segments of the population . 

Albright states that a large part of the population was n.:>: 

strictly loyal to the Yah\·:eh cult even after the coup . 100 

Another motivation behind Jehu ' s destruction of the 9aal 

cult and simultaneous tolera~ce of other cults was the 

Baal cult ' s foreign origin and lack of pcoular support . lOl 

·rhe indigenous Canaanite cults , on the other hand , were 

widely advocated and drew support :'ran nan~· dif !'e1,ent: 

social and economic groups . : 02 ::dol worshio was al:::o 

allowed in order to encourage abandonment of loyalty 
103 

to the Jerusalem temple . The golden calves in Beth 

El and Dan (II Ki 10 : 29) were Yah\\eh shrines founded 

by Jeroboa~ I to counteract the political in~luence of 

the Jerusalem temple . l04 Beth El and Dan we:-e probably 
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controlled by seer- priests and did not pose a threat 

to Jehu . Jehu ' s central concer n in permitting 

idolatry was the loss of contr o l of t he populace 

through the seer- priest which would have resulted 

from disbanding the popular cults . 

Throughout the coup narrative the Bible 

legitimizes the killings and political actions taken 

by Jehu . He is depicted as a loyal Yahwist chosen 

by Yahweh to save Israel f1·om the idolatrous ho~:>e 

of Ahab . l05 Jehu learned of his mi ssion through the 

seer- priests who were the spokesmen for Yahweh . 106 

The biblical viewpoint is that the Jehu revolt 

was inspired by the prophets . 107 It was Elisha who 

gave a sign which started the revolt . 108 Althoug~ 

the revolt came during the reign of' King Joram , the 

seer- pri esthood had been plannir.~ for it since the 

time of ft~ab . l09 

But throughout t he bit lical account of the coup , 

actions by the seer-priests are repor~ed only before 

the plan for a coup was made known to anyone beyond 

Jehu . 110 Why do the seers not ap;>ear ~ightinp; side 

by side with Jehu in his battle for Yahweh? The f~rst 

but not the most convincing reason is that the seers 
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did fight in the coup against Joram . According to 

this theory writers of the biblical account excluded 

this element of their activity because of the negative 

feelings against Jehu wh~ch were prevalent after 

Israel became an Assyrian tibutary. This an~i -Jehu 

~eeling took the form of nationalistic feeling in Israe1 .lll 

Another reason for the seer-priests ' dissociation from 

the coup was its excessively bloody nature. 112 This 

argument does not follow the process of legitimization 

~or the revolt presented in the Bible . 

It would seem more feasible that the seers were 

not involved in the actual execution of the coup . ?hey 

remained uninvolved to avoid being exterminated by Joram 

in case the coup failed . Otherwise J orarr. 1·:ou!1 have 

had a legitimate e xcuse to crush the upper echelon of 

the seer- priesthood wh!ch had been causing t~ouble for 

the dynasty since the L~me of Ahab . 113 He could have 

shown that these individual seers were enemies of the 

state and that the coup was not ordered by Yah\'1eh , 

using for evidence the fact that it had fai!ed . I f 

Jorarn had killed the upper Pchelon seers , he would 

then have replaced them with lower echelon seer- priests , 

(who would have been loyal to him) thus exhibiting his 
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true nature - that of a follower of Yahweh. 114 As 

an additional precaution , Elisha sent an obscure , 

nameless se~r to anoint Jehu instead of going himself. 

If the coup failed , or failed to materialize, Elisha , 

the head seer in Israel, could say that the seer who 

went to Jehu acted unilaterally and not on his instruc-

tions . 

Immediately before Jehu killed Joram he told his 

troops that he was doing sr because of t he idol worship 

of his mother Jezebel . 115 He then reminded Bidkar , 

his captain , about the public decree from the Lord which 

~as pronounced against the house of P.hab . 116 He made 

those statements to his officers and men so that they 

could bear witness that Jehu killed Joram out c f h--'" 

zeal f or Yahweh . 

Ideologicall! , Je20bel was killed because of 

Elisha ' s decree and not because of the will of ~ehu . 117 

This is documented by Jehu ' s speech after she was 

killea .118 The soldiers and people of Israel must have 

looked upon the killing of a king and queen as a fea~-

some act requiring justification. Legitimization or 

Joram ' s killing by Jehu was important to avoid a 

counter- revol t against Jehu after the coup was over . 
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Jezebel reminded Jehu119 that the situation had occurred 

to Zimri , another ambitious general of Israei.120 

The children cf !L.~ab were liquidated to eliminate 

rallying around the h~use of Ahab; ideologically, the 

sins of Jezebel and Ahab extended to their sons as 

well . 121 Ahaziah was killed because he was the son-in

law of Ahab and a f'ollower of the ways of Ahab.122 His 

brothers were killed because the y too were blood 

relatives of Ahab . 123 

In few instances does the Bible give the political 

or military reasons why the victims of the coup were 

killed . Because Ya.hwism v:as the constitutive ideology 

of Israel, Jehu was forced to give religious reasons 

for the political and :nilitary decision.:; ht- P.ad made . 

All leaders must utilize popular ideology for clai~s of 

legitimacy; Yahwism was the political vehicle in this 

case . 124 In two particular instances the political 

motivation for Jehu 1 5 actions are clear . I~ the first 

instance he ordered the heads of Ahab ' s r.hildren 

brought to Jezreel during t~e ~ · &ht , implicat:~g the 

inhabitants of the city in the execution . 125 Even 

in this instance he legiti mized their death by stating 

that they were executed because Yahweh decreed it. 126 
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The second incident in which Jehu ' s political tactics 

were clearly exhibited was in his l e tter to the leaders 

of Samaria , 127 and his execution of the family , 

friends , and officers of Ahab in Samaria . 128 If 

Jehu had been consistent in killing all officers and 

political leaders who supported Ahab , he would have 

also ldlled the leaders in Samaria , especially the 

leaders who brought up the sons of Ahab (II Ki 10:1) . 

The decree of Yahweh spoken through Elijah (II Ki 10:17) , 

which ordered the execution of the house of A.."'lab and 

its supporters, also applied to the officials in 

Samaria who received Jehu ' s letter . These t\\o 

verses show that Jehu ~pplied the decree of Yahweh 

against the house uf Ahab where it was politically 

expedient and ignored t~e decree whe~e it was not . 

Elisha legitimized Jehu ' s select!.ve applicat~on of 

Yahweh ' s decree against the house o:' Ah::1b ::::- :he 

po?ulace and the military . 

Of all the Hebrew commentaries that addressed 

themselves to the legitimacy of Jehu ' s actions in 

the coup , Ramban presented the most coMplete explanation 

of all . He stated that Jehu was not allowed to dest~oy 

the house of Ahab :'or his own personal gain, even 
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:hou~h nod had decreed tha~ it be des royed . Jehu 

was allo~ed :o des:roy !t beca1se he acted o~t o~ 

true love for God and not 011t of desire for persona] 

uain . l?g 

As a result o~ '::he coup ~nd the O~r i dv~astv , 

-srael ' s ~oreirrn rela'::ions .::h~nr-ed ir'ls•ica::y . 

Judah and Phoenic 1.a broke the~ 1' ties an.1 t~··=a-cier 

wi~h Israel . ~hev acted !n response to Jehu 's 

?.~sc.ssinat!.on of Ah:!zia!'": , U.:1ri: :" • ·dah . ~nd .7e'.:e:JPj , 

, he churhter o•' <i nhoenician kinf: . 1 :-o .. r.: -~ re'lzon~b e 

'f!"'.e.:;e • i P5 v:ere 

\\ 1 ;. h t !11~ :r. th E"- ,.. l ~ -

b D '•- ' I': ..-~ 

seer-oriesthoorJ, o· !'"!er ~lli"'s o · .'eh1 , ., ... -e nat :!·al: 

, . ":" 
c:osel·: 3J:.:pn wi~h ~:.e :'l!O: J .. :."lSt ~: . • 
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As a result o f the broken treaties wi:~ ?hoenicia 

Anri Juriah , Israel wa! left wi hou~ al l ies ind vulnerable 

~n a lack by roreiv~ ~ewers . Tn the ~ irst year of 

:eh~ ' s r~:e , Israel lost terr1 Mor y ~nd sta t us as a~ 

1 ?I.! 
internatior.al oower . - · Hazael ~as able to conq~er 

~ra~sjordan because of Israel ' s weakene1 oositjon . 1 ?5 

Jehu oa iri tribute to Shalrnanes~r III of Assyria 
pl) 

to hold Ha-ael or Syrie in check . ~he black 
, .,

ob~l isl< O'~ Shalm~!"eser sho:-ls this '=lccu rr·er.c"" . - ' 

In the a :'te.,..";lath of the .-e~11 couo , t:hree :"lair. 

"eat ll!"'e s s ~nii our. . Pirst, thP Old Giard , he 

landed Kentry , was bac~ in rower . Secona , .-ehu 

firmly establ1she4 his 0vn ~f'tv . which lasteri fo.l~' 

he mo:iv'lt jor. in e. iii:.-
; ?O 

:iYr."'-St.\ . 
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CHAPTER III - THE REIGN OF ATHALIAH BEFORE THE 

JEHOIADA REVOLT 

When word of King Ahaziah ' s death during the 

revolt in Israel reacned Jerusalem, Athaliah , the 

queen mother , assumed control of the government 

of J udah . 1 He- first act as ruler was liquidation 

of the possible contenders for the throne of Judah, 2 

as her husband Jorarn had done.3 The people that she 

had killed were probably her grandchildren and 

others of Davidic lineage . Joash, the infant son 

of Ahaziah , escaped Athaliah ' s sword4 with the help 

of Jehosheba , daughter o~ King Joram and sister 

of Ahaziah.5 It is likely that Joash was !'lever in 

danger from Athaliah and was placed in Jehosheba's 

care by Athaliah. Joas h could give Davidic 

legitimacy to Athaliah's rule . 6 It was no accident 

that it was the youngest member of the royal seed 

who was spared . Because of his age, Joas~ ~o~ed no 

immediate threat to Atbaliah , and she could say that 

she was ruling Judah ir. his behalf until he was old 

enough to assume the kingship or the country . 

Jehosheba was a good caretaker of Joash because of 

her relationship to Athaliah . J ehosheba was a member 

o~ the royal family, stepdaughter or half sister of 
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tl.e i~te '!-:ir. <"" , Allaz~ah , by ~he same motr.e!' . 7 

:ehosheba was a possib!e candidate ro~ the rule of 

J·Jdah !?ersel.f . I :~ sr.e had ;.;!shed tc unde1·mine \:t.e 

a·1~hor.=.ty of Athaliah as the !:ib:e sui:i;:;!?st::- . si.e 

would have chosen an older ~e~ber of the royal ra~ily 

to save and possibly have married hit . It is not 

likely that a member of tr.e royal nousehold coulo e 

ke! ;; I idrier. fer the period r :' t i-ne ·h::it '"hP ;....:_~le 

0 

..: .:g es::-- . 

t t 

· • · · " O!)?.b: ,. ~ 

inte1•na: pc1.:tical :=-::~ 1.: quc . 
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and father- in- law Jehoshophat . 11 The exception to 

this policy was the cessat i on o~ foreign :'elations 
. , ? 

~ith Israel (after Ahaz!ah was ki:led by Jenu) . --

This possibly lasted for only a brie~ time an1 in any 

case was instigated by Jehu , not Athaliah . 

Judah ' s defense and t r ade treatv ~ith Israel 
- ..., 

:;ad bee~1 established aurin£ tf:e rPif"r. ot' Jehoshophc.t . - -

It~ purpose was to increase inte1·na- jonal conmercP . 

This would benefit the mercha~t clas3 in J 1~dh while 

. l ' t d i I - · O · · ,. · 1 ~ it deve opea ra e n srae1 J~oer rnr 1 a~1 Mnao . 

7h1s is reflected in the joint , but unsuccess~ul 

effort to revive the port op Ezion- geber . 15 

J ehoram , son of ;::r.r: jeLoshct !~a: :::l h '~ - -:!:·: 
. ~ 

throne ot' Judah . -

?hoenicia durin[ ~Teho:=:hori.at ' .~ rei -r~ to .:.:i::r .... a.::.t:. 

t d f . .. :7 i·a e pro i .. s . 

to ;:rorr.ote a t! r•?e - \'iay tri'3.je betwee1. Judah , Israel , 

1 Je:ebel ~:ij P.hatt , a: 

and Israel . 

in opera.ti.on . 



The period from the reign of Jehoshaphat t~rouRh 

that of Athaliah was one of inler~etional insLability 

in Juda!"! . ~'he Arair.i=ans ~~d .L.ssyr:.. ;r.~. were a ner.ace 

':O J . . h I- 10 enosnop a.., . 

~~!!!s~ine and Arabia~ ~arauders in7adei ~he roya? 

palace and took i;s treasures , ~he royal ~!ve~, 1n 

"0 'il! the p!'ir.r-es 1">:C'epi- Aha::-iah . · fdia::::iah wa~ la ·er 

k i : 1 e j i n : s r a e l b :,r J -: in . :? 1 

The Baal cult •,·:as estao:.is: .. ~ci ir. .1ert:sa_er. C'H'i!ll" 

" · 1 · ~ , ... ,, a · l. . .,, :- '2 0. ~ - s :·; l ! p ' ~ ~ .. 1 - - • • • 

~i :-:""!:. Jl :·· 

I avidiC' line . 25 She ·01i:::.. i 11 • 

t!1e pop1:lac~· fi.:1·tl.e!' t>;v· er! ha. i.:in.,. · "".e ·.-:nrsl.i. l' 

r 

·he ~. 01· tanc•.; A', 1 n0we?· o:· ~ .e .. >:• ir .!- "'! t·=-··. ll. . 



During his !'"'ign , Jehorar:i barred ~he internal 

instability of ~udah by killinn ~1B brothers and 

:he!r partisans whe~ he rnou~teJ thP t~r~ne . 2 e 

':'i~..:..: i!1stabi i..:. ty car. be seer. aga_n ..:.:. Atha::..::.ah • s 

a "'t of murderi. the royal see j . cec:.use c.C the 

unstab:e political sicuati~n , ..:. t w~s irrort&nt for 

her (Athallali) to have the suppo1·t. ot <:. central 

ideolor;ical <ind c..:onstitmivs body which ~ould pr..,vide 

At .. ~r-

"'ro~1 :erusa:em bee 1 .se :"' =--~- . :. _1..:.~~ 

tc i::-.e:n . 

follower c~ ~~ , •' 
I 

·Le pop1.l-c12 . 
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it nominal s upport (she appeared in the temple 

before she was assassinated) . 30 and in de- emphasizing 

her commitment to the Baal cult . 
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CHAPTER IV - THE JEHOIADA REVOLT 

The conditions which made a revolt against Athaliah 

possible are not given in the Bible . ':'he only way to 

ascertain the cause of the revolt and why it happened 

is to reconstruct the time period based on the little 

information available concerning the political situation 

in Judah during the r ule of Athaliah . This reconstruc-

tion must utilize an understanding of political 

institutions and their mode of function . 

The people of Judah were not pleased that Athaliah 

was their ruler . l Athaliah was part Phoenician and a 

fo l lower of Baal . 2 She probably was not able to 

detach herself ideologically from t!1e label of devotee 

of Baal . 3 The nationalisti c feelings against the 

Baal cult in Judah during her ru lt? were part i cularly 

strong . ~ These nationa listic feelin~s , in addition 

to Athaliah ' s ina:,ili t it· to claln1 descent from the 

Davidic line , were probably used against her by lower 

echelon officials who had the publi c ' s ear (e . g . the 

head priest , who ultimately led the revolt against her) .5 

At the time of the coup against Athaliah, the off~cers 

of the army and palace guard opposed her , 6 but the 

reason for this is not given in the Bible . 

-



The Temple- based Yahwistic pri esthood was probably 

powerful during Atha liah ' s reign . During the reign 

of Jehoshaphat , Athaliah ' s fatr.er- in- la'\11 , prominent 

pri ests were appoint ed to the temple . 7 Evidence of 

the wealth and power of the priesthood was their ability 

to hire mer cenary t r oops , to buy or requisition arms , 

and to cr eate an alliance between the king and the 

priests through the marriage o~ Jehorarn ' s daughter 

to Jehoiada the pr iest . 8 Athaliah was probably forced 

to r ely upon the priesthood ~or her legitimization 

as ruler of Judah . Anot her illustration of the 

great power of the priesthood was the fact that 

the l e ader of the coup against Athalia'i was a Temple 

priest , Jehoiada . 

An addit i ooal factor that might have led to 

the revolt was the possible loss of wealth and power 

by the rich merchants who supported Athaliah, ~ 

result of the end of the trade pact with Iara~l , 9 

and the declining international status o~ Judah during 

Athaliah ' s rule . 10 Athaliah ' s power base in the 

me r chant class was threatened by the unst~hle inter-

national situation and the merchant ' s coQcomitant 

financial problems . It is also probable tha~ the 

people in government were not pleased with their 
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positions in the governmental ladder and were happy 

to support a coup that would move them a few rungs 

higher . The prlests were obviously not sa•isPled with 

the amount of power that they had and did not want 

to be accountable to the throne for their actions 

(a result of Jehoshophat ' s temple reform) . 11 They 

naturally seized the opportunity to break away from 

a king or queen ' s contro1 . 12 

As stated above, the causes of the revolt can 

only be hypothesized . It is possib le that the revolt 

occurred six years after Athaliah took control o~ 

Judahl3 because at that point pr'lnce Joash was old 

enough to give public credence to a revolt against 

Athaliah based on his rig~t to take the throne . 

In the beginning of Athali~:'s seventh year of 

rule , Jehoiadd the priest called :ogether the officers 

of the palace guard, temple security and foreign 

mercenariesl4 in his employ for a secret conrerence 

in the Temple of Yahweh . 15 During the course of 

the meeting , Jehoiada told them or his desire to 

overthrow Athal1ah and asked for their su!)port . (II Ki 11: q). 

These high- ranking military officers ag:-eed to give 

Jehoiada their support . He then showed them Joash , 

in whose name the coup \·tas to be executea . 16 The Bible 

• 
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uses the word "covenant" to describe the conspiracy 

against .4 thaliah,17 whereas in II Ki 9 :1 4 the word , 

"conspiracy" is used to describe Jehu ' s plot against 

Joram . Perhaps this difference can be explained by 

the fact that Jehoiada was a pri est and the direct 

spokesman for Yahweh . This meant that the officers 

plotting against Athaliah were conside.red t o be making 

a covenant with Yahweh . It was done through Jehoiada 

to reinstate the Davidic line in Judah . There fo re 

they wer e not considered to be conspir ing to over-

throw a legitimate monar ch. 

Jehoiada planned the coup solely with the 

officers . 18 This act kept the plot a secret until 

the t i me of its execution . Only officer s need &o 

know the plan of a coup; soldiers will automatically 

follow the order s of their of~icers . 

Jehoiada meticulously laid out the plans o~ the 

coup against Athaliah to the officers . 1~ A Satbath 

was chosen for executing the coup since that wou ld 
20 maximize the element of surprise . The movement cf 

troops in the Temple area was least notie:eable then , 

because troops generally were prominent in the Temple 
21 area on the Sabbath . The Sabbath Kas probably also 

the time t hat the queen came out of the palace and went 



to the Temp le of Yahweh . This s i mplified the killing 

of Athaliah because it isolated her from the palace 

guard and placed her in the Temple which would be 

controlled by Jehoiada and the segment of the palace 

guard l oyal to him . Another probable reason for 

choosi ng Sabbath is that Jehoiada presided over the 

Temp le service and could give immediate legitimacy 

to the coup in the name of Yahweh , whom he would 

innocently appear to serve. A large number of people 

would be in the Temple (especially if &he day was 

the New Year as well as the Sabbath) , 22 and Jehoiada 

could rally their support a~ainst elements loyal to 

Athal i ah such as her bodyguard . The people in the 

Temple could act as fu t u?-e witness that JoC1sr. \·:as 

anointed king over Judah in the prescribed manner23 

and that the true heir to the Thr one of "David" was 

the king . 

Jehoiada took great care that no harm came lo 

Joash during the ~oup . He arranged for Jcash to be 

guarded throughout the execution of the coup. 24 

Jehoiada c ould not risk an assassination of Joash by 

hostile forces since this would remove his p~epared 

claim to legitimacy - Joash would be a natural target 

while in the Tmeple at the time of his coronation as 
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king . 25 Ralbag states that Jehoiada or dered the army 

of priests to guard Joash as an added precaut ion 

bec~use Jehoiada W~R completely sur e of their loyalty 

to him and the coup . 26 If Joash were killed during 

the course of the coup , the ideological claim of the 

coup ; r estoring the rightful heir to the throne of 

David , would die with him . Athaliah would be able 

to make it appear that Jehoiada killed Joash in ~ 

selfish attempt to usurp the throne o~ Judah . 

Jehoiada ' s plan for the coup (as well as his 

role in the coup and governmental position a~ter the 

coup) indicates that he was far more powerful than an 

average priest . Jehoiada was a leader of the group 

deposed from leadership by Athaliah or .! cho1·am . His 

wife was King Joram's daughter , Jehosheba . 27 He had 

funds sufficient for hiring the mercenaries necessary 

for e xecutir.g the coup.28 His Marriage to Jehosheba 

may have been the bond in the pact between the king 

and the aristocracy behind him . Jehoiada ' s position 

in the Temple was probably ~hat nr a security 0~ficer . 

Jehoiada ' s wife was charged with guarding Joash by 

Athaliah . 29 Jehoiada \':as far.ilia!" 1·1.:. th the o!'ficers 

of the palace and Temple guards , 3° and he knew how to 

secure mercenary troops and wher e to '..ltilize them . 31 
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Jehoiada also had access to the Temple arsena1 . 32 

Jehoiada acted like general Jehu in that he planned 

the coup , unlike Elisha , who merely ~ave the word 

to start the coup . Jehoiada followed what is now 

considered standard coup theory in formulatinv his 

plan for the take- over . He used the par~y militia 

of priests and levites , and relied on speed and 

surprise in the coup . 33 Jehoiada deployed his trooµs 

in the most effective way , 34 a.'1d he was able to 

control the "streets '' durinR and a~ter the coup . 

He must have known the importance of doing so . 35 

Last but not least of Jehoiada ' s qualifications was 

his political training , which enabled him to run the 

country after the coup was over . 36 

The coup against Athaliah \'las e xecuted according 

to plan . The milit~ry followed Jehoiada ' s instructions 

to the letter . 37 Jo ash was annointed i·iith the crown 

and insignia , (which the Hebrew commentaries explain 

as meaning the Torah)38 and the ~eople in the Temple 

happily accepted Joash as their kins . The annointment 

of Joash made Athaliah an enemy of the state \'!hich 

was a legitimate re3.son for killing; her . Athaliah 

was killed immediately after she learned of the coup 

and before she could rally support to counter the coup . 39 
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After the initial stage of the coup was pas~ 

and J oash was established as king , two covenants 

were made among Yahweh , the king , Jehoiada and the 

people . Jehoiada had the power to make the covenants 

and therefore to determine the terms of their 

40 fulfillment . In the first covenant the people_ 
41 

and the king pr omised to serve Yahweh . Yahweh 

was served in the Temple , which was supervised by 

Jehoiada . The second covenant was contingent on 

the first . 42 In political terms the people would 

follow Joash if he followed the laws of Yahweh 

as Jehoiada interpreted them . Since Jehoiada was 

the spokesman for Yal!\'!eh , these two covenants 

gave him the right to be the J<ing ' s top advisor and 

his guardian . 

The word "Am" was used in the covenants . In 

the context in which ".A.m" appears, the word probably 

means "the general governing body of Judah . 
1111

3 

The covenants were made because the governing body 

did not have enough power at that time to liquidaiJe 

the whole governing body of Judah . Jehoiada 

therefore needed the support of lower governmental 

officials before he killed the higher governmentai people . 

He therefore publicly indicated his willingness 
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to spare the lower officials if they accepted his 

government . 

After the covenants were accepted by all parties 

concerned , the populace destroyed the alters o~ 

Baai . 44 ~his occurred ir.u:nediately after the death 

of Athaliah . 45 The Baal Temple was destroyed for 

broader reasons than popular contempt for Athalia 

(as Gray sugBests) 46 and the house of Ahab. It 

represented the end of Athal~ah ' 3 rule ~n Judah ann 

showed to the people Joash ' s zeal for Yahv:eh . 

The active part played by the pooulace in destroyinr, 

Baal gave the people a chance to participate in the 

coup and conunit themselves to Joash and Jehoiada . 

':'he Bible mentions that r:attan , the priest of 

Baal , was ~illed when the Baal ':'cmple was destroyed . 47 

I f !lattan \•:as ll!"1portant enouf'! l to be singled out by 

name as a victir o " the coup , it is oos-:::.ble that. 

he was AthaJiah's liason to the Yahweh ':'enple 

or at least was connected to the Temple of Yahweh . 

The reason for this was that the ideology of Judah 

:·:as Yahwisn . Mattan was probably labeled a Baal 

priest to legit1n1ze h:.s assassination . ':'~e evidence 

for Mattan ' s connection with the Temple of Yahweh 

is .II Ki 11 : 18, which states that immediately after 
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Mattan ' s death "the priest appointed officers over 
48 

the house of the Lord ," replacing Hattan and the 

court - appointed pri ests of Athaliah . This ver se 

also might indi cate that segments of the royal body

guard and Temple guard loyal to Athaliah were 

replaced . 

Other victims of the coup were the court and 

cabinet of Athaliah . In II Ki 11 : 20 it states, 

"And they slew Athal iah with the sword . 11 This 

phraseology may connote public e xecution . Further 

evidence for the liquidation of Athalia~ ' s high 

EOVernment officials is the statement in II Ki 11 : 16 

which ~irst repor ted her death . It is unlikely 

that Athaliah herself would have been killed so 

late in the coup . ?he delay would have given her 

time to ral ly s upport aga~ns~ th~ forces of the coup , 

and Joash ' s life would have been in danrer a~ long 

as she lived . There ls no reason to expect that 

Jehoiada would have taken such an unnecessary risk 

after he took elaborate precautions in safeguarding 

Joash ' s li~e . If only the death of Athaliah had 

been required for J ehoiada to seize power in the 

name of Joash , she would have been assass i nated 

without a coup . By definiL~on a coup is sudden 
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overthrow of a government and its leader : Athaliah ' s 

regime had to be eliminated . 

The Bible reports that Jerusalem was quiet 

after the coup . 
4

9 The populace had accepted the ne\·1 

regime of Joash , SO opposition forces had been 

eliminated , and Jehoiada controlled the streets 

through police who were loyal to him . 
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CHAPTER V - THE REIGN OF JOASH OF JUDAH 

Joash was seven years old when he was placed 

on the throne o~ Judah in the year 835 B. C. E . 1 

In "Ghe beginning of his forty year reign, Joash v:as 

controlled by the temple pri esthood . 2 He was not 

old enough to run the country \·1ithout assistance. 3 

The priest who engineered the coup against Athaliah 

•::as nO\·l reaping the reward of the labor . Jehoiada , 

the chief priest , ran the country in the name of 

Joash , who gave Davidi c legitinacy to his rule . 

Ev idence ~or Jeho iada ' s rule over Judah is ~ound 

in II Ki 12 : 3 where it ztates, "Jehoiada the 

priest instructed him " ( " h1n" meaning Jo ash) . 

Malbim states the word instructed in this verse 

means t old . P.e further states that Jehoiada did 

merely not teach Joash what to do but actually Cold 

h . h . 4 .l.m w.at to oo. Other i:eb:'e'.\' comnentar1es sta~e 

that Joash r:tade !'listakes .:.r: gcve!'n:r:ental policy a:'ter 

Jehoiada stopped instructlng h!~ , which ~hey s a 

s-copped w'.'len Jehoiada died.5 '!'hese commentaries 

imply that Joash did ever ything that Jehoiada told 

hDn to do , which made Jehoiada the real ruler or 

Judah . 
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During Joash ' s reign , idol worship existed in 

Judah , even when the country was controlled by the 

Jerusalem priesthood . 6 It is likely that idol 

worship exi sted to serve the foreigners in J udah 

at that t i me , and posed no threat to the temple 

priests , as Baal worship might have done . ':'he reason 

that the "high places" did not threaten the authority 

of the Yahweh priests was that priests were in power 

and not vying for power as the:i \·1ere under the 

reign of Athaliah . 7 It was impossible for a cult 

priest to legitimize ideologically his rule in Judah , 

where the ruling ideology was controlled by the 

Temple . 8 ':'olerating the "h~gh places "9 was a 

politically sound move on the part of Jehoiada . 

The officials of the 11high places ., probably kept 

order anong their followers, and instructed ther.1 to 

be loyal to Joash and his government . Under this 

system o~ toleration , the government was able tc 

control segments of the population with little 

police action . 

Joash ' s emancipation from priestly control came 

in his twenty-third year as kin~ o~ Judah . 10 

The Hebrew conunentaries place Joash ' s emancLpation 

after the death of Jehoiada , the head priest , but 
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the biblical data indicates that it came before 

Jehoiada diea . 11 Joash wanted control over the 

state treasury , (meaning the Temole funds)12 

and s ubordination of his chief vizier, Jehoiada to 

him . 1 3 Joash used the issue of Temple repairs to 

acquire the power that he wanted . 14 He chose this 

issue because it was visible , 15 which meant that he 

could legitimize his action of taking control cf 

the treasury to the people of Judah. 

In implementing his plan for seizing the 

treasury , Joash first told the oriests to repair the 

Temple . 16 He left the manner in which the repai~s 

were to be done to their discretion (II Ki 12 : 5- 6) . 

Joash made his order known t o the public . 17 

When the priests failed t o rnake the repairs,18 

Joash decreed that the priests were no longer to 

have complete control over the Temple funds . 19 

':.'he oriests ' ::.nactivity lei;itimized .:cash 's action. 20 

The priests had been shown to be incompetent and 

per haps dishonest. 21 

The Temple f unds wer e taken out of the hands 

of the priests and placed in a collection box . 22 

The funds in the collection box could not be removed 

through the same hol e through which they enterea . 23 
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This prevented the priests from stealing the funds . 

The chief priest and royal scribe were the only 

people who had access to the funds in the collection 

2~ box and were responsible for countine it a~ 

we11 . 25 In political terms , the manner in which 

the Temple funds were collected acted as a system 

of checks and balances between the palace and 

Temple. The priests and their backers would know 

the amount of funds Joash controlled . The royal 

scribe and chief priest distributed the funds 

allocated for repairing the Temple .
26 

With only two 

people handling these funds , it was less likely 

that they would be misplaced. Gold and silver 

vessels were not made for the Temple . 27 Joash did 

not want the priesthood to get an extra share of 

the state revenues. The individual priests received 

a share of the Temple revenues already.
28 

The Bible 

further reports t hat the system used for controlling 

the treasury and repairing the Temple was successful .
2

9 

J udah ' s foreign affairs during the reign of 

Joash were disastrous . 3° Joash lost the territory 

of Gath to Hazael of Aram . 31 He also gave Hazael 

the state treasury f rom the Temple , in exchange 

for not attacking Jerusalem.32 Joash probably had 
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a weak army before Hazael ' s invasion. There is no 

mention of Joash fighting Hazael after he captured 

Gath . Joash did not fight Hazael before the 

Temple treasury was surrendered . 33 

The Bible reports that Hazael made a show of 

po\·ier near Jerusalem , and then left with the Temple 

~unds . 34 Joash probably ~elt that fighting Hazael ' s 

army would be futile, causing the destruction of 

Jerusalem besides the loss of the treasury . It is 

possible that Joash ' s army was weak , because he did 

not have the necessary funds to raise a large well 

equipped fighting force . The cost of repairing the 

Temple and the priestly check on Joash ' s military 

spending were the pr obable reasons he could not 

raise a powerful army . 

Joash ' s rule ended with his assassination.35 The 

Bible states that t he motive for Joash ' s assassination 

was revenge , for his killing the sons o r Jehniada . 36 

Jehoash was assassinated by members of the palace 

guara . 37 It is unlikely that an outsider ~ould get 

close enough to Joash to kill him . The account of 

Joash ' s assassination in II Chronicles shows that 

his assassination was motivated by the Temple 

priests . 38 The priests possibly had Joash killed 
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to cover up for their error in not ~iving him 

adequate funding for his army , which might have 

saved the Temple funds from Hazael . Joash acted 

as a living reminder to the people of Jerusalem 

of the priests ' blunder in this matter . 

fa.maziah was a co- regent with Joash for a neriod 

of two years before Joash was assassinated . 39 

It is possible that Jl.maziah \\as involved in the assass -

inat ion plot against his father . The upper echelon 

priests could have offered Amaziah complete control 

o!' Judah after Joash was eliminated if he maintained 

an equilib:::-ium of power between the palace and the 

Temple . After the deat~ of Joash there is no change 

ment ioned i n government lead~rship , e xcept Amaziah's 

accession t o the throne of Judah . 40 This further 

exhibi t s t hat Joash ' s assassination was ~lanned by 

high ranking officials in his gover~ent . 

ft.maziah might have been the ruling f'~ g11re " ... 

Juda.Ji while Joash was still alive , because of the 

drop in Joash ' s popularity , after he lost the Temple 
41 

f unds to Hazael . While Amaziah was at the head 

of the count Y-y , Joash was poss i bly building; up power 

42 away from the watchful eye of the priesthood . 
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Joash was probably soliciting support from second 

or third echelon ruling elements in Judah who aspired 

to have ~ore power . The pr~esthood probably learned 

that Joash desired to rule Judah again (either on 

the throne or through his son, Amaziah) and had him 

liquidated . If Joash ' s plot had materialized , the 

top echelon ruling elements in Judah would have 

lost some of their power and control . 
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C!1A?TER VI - T!!E F1=:IG:: OF JEHOAHA:: OVER :SRP.EL 

.Je!,oahaz ascended the throt e o:' :s:-ael pe;;cef lll;i 

"''t.er the dea--r. o~ Jer.~ , !·.is =-~:..!.i;r , ~ ir. ~he year 

=-1-:- :::: c = 2 - .. . . .... . 

o :· :ehu . 

:- .s- the?•efor~ !.ave b<:?en rel·1t.Lv•~ly stable . 

•' . : s ~ r:.::.: 1 

.. , 

;•: Q !' ;"" I • if . l 

'llY '•' 11~.i-! . e.l 1r. 

.:1 :;r·:r. - ·e~··· .. 1~ 'T' • ~y· ..., . Le 

c.: re .. ·1s;:; -;. . ... l 

-,., : . 
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between Israel and Judah , which ~as inte:-rupted during 

the reign of Jeht: , was not re- established . In 

!! Ki 12 : 7 , wh1ch tells o~ Joash ' s rule of Tudah , 

anJ in II ~i 13 :1, w~ich rer~r s the befi~ni~g n~ 

J~noaha~ ' s re!gn over Israel , there is no allusinn 

to 3. treaty between Isra.el and Judal. , nor is such 

It is 1ios!:ible :. .. at Israel and ~- ude:.n wot:ld 

iit if they had jointly opposed him . 

':'he Bible rerort!': that J.r;:..:r, cpp!'essed Isr:i.el 
Q 

;:-eatl:1 dt:ring t!"le reir;: o:~ .7ehoai.a: . :'.ra!"'; ' s 

fi :'St ~ampair:n avainst Jehoai:a..: i·:as ler:r;th:,· and cost '..:1 

t T 1 q c _s rae_ . ':'his ca:npair.::1 t::n..:e-s wher• !s!'ael ·~as 

-::>vc.c· b" a -mel"'S" -"e1 ; .. ,,,...e.,., 1 .:>- ~ ,1 •• c:.... - ... ,.J .. - .... _ • • 

"o r1ile Israel . H;; oul 'l ~1aim tlrnt ··ahw~~h chose 

l""s L ruction . 
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save, Israel any·..:a·,.r , for t.he re:lson r.iei!tioneti al.love . 

:~ prac;:ica! terms, Jehoana::: ' s role as protect0r 

e :~ !. i.b '"r:>d o •;he . ecrle tLat he ano h.:::; Sl n were ab:e 

-'.'.l sa\'e thP, ir. ;;:.r.:es c f trcuble and tha;;; .:t was ;;o 

.... 
·' be:.e.:'i;;; to have Jehoc.ha:: as -::heir kl?1.- . ':"his 

:;·1·Pn1-:..her~e •• Jehoahaz ' s control ove ~' tne P-= rl.,; . 

. Ji:-Loa!~a:: i:'Jj !!t have su!'"pected tl-:at !.ram 1·:oul i trot.th:~ 

~::t•<JP} \ n ~hE' f1J t u r e , ir. 1·:hich "'1Se .Jehoal!a::: 1.:ouJ. 

' lizc ~fel.ca:-h ' s st~tus as he?'" (.-; 1 icf' he !~ a; 

Tl.t!s Je!ioa!ia:-

woull bP able tn f ield a fi~tin~ ~orce w · ~h wh! ch 

· o O!: o:-e f!.ra.1 , \·:Li~.- ,. ai1~ta.:.!1.:.~:"' O!' ·e!' ;r.c·nr. ··he 

·1op· _ac'2' a"' -.·:elJ . 

thr~ C • , .• .. ... ;, 
;:::i.· became o' ":-i':- ·o··e~a:\.. · .. :.:· ?;th F.·?. r· , ~:1 

1.0 t: bt::cau;P of .J .... !lca!.1 ··~ me!·i~ . 

CO!' ~ \'! i!" 

1' 
c - r-=- ·';a .. · . -

i - . ., 

. -.. 

··r·.: ·:! t c:ie i 

or I. !'t:.el 
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told that their hero , Jehoash , would pr otect them 

from total subjugation by Aram . 

Jehoahaz died a peaceful death , and Jehoash 

became the sole ruler of Israel without incident .
18 

Jehoash retained the same governmental and popular 

structure that his father Jehoahaz and grandfather 

Jehu had before him . Hence , Jehoash went to Elisha 

for advice . 19 Elisha , the seer who conspired with Jehu 

against Joram , 20 was the representative of the 

conservative land- owning elements of the population .
21 
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C:' APTEP. VII - 'I'HE REIG:~ OF JE!10ASP OF ISRAEL 

8uring the reirn o~ Jehcash (79r - 7Sl B. C. E. ) , 1 

Israel once :nore went to war w1~~ Ar am . This tine , 
i · took the of fensi "e . ~ Jehoash sought Elisha ' s 

r e~'r; i ssion to undertake t h is ventu;·e . ~ Ellsha ' s 

op i.ion was cruc::al beca;.ise he rerrese:ited the 

·1:'.:.s: '1c :-at ic land - o'.-m-::r::: and t!,\;: seer-pries~s · .. :l.o 

~o:r:rol led the ideology c~· :s:--e;c: . 

~at.:or. of Elishc. test1:·1eo tc ~Le great pm·:ers tl.at 

4 
the seer represen ed . flisha ' s power lay in his 

!·ole as ~rokesmar. ~~'" tne most imrc ~, .. ant ele!'lent::: 

· ., - .,,,,ae1 5 -eho-s" <>1so · 1eeo·ea~ t.· 1 1· .,. 1 ":.) ~o lr- ·1· t;.,...;~~ 
-·· ........ ... _ . t,.; d .. '-- ,. • ....,_ ~-·- \, - -.111-u .... 

~!isha ' s approval ~as iniic~teJ 

o~ the bmi lH:-11 ty Jehoas!i . 

~~no:ln~ the ~rrows eastward 
. ' .. -

,...,. 

probably sy~boli~ej 

E~lba~ states ~hat 
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Ara~11 into thinki nr that Israel was going to at t ack 

;.:.:> 'c~1e eas': . Joash ' s act of st rH:inr the a rrows 

O!. :l1e r.:round 12 .:'u rtl1er symbolized his mi l itary 

obiect i ves . Elisha was displeased with the amount 

I):· 1 ::i.d Jetoash ries i red t o r etake from Aram1 3 and 

:~~!~a · ed t~ls ~isple2sure ~c Jehoash . 1 b Elisha 

'.·:·~n-ed Je!.oash to f:..r-ht Ara::i for :nore land -:ha:; 

.:-t:iio;Jsri ha l "lndi~1te'"1 . 15 Tln: te x t sugrests that 

J el10"1.Sh fJllowe' hl s orig:nal plan a~d iid not recari.w-,.:. 
l '1 

~·eta:<e . 

:t !1:::.~ beer: st.r:p:ested that Je!"!oasr. Hd r,ot. rec ·:e!· 

~1'a• ~ ' oroai- 1 7 
. ·- - - J J . 

':'he Eiblo? s 1..1t;r:es-s a r.umbe!" o :' reaso:;s wl:;,· 

~-o;::.03sb d<:.'clare j .-:ar :m Arar-. . 

::.dicate :.hat ti.:e 7:oabitP::- i·.·:aiej I::r::."'! .. , :.r'·: , 
1 ~ 

an'i tnat they capture:i f'ooj , l:r~·s·~s , 3l1~ r1e:1 . -=' 

-i -

:--.1r.ibe,.., beca11se of Tsr2.:.} 1 !" war •·;!V1 ft.1·::.r . '-- Tl·,e 

riinini~h the scor" <:.nl !JU'l;bei · 1J"' i:oal i·c. raj~ s. 
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:s:·ae:. ' ~ onpor:.•.m::.;:.~· fo?· v.ic ory over l~rarn cal'.ie \·;:;e~ 

r.d·•1- "1rari 1:: o :"' h~svria :no m~eci a ca:npa_ i~ agair-:s;:. 

,:_ r:J. r. . Tte ca~pai n reached ar far as Damasc~s be~orE 

!..eir.r c:-ushed . ~en-hadad II was laid unier ruinou~ 

Is?·ael ' :: firs 

-., 
- r:: .; T '! 

•• i;.:: .. ._ - .... ' tis :-or. , assumej leadership ot Ara~ . ~ 

· ~··ael ' 3 :ie~:::: · ay ":el: :.c::.r•• lc-o to i~t.err.al i?~stab.: i: ' · , 

~ i c: . 

("> 

•.on 

e ·.::i...:.:!1 .-.e -~,.,. .. . l ~ l I or· 

.. !-.. ':... ·;~;:ael :1aci ·ap ire i 

ole ;nPr:. : 0!1 ~- :-.. q . ·-=-! ..:. .: 1 

u ··. .. .. 5 ll • 

. , . . :_' 
... 

1t . .:. - . !'P~ Y.e ··;1e 

·'..-
I • r'. 

·~;-- !re "' .... ~~;.:) . 'e - .. -

.e 

e ,., ~..;--~ tJ ,_ t· '')":, r ... a · • '.' in · l • . l 

·~:. O! ,_ 

.. . •. g "! . ~ :- "-: t . 

. . 

. :.:m - .::la~ .... , .,. ... ~--:1:1 ... · ... 
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t.!.t: :::ities were situate-5 on :najor trade routes . 

Coi:lc Jehoash have made a pact w:'...th the Merchant 

cl~~s in Israel ; a pact which was expanded by his son 

and successor Jeroboam II? 27 If Jehoash had made 

.:; t;c!1 a pact , i · 1·:0.s by no means an indication tha:: i·.e 

::as :::eel:inr to u!1derr::ine ;;he :an :ed class . The 

:ities recapturQd by Je~oash rnight have been controlled 

~Y -he landed class . These cities could have pro

·;i1eci the landed cl1ss v:it;f; :-::.:;.:-J.:.ets ir: -..;!.:ch to sell 
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";A!''""E:i v:r: - ':'HE REIGil OF AMA::Ifa.f 

Ama~ iah beca'.':1e ;<inrr over juda i. a fteY' tte 

-~s~ss i nati~n o ~ his farher , Joa~h . -

c: · - -= 1. 

: ... - r· ! . ,,;· .. :: ~ - !·e;-• r:: 
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the kingdom was securely established under his 

contro1 . 6 The biblical passage is actually stating 

Amaziah ' s qualifications for being the king of 

J udah . 

Sacrificing at the "high places " was permitted 

during the reign of Amaziah , 7 as it was during the 

reign of Joash . 8 The "high places" 9 were allowed to 

exist for political reasons , in that they served 

t he needs of the people who were further removed 

f r om Jerusalem and posed no threat to the Temple 

cul t . If they had posed a threat , they probably would 

have been disbanded . They might have served the 

merchants in Elath as we11. 10 The priests at these 

l ocal shrines probably instructed their followers 

t o support Amaziah ' s government . This enabled 

Amaziah to keep order among various segments of the 

population of Judah . 

After Amaziah had estab lished his rule , he 

a venged his father ' s death . l l He killed the assassins 

o f Joash followin g Near Eastern custom
12 

in order 

t o show that he had not usurped the throne from his 

f ather . Amaziah killed only those people actually 

involved in the assassination. Killing the entire 
• 1 3 . . 

families of his f ather ' s assassins- m1gnt ha ve 
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~~rctlcned as a ~re~ter deterr ent agains t future 

a~sassin~tions o~ ;.:1~~s . I~ A~aziah had killed the 

~a~ilies of :te assass!ns he ~o~ld have an~ered the 

:::·:.esthood and ros~ibly caused Cln interr:al rift 

~~~~in he govern~ent . 14 The priPsts behind Joash ' s 

~~!ass ina~icn may h~ve guara~:eed t~e ~a~il ies o~ ;he 

·usassi:1s i:nmur,ity :,rem punish:-ie:n . 

::. '::"! .:en t l:v (his act ::.on i·:s.s obv:'..o•ts ly o•.it of the 

1 ~ · ·' :'..: ,_J 1-.it!": :.!1e :,a;nilie s er i;he ~s~as:oir:: hi::ca 'S'? 

-erv.::<: k:ia:::ia:-. when !.e f'.irs: :Jeca:ne :.:.:.:1 1~ o:, .J ..:riai. . 

·_ .. e·: we1 .. e h:s 11 ~e!'var~t~ . It 

t ·kir ;'d.L:.ers . -

1,... 

J : .... ·: ... 1:.·.:e .. "" . .... . 
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Edom and defeated her in the Val l ey of Salt . 21 

Edom had been an ally of Judah , 22 but Judah went to 

war against her to gain control of the trade route 

2~ 
to Ela th . _, Jehoash of Israel was Amaziah ' s a l ly in 

the war against Edom , 24 but Israel ' s troops never 

actual ly fought in the war . 25 As a result of the 

war , Judah collected the spoils of victory but was 

pr obably left with a weakened army . Israel desired 

the territory and s poils gained by Judah in the Edom 

campai gn , 26 and set out to capture them. 

As previously stated Jehoash had been willing 

to help Amaziah in his war against Edom . 27 Malbim 

states that Jehoash went so far as to send troops 

to Judah t o fight with Amaziah , though these troops 

never actually fought . 28 Judah refused the military 

help of Israel because the leaders in Judah did not 

want to share the spoils from the Edomite campaign 

with Israei . 29 The spoils and territory which Judah 

had gained gave them added advantages over Israel . 

Over an extended period of time this would upset the 

balance of power between the two countri es . 3° -

Jehoash obviously did not want the power balance to 

change in Judah ' s favor . He used the forces he had 

sent Judah to subvert Amaziah ' s army . 3
1 

Jehoash 

probably took t h is action only after the weakness of 
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hma=iah's army h ad been ascertained . Jehoash v:as 

~~re~~l to avoid forci~r Ju1ah into a war that Israel 

J e:t:oash subve!"'ted Ama2 ::.al ' s :'orc es 

t.c s!:3!!".e iiirr. i n;;c. decla!"'i r.C' war O !l Israe::. , a s·1ccessful 
-; ... 

t:"':t · : . ':'!1e maii: reascn Jehoash wante; a ;.:a:-

~r~! nst Israel was ~c ~ain co~t!"'o! o~ the -1atn ~ "a·~ 

h A . l h . . f' . d ?':' 1'0 ite t: at .maz1a i aa t?.Ken • :::-nr:: .:. om . J 

Arna~iah ~ec lared war o~ Jehc~sh to sav~ ~a~c . 

TL w~s necessary for hi~ t~ show nls neorle ;h~t the 

'l; 1 ~ p 1 a c e ' · :. ~ !~ h • • i: : :' 1 l _.:. 

;
~. J ·:ant~;:::e . ?e:-hsr s .Jel1cas !. w1s ~b1E to :!;·.;;::..1n 

-::.: .• : •1 •ah dio r."- . 
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:ehoash captured Ama::;iaL be·'ore he e r.tered 
L~ 

... -er~salerr. . ~tis ~~cilit~ · ed Je~oash ' s relat:'..vely 
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rule Judah . With Amaziah ruling , Jehoash was spared 

most of the expense of maintaining order and control 

in Judah through the use of troops . 

Fifteen years after Jehoash looted Je~usalem, 50 

A.maziah was assassinated . 51 The plot involved the 

? alace guard , temple priests , and Amaziah ' s son and 

co- regent Azariah . 52 The Bible r eports that Amaziah 

learned of the conspiracy in time . 53 Even with 

foreknowledge , however , Amaziah \':as unable to quell 

the conspiracy . 5~ He was not able to take refuge in 

Jerusalem and fled to Lachish where he was killed.55 

A.~aziah 's inability to use the palace guard for 

protection suggests the guards conplicity in the 

assassination . The Bibl~ also indicates that A.~aziah 

was not protected by Azariah , his son and successor, 

and was therefore forced to flee from Jerusalem?6 

Thus Azariah too , must have been involved in the 

assassination . There is no mention in the Bible of 

Azariah ' s execution of Amaziah's assassins . ':his 

furtner points to h!s complicity in the death o~ 

Amaziah . 

There arP three main reasons why Amaziah \'ras 

assassinated . First, the ruling elements in Judah , 

including Azariah , wanted to break away from Israel ' ~ 
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contro1 . 57 Amaziah handed Judah as a tributary of 

Israel . II Ki 14 : 28 reveals Judah ' s tributary status 

to Israel : "And J e roboam recovered Hama th and 

Damascus for Judah in Israel ." After Amaziah ' s death , 

Azariah restored some autonomy and developed Elath . 5B 

The second reason for Arnaz i ah ' s assassination 

was that J udah ' s army officers wanted mor e power .59 

After the assassination , Azariah enlar~ed Judah ' s 

army , 60 which was probably \'.'e ak !'rem the \;ar ;·:i th 

Israel and years of tributary status . 

The third reason for Arnaziah ' s assassination \·1as 

popular opposition to the government ' s support of 

Judah ' s tributary status . P..rnaziah was probably 

blamed for Judah ' s trouble . ':'he people were crobably 

told that the country ' s problems would be solved 

>·;i th P.maziah gone . ':'he Bib le indicates that the people 

were pleased with Azariah ' s kingship , probably !'or 

this reason . 
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because the ruling landed class in Isr ael anticipated 

~he benefit of its outcome . 

After the campaign against Aram , Judah received 

its independence from Israel . According to Malbim 

this occurred in Jeroboam ' s twenty sixth year of rule. 8 

Judah also received the territory of Damascus and 

Eamath recaptured by Jeroboam . 9 

With Aram defeated , Israel was probably the 

strongest nation in the area except for Assyria ; 

there fore it was to Israel ' s advantage to have an 

ally whom she could trust . Judah had been a tributary 

10 of Israel for so long that she posed no military 

threat to Israel . By shO\\!ing Amaziah that Judah could 

benefit from an alliance with Israel and by giving 

Judah independence and territory as a sign of good 

faith , Jeroboan obtained the a lly he needed . 

Jeroboam planned a trade pact with Judah . 11 

Judah controlled the port of Elath , 12 which Israel 

needed for development of international trade . As 

a result of such trade , Jeroboam became the wealthiest 

king of the Jehu dynasty .
13 

Jeroboam controlled a considerable amount of 

territory . 14 The Bible makes no mention of any great 

wars besides the war with Aram during Jeroboam ' s 
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The accounts of Jeroboam ' s victories may have 

been retold to depict him as Yahweh ' s tool and to 

show that Israel was saved because of the suffcrinp; 

of the people and not because of t he merit of 

Jeroboam , and interpretation suggested by II Ki 

14 : 26 , 27 . 

Apparently this was unsuccessful . Israel ' s 

landed elements waited for Jeroboam to die be:'o!'e 

they made their move to re- capture t.heir power . Almost 

immediately after his son Zechariah ascended the 

throne , 1 7 he was publicly assassinated , 18 and his 

assassin seized the throne . 19 The assassin was 

clear ly a pub lie person who had been part of the 

governments of Jeroboam II and Zechariah a!1d .. ,as 

supported by the landed elements . 

Zechariah ' s assassination might have revealed 

the bad social c on1itions in Israel . The general 

populace had not recovered from the trouLles which 

were stated in II Ki 14:26 . Shallum was the O"' 1., ··-.J 

assassin to execute a king publicly in eithLr JudaJ: 

or Israel during the hundred year period from 

.;-e=hu to Zechariah , the only one who had no ideological 

claim to the throne . ':'he landed aristocracy supported 

Zechariah ' s assassination ideologically by statin~ 

Yahweh 1-iad promised that the dynasty would rule for 

on l y :'our generations . 
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For the second :i~e in a hundred years , the 

:an~ed aristocracy of Israel had ended & dynasty 

·.·;!":ic:h t!':ey had ori gi na~ :!.: < .. Jpported . i3ecause o:~ thP 

rPSUl~ant aopa rent discrep~ncy ~1ith Yatwist~c ideolor~ , 

-echarjah ' s assassin had to be killej . 20 This 

,,,..., 21 r 
C "C irred one month 3. " ter he b-v?.rr.e kinf:". . !,e::ce 

t);<? ~!aim co11ld be made that., Ya!':Keh ' s \-:ill had hee:i 

c~rrie1 out by destrovinr the assass~~ - an illerit -

:ma~ e pretender to the t~rJne . 
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and the landed aristocracy . Examples of kings 

maintaining their power are Jehu and Athaliah , who 

killed the contenders for their thrones . Others are 

Joash , .Amaziah, and Azariah of Judah, who al lowed the 
6 

"high places " to function during their reigns . 

These kings could have supported the "high places" 

(where Yahweh was served)7 to counterbalance the 

power of the priests of the Jerusalem Temple. The 

''high places 11 had a large number of followers. The 

officials at these places were in a position to insure 

the loyalty of their followers, especially if the 

"high places" and their officials were controlled 

by the king. It is clear from the Bible that an 

institution may be sound even if the individuals 

running it are not. The institution of the monarchy 

was retained because it was needed to control the 

internal and external affairs of the country . 

The Hebrew commentaries used in this thesis 

exhibit an understanding of politics. At times the 

English commentaries used were not able to arrive 

at satisfactory reasons for political events such as 

th~ war between Jehoash and .Amaziah . Nonetheless , 

in many cases the explanations of the Hebrew Commen

taries are theological. They do not explain how 
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ar~ seen to benefit a select few, as waz s hown to 

be -;;he case with the JeLu dynasty . 

I 
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