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INTRODUCTION

Chapter 1: Elijah Confronts Ahaziah
This chapter opens with the aftermath of Ahab’s death, as his son Ahaziah reigns over Israel. However, 
Ahaziah follows in his father’s wicked ways, seeking guidance from Baal-Zebub, the god of Ekron, 
rather than the Lord. In response, the prophet Elijah delivers a message of judgment, foretelling 
Ahaziah’s impending death. The chapter showcases Elijah’s prophetic authority and the power of God 
as fire from heaven consumes the soldiers sent to seize him. It sets the stage for the transition from 
Elijah to Elisha.

Chapter 2: Elijah’s Ascension and Elisha’s Commission
This pivotal chapter marks the departure of Elijah as he is taken to heaven in a whirlwind, signifying 
God’s divine approval of his ministry. Elisha, his devoted disciple, requests and receives a double 
portion of Elijah’s spirit, symbolizing his prophetic succession. Several miracles confirm Elisha’s new 
role, including the parting of the Jordan River, purifying the water at Jericho, and the striking episode 
of the bears attacking mockers. The chapter emphasizes the transfer of prophetic authority and God’s 
ongoing work through His chosen servants.

Chapter 3: The War Against Moab
King Jehoram of Israel joins forces with Jehoshaphat of Judah and the king of Edom to wage war 
against Moab. When they face a dire shortage of water, they seek Elisha’s guidance. Elisha, initially 



reluctant to help Jehoram, agrees due to Jehoshaphat’s presence and prophesies that God will provide 
water miraculously and grant them victory. The Moabites are deceived by the appearance of the water 
as blood and fall into Israel’s ambush. This chapter highlights God's intervention in battle and the 
consequences of rebellion against Him.

Chapter 4: Elisha’s Miracles of Provision and Life
This chapter contains a series of Elisha’s miracles that demonstrate God’s compassion and power. He 
provides for a poor widow by multiplying her oil, enabling her to pay off her debts. He then blesses a 
barren Shunammite woman with a son and later raises that son from the dead. The chapter also records 
the purification of a poisonous stew and the multiplication of bread, foreshadowing Jesus' miracles in 
the New Testament. These stories emphasize God's care for the faithful and His power over life and 
death.

Chapter 5: Naaman’s Healing and Gehazi’s Greed
Naaman, a Syrian commander afflicted with leprosy, hears of Elisha and seeks healing. Elisha instructs 
him to wash in the Jordan River seven times, and after overcoming his initial pride, Naaman obeys and 
is miraculously healed. He acknowledges the God of Israel, but Elisha refuses any reward. However, 
Gehazi, Elisha’s servant, deceitfully takes a gift from Naaman and is struck with leprosy as a 
consequence. This chapter teaches lessons on faith, humility, obedience, and the consequences of 
greed.

Chapter 6: Elisha’s Power and the Protection of Israel
Elisha performs further miracles, including making an iron axe head float and revealing the presence of 
God’s army protecting Israel. When Aram’s army attempts to capture Elisha, he prays, and they are 
struck with blindness, leading to their peaceful capture and release. Later, Samaria is besieged, causing 
severe famine. The chapter showcases God’s provision, Elisha’s prophetic authority, and the unseen 
spiritual realities surrounding God's people.

Chapter 7: The Siege of Samaria Lifted
In the midst of famine, Elisha prophesies that food will soon be abundant. Skepticism abounds, but four 
lepers discover the Aramean camp abandoned, fulfilling Elisha’s prophecy. The sudden turn of events 
demonstrates God's power to bring deliverance in unexpected ways and the folly of doubting His word. 
The officer who doubted Elisha's prophecy meets a tragic end, reinforcing the theme of faith in God's 
promises.



Chapter 8: Elisha’s Influence on Kings
This chapter recounts Elisha’s warning to the Shunammite woman about a coming famine and her 
return to reclaim her land. Elisha also foretells Hazael’s rise to power over Syria and the atrocities he 
will commit. Meanwhile, Jehoram and Ahaziah, kings of Judah, follow the wicked ways of Ahab’s 
family, leading to their downfall. The chapter highlights Elisha’s role as a prophet not only in Israel but 
also among foreign nations.

Chapter 9: Jehu’s Anointing and the Fall of Ahab’s House
Elisha’s servant anoints Jehu as king of Israel, commissioning him to destroy Ahab’s dynasty. Jehu 
carries out God’s judgment by killing Joram, Ahaziah, and the infamous Queen Jezebel, whose 
gruesome death fulfills Elijah’s prophecy. The chapter marks a turning point in Israel’s history as Jehu 
executes divine justice.

Chapter 10: Jehu’s Purge of Baal Worship
Jehu continues his mission by eliminating Ahab’s seventy sons, wiping out Baal’s priests, and 
destroying the temple of Baal. However, despite his zeal, he fails to fully turn to God, continuing in the 
sins of Jeroboam. The chapter demonstrates God's judgment on idolatry but also warns against 
incomplete obedience.

Chapter 11: The Rise of Joash
Athaliah, mother of the slain King Ahaziah, seizes Judah’s throne and tries to exterminate the royal 
lineage. However, Joash, a rightful heir, is hidden and later crowned king by Jehoiada the priest. 
Athaliah is executed, and Judah recommits to the Lord. The chapter highlights God's protection of the 
Davidic line and the importance of righteous leadership.

Chapter 12: Joash’s Reforms and Downfall
Joash begins as a godly ruler under Jehoiada’s guidance, repairing the temple and restoring worship. 
However, after Jehoiada’s death, he strays from God, leading to his eventual assassination. The chapter 
underscores the need for personal faithfulness rather than reliance on others' righteousness.



Chapter 13: The Decline of Israel and Elisha’s Death
Jehoahaz and Jehoash rule Israel in spiritual decline, yet God grants temporary deliverance from 
oppression. Before dying, Elisha prophesies Israel’s victories, symbolized by Joash striking arrows on 
the ground. Elisha’s death and the miracle of his bones reviving a dead man illustrate the enduring 
power of God’s word.

Chapter 14: Amaziah and Jeroboam II
Amaziah of Judah experiences partial success but makes unwise choices, leading to his downfall. 
Meanwhile, Jeroboam II restores Israel’s borders, yet the nation remains in sin. The chapter highlights 
God's mercy despite Israel’s persistent disobedience.

Chapter 15: The Rapid Decline of Israel
A series of kings rise and fall in both Israel and Judah, many through assassination. Political instability 
reflects Israel’s moral decay, foreshadowing impending judgment.

Chapter 16: Ahaz’s Apostasy
King Ahaz of Judah rejects God, seeking help from Assyria and introducing pagan practices. His 
unfaithfulness accelerates Judah’s decline, setting the stage for Babylonian captivity.

Chapter 17: The Fall of Israel
Israel falls to Assyria due to persistent idolatry. The chapter explains the theological reason behind the 
exile: Israel broke the covenant and rejected God's prophets. The Assyrians resettle foreigners in 
Samaria, introducing a mixed religious identity.

Chapter 18-20: Hezekiah’s Reforms and Deliverance
Hezekiah brings spiritual renewal to Judah and trusts God against Assyria. God miraculously delivers 
Jerusalem and grants Hezekiah extra years of life. However, his pride foreshadows future exile.



Chapter 21: Manasseh’s Evil Reign
Manasseh’s wickedness surpasses previous kings, leading to inevitable judgment. His late repentance 
does not undo the damage caused.

Chapters 22-23: Josiah’s Reforms
Josiah restores the Law and purges idolatry, but God's judgment on Judah is irreversible. His death 
marks the end of an era of righteousness.

Chapters 24-25: The Fall of Judah
Nebuchadnezzar of Babylon conquers Jerusalem. The temple is destroyed, and the people are exiled. 
The book ends in exile, emphasizing the consequences of sin but leaving hope for restoration.

CHAPTER 1:

2 Kings 1:1
“Then Moab rebelled against Israel after the death of Ahab.”
This verse sets the historical context for the events that follow in the chapter. After 
the death of King Ahab, who was known for his idolatry and conflict with the 
prophets of Yahweh, Moab seized the opportunity to rebel against Israel’s 
authority. This rebellion signifies a decline in Israel’s political power and 
foreshadows further instability within the kingdom. The mention of Moab’s 
rebellion indicates that Ahab’s reign, despite its challenges, had maintained a 
certain level of control over surrounding nations. The rebellion is not just a 
political maneuver but also reflects divine judgment against Israel for their 
continued disobedience and idolatry.

2 Kings 1:2
“And Ahaziah fell down through a lattice in his upper chamber that was in Samaria; and was sick: and 
he sent messengers, and said unto them, Go, inquire of Baal-zebub the god of Ekron whether I shall 
recover of this disease.”
In this verse, we see King Ahaziah suffering from an injury sustained from falling through a lattice in 
his palace. This accident highlights the fragility of life, even for those in positions of power. Instead of 
seeking help from Yahweh, Ahaziah turns to Baal-Zebub, a pagan deity associated with healing and 
divination. His choice to consult this false god rather than seeking guidance from the God of Israel 
demonstrates his spiritual decline and lack of faith. It underscores a critical theme in 2 Kings: reliance 
on foreign gods leads to dire consequences.



2 Kings 1:3
“But the angel of the LORD said to Elijah the Tishbite, Arise, go up to meet the messengers of the king 
of Samaria, and say unto them, Is it not because there is not a God in Israel that ye go to inquire of 
Baal-zebub the god of Ekron?”
Here we see God’s intervention through Elijah, who is instructed by an angel to confront Ahaziah’s 
messengers. The question posed by Elijah emphasizes God’s sovereignty and challenges Ahaziah’s 
decision to seek counsel from Baal-Zebub instead of turning to Him. This rhetorical question serves as 
a rebuke against both Ahaziah’s lack of faith and Israel’s general apostasy during this period. It 
highlights that there is no need for consultation with false gods when Yahweh is available as their true 
source of guidance.

2 Kings 1:4
“And now therefore thus saith the LORD; Thou shalt not come down from that bed on which thou art 
gone up; but shalt surely die. And Elijah departed.”
Elijah delivers a grim prophecy from God indicating that Ahaziah will not recover from his injuries but 
will die as a consequence of his actions. This message serves as both judgment and mercy; while it 
foretells death, it also provides Ahaziah with an opportunity for repentance before his demise. The 
specificity with which Elijah speaks—declaring that he will not leave his bed again—underscores 
God’s authority over life and death. It also illustrates how serious it is when one chooses to forsake 
God for idols.

2 Kings 1:5
“And when the messengers turned back unto him, he said unto them, Why are ye now turned back?”
Upon returning without any answers regarding his health, Ahaziah questions why his messengers have 
come back so soon. His inquiry reveals both confusion and impatience; he expected quick answers 
about his fate from Baal-Zebub but received none due to Elijah’s intervention. This moment signifies a 
turning point where Ahaziah must confront what has transpired—the realization that he has been denied 
information by divine decree rather than by mere chance.

2 Kings 1:6
“And they said unto him, There came a man up to meet us, and said unto us, Go turn again unto the 
king that sent you, and say unto him, Thus saith the LORD; Is it not because there is not a God in Israel 
that thou sendest to inquire of Baal-zebub the god of Ekron? therefore thou shalt not come down from 
that bed on which thou art gone up; but shalt surely die.”
The messengers recount their encounter with Elijah accurately relaying both his identity as well as 
God’s message concerning Ahaziah’s fate. Their report reiterates God’s condemnation regarding 
seeking help from false gods instead of turning toward Him for healing or guidance. The repetition 
emphasizes God’s consistent message throughout scripture about idolatry leading to destruction—a 
theme central to understanding Israel’s history during this time.

2 Kings 1:7
“And he said unto them, What manner of man was he which came up to meet you? And told you these 
words?”
Ahaziah’s curiosity about Elijah’s appearance reflects more than mere interest; it shows an underlying 
recognition that this prophet bears significant authority or power given his ability to deliver such dire 



news directly from God. His question implies an acknowledgment that perhaps this man could be more 
than just another messenger—he might represent something greater than himself or even challenge 
Ahaziah’s own beliefs about kingship and divinity.

2 Kings 1:8
“And they answered him, He was an hairy man, and girt with a girdle of leather about his loins. And he 
said, It is Elijah the Tishbite.”
The description provided by Ahaziah’s messengers identifies Elijah distinctly as someone recognizable 
within their cultural context—a figure marked by prophetic attire typical among prophets at that time 
(hairy garment). By naming Elijah specifically here reinforces both fearfulness towards prophetic 
figures who often delivered harsh truths alongside divine messages while simultaneously highlighting 
how deeply entrenched idol worship had become among leaders like Ahaziah who failed to heed 
warnings previously given through such prophets.

2 Kings 1:9
“Then the king sent unto him a captain of fifty with his fifty men: And he went up to him: behold, he 
sat on top of an hill.”
In response to receiving news about Elijah’s prophecy regarding his impending death due largely 
because he sought counsel outside Yahweh’s guidance—Ahaziah sends soldiers led by a captain 
intending either intimidation or capture against Elijah himself reflecting desperation mixed with 
defiance towards divine authority conveyed through prophetic voices like those represented by men 
such as Elijah.

2 Kings 1:10
“And Elijah answered and said to the captain of fifty, If I be a man of God let fire come down from 
heaven and consume thee and thy fifty. And there came down fire from heaven and consumed him and 
his fifty.”
Elijah boldly asserts his prophetic identity before confronting those sent against him demonstrating 
confidence rooted firmly within divine backing rather than personal bravado alone—this act serves 
dual purposes showcasing both judgment upon those opposing God while simultaneously affirming 
legitimacy behind prophetic roles established throughout biblical narratives emphasizing consequences 
faced when challenging divine mandates issued via chosen vessels like himself.

2 Kings 1:11
“And again also he sent unto him another captain of fifty with his fifty. And he answered and said unto 
him, O man of God, thus hath the king said, Come down quickly.”
In this verse, King Ahaziah sends a second captain with fifty men to confront Elijah. This captain 
approaches Elijah with urgency, reflecting the king’s desperation for answers regarding his health. The 
phrase “O man of God” acknowledges Elijah’s prophetic status, yet it also underscores the tension 
between Ahaziah’s authority as king and Elijah’s role as a messenger of God. The command to “come 
down quickly” indicates that Ahaziah is not only seeking a response but is also attempting to exert his 
royal authority over Elijah, who has already delivered a message of judgment.



2 Kings 1:12
“And Elijah answered and said unto them, If I be a man of God, then let fire come down from heaven, 
and consume thee and thy fifty. And there came down fire from heaven, and consumed him and his 
fifty.”
Elijah responds to the second captain with a challenge that serves as both a demonstration of divine 
authority and a warning against defiance. By invoking fire from heaven, Elijah asserts his identity as a 
true prophet of God. The immediate fulfillment of this request—fire descending and consuming the 
captain and his men—serves as a dramatic testament to God’s power and judgment against those who 
oppose His will. This event illustrates the seriousness of rejecting God’s messages through His 
prophets.

2 Kings 1:13
“And he sent again a captain of the third fifty with his fifty. And the third captain of fifty went up, and 
came and fell on his knees before Elijah, and besought him, and said unto him, O man of God, I pray 
thee, let my life, and the life of these fifty thy servants be precious in thy sight.”
The third captain approaches Elijah differently than the previous two captains; he shows humility by 
falling on his knees before the prophet. This act signifies recognition of Elijah’s authority as a servant 
of God rather than merely an adversary to be commanded. His plea for mercy indicates an 
understanding that their lives are at risk due to the previous captains’ fates. This moment highlights the 
contrast between prideful defiance exhibited by Ahaziah’s earlier messengers and sincere supplication 
before God’s representative.

2 Kings 1:14
“Behold, there came fire down from heaven, and burnt up the two captains of the former fifties with 
their fifties: therefore let my life now be precious in thy sight.”
In this verse, the third captain references the fate that befell his predecessors—fire from heaven 
consuming them along with their men. This acknowledgment serves both as an appeal for mercy based 
on observed consequences and an admission that defying God’s prophet leads to dire outcomes. The 
urgency in his request emphasizes not only fear for their lives but also an understanding that 
recognizing God’s power is crucial for survival.

2 Kings 1:15
“And the angel of the LORD said unto Elijah, Go down with him; be not afraid of him. And he arose, 
and went down with him unto the king.”
Here we see divine intervention as an angel instructs Elijah to accompany this third captain without 
fear. This command reassures Elijah that he is protected despite previous encounters filled with 
hostility towards him. By going down to meet King Ahaziah willingly rather than through coercion or 
confrontation, Elijah demonstrates obedience to God’s will while maintaining his prophetic role in 
delivering judgment.

2 Kings 1:16
“And he said unto him, Thus saith the LORD; Forasmuch as thou hast sent messengers to inquire of 
Baal-Zebub the god of Ekron; is it not because there is no God in Israel to inquire of his word? 
therefore thou shalt not come down off that bed on which thou art gone up, but shalt surely die.”
Elijah delivers God’s message directly to Ahaziah upon meeting him—a reiteration that emphasizes 



Ahaziah’s rejection of Yahweh in favor of Baal-Zebub. The rhetorical question posed by Elijah 
highlights Ahaziah’s spiritual failure; it suggests that seeking guidance from foreign gods reflects a lack 
of faith in Israel’s true God. The pronouncement that Ahaziah will die reinforces both divine judgment 
for idolatry and serves as a final opportunity for repentance.

2 Kings 1:17
“So he died according to the word of the LORD which Elijah had spoken. And Jehoram reigned in his 
stead in the second year of Jehoram son of Jehoshaphat king of Judah.”
This verse confirms that Ahaziah’s death occurred precisely as prophesied by Elijah—an affirmation 
that God’s word through His prophet is unerring. The transition in leadership marks significant political 
changes within Israel following Ahaziah’s demise; Jehoram takes over during this time frame 
indicating continuity amidst turmoil within Israelite leadership dynamics.

2 Kings 1:18
“Now the rest of the acts of Ahaziah which he did are they not written in the book of the chronicles of 
the kings of Israel?”
The conclusion regarding Ahaziah’s reign invites readers to explore further historical accounts 
documented elsewhere—specifically referring to records detailing actions taken during his rule found 
within other historical texts known as “the book of chronicles.” This statement implies that while 
significant events have been highlighted here regarding divine judgment through prophecy leading up 
to Ahaziah’s death; additional context about his reign can be found beyond this narrative.

CHAPTER 2:

2 Kings 2:1
“And it came to pass, when the LORD was about to take up Elijah into heaven by a 
whirlwind, that Elijah went with Elisha from Gilgal.”
In this verse, we see the pivotal moment when God prepares to take Elijah to 
heaven in a miraculous manner. The mention of a “whirlwind” indicates a powerful 
and divine intervention, emphasizing the extraordinary nature of Elijah’s 
departure. The journey begins at Gilgal, which is significant as it represents a place 
of renewal and beginnings in Israel’s history. This sets the stage for the profound 
relationship between Elijah and Elisha, highlighting Elisha’s commitment to 
accompany his mentor during this critical time.

2 Kings 2:2
“And Elijah said unto Elisha, Stay here, I pray thee; for the LORD hath sent me to Bethel. And Elisha 
said unto him, As the LORD liveth, and as thy soul liveth, I will not leave thee. So they went down to 
Bethel.”
Elijah attempts to test Elisha’s loyalty by asking him to stay behind while he goes to Bethel. However, 
Elisha’s response reflects his unwavering dedication; he vows not to leave Elijah’s side. This exchange 
underscores the bond between them and highlights Elisha’s determination to remain close during this 



momentous occasion. Bethel holds historical significance as a center of worship and prophecy, further 
enriching the narrative as they continue their journey together.

2 Kings 2:3
“And the sons of the prophets that were at Bethel came forth to Elisha, and said unto him, Knowest 
thou that the LORD will take away thy master from thy head today? And he said, Yea, I know it; hold 
ye your peace.”
The sons of the prophets acknowledge Elijah’s impending departure and approach Elisha with this 
knowledge. Their recognition of this event emphasizes its importance within the prophetic community. 
Elisha’s response indicates his awareness of what is about to happen but also suggests a desire for 
privacy regarding their grief or discussions about it. This moment illustrates both communal knowledge 
of divine events and individual emotional responses.

2 Kings 2:4
“And Elijah said unto him, Elisha, stay here, I pray thee; for the LORD hath sent me to Jericho. And he 
said, As the LORD liveth, and as thy soul liveth, I will not leave thee. So they came to Jericho.”
Again, Elijah tests Elisha’s resolve by asking him to remain behind while he travels on to Jericho. Yet 
again, Elisha insists on staying with his mentor. This repetition reinforces themes of loyalty and 
perseverance in relationships that are central in prophetic ministry. Jericho serves as another significant 
location in Israel’s history—known for its miraculous events—symbolizing further steps toward an 
extraordinary conclusion.

2 Kings 2:5
“And the sons of the prophets that were at Jericho came to Elisha, and said unto him, Knowest thou 
that the LORD will take away thy master from thy head today? And he answered, Yea, I know; hold ye 
your peace.”
Similar to their earlier encounter at Bethel, the sons of the prophets at Jericho also express awareness of 
Elijah’s imminent departure. Their repeated acknowledgment signifies a collective understanding 
among those who are spiritually attuned within Israel at that time. Again responding with calm 
assurance yet urging silence indicates that while he accepts their words as truth, he prefers not to dwell 
on them publicly—a reflection perhaps on his own emotional state.

2 Kings 2:6
“And Elijah said unto him, Stay here; for the LORD hath sent me to Jordan. And he said, As the LORD 
liveth, and as thy soul liveth, I will not leave thee. And they two went on.”
Elijah continues his attempts to separate from Elisha by suggesting he stay behind once more before 
heading towards Jordan—a river symbolizing transition and crossing over into new phases or promises 
from God. Yet again demonstrating steadfastness in his commitment not only strengthens their bond 
but also foreshadows Elisha’s future role as prophet after Elijah’s ascension.

2 Kings 2:7
“And fifty men of the sons of the prophets went and stood to view afar off: and they two stood by 
Jordan.”
Here we see a group of fifty prophets observing from a distance as Elijah and Elisha approach Jordan 
together. Their presence adds an element of communal witness—indicating that this event is significant 



not just personally for those involved but also for all who follow God’s prophetic calling in Israel. The 
act of standing afar suggests reverence or perhaps an understanding that something monumental is 
about to occur.

2 Kings 2:8
“And Elijah took his mantle, and wrapped it together, and smote the waters; and they were divided 
hither and thither so that they two went over on dry ground.”
In this miraculous act reminiscent of Moses parting the Red Sea or Joshua crossing into Canaan—
Elijah uses his mantle (a symbol of authority) demonstrating God’s power through him once more 
before his departure. The division of waters symbolizes both physical transition across Jordan but also 
spiritual significance—the passing on of prophetic authority from one generation (Elijah) onto another 
(Elisha).

2 Kings 2:9
“And it came to pass when they were gone over that Elijah said unto Elisha, Ask what I shall do for 
thee before I be taken away from thee. And Elisha said, I pray thee let a double portion of thy spirit be 
upon me.”
After crossing over successfully into new territory both literally and figuratively—Elijah offers Elisha 
an opportunity for request before leaving earth altogether—a moment filled with potential significance 
for future ministry work ahead for Elisha. His request for “a double portion” signifies not merely 
ambition but deep respect for what has been modeled through Elijah’s life—a desire for empowerment 
through God’s Spirit akin perhaps even more than mere succession.

2 Kings 2:10
“And he said, Thou hast asked a hard thing: nevertheless if thou see me when I am taken from thee it 
shall be so unto thee; but if not it shall not be so.”
Elijah acknowledges that what has been requested is indeed challenging yet provides clarity regarding 
its fulfillment contingent upon witnessing his ascension firsthand—this establishes conditions tied 
directly back into faithfulness demonstrated throughout their journey together thus far while reinforcing 
themes surrounding divine purpose intertwined with human agency within prophetic roles established 
by God himself.

2 Kings 2:11
“And it came to pass, as they still went on, and talked, that, behold, there appeared 
a chariot of fire, and horses of fire, and parted them both asunder; and Elijah went 
up by a whirlwind into heaven.”
This verse describes the dramatic moment of Elijah’s ascension into heaven. As 
Elijah and Elisha were conversing, a miraculous sight occurred: a chariot and 
horses made of fire appeared. This imagery symbolizes divine power and glory, 
emphasizing the extraordinary nature of Elijah’s departure. The chariot of fire 
signifies God’s presence and intervention in human affairs. The separation of 
Elijah from Elisha by this fiery spectacle underscores the transition from one 



prophetic ministry to another. It also illustrates the idea that Elijah was taken up 
directly into heaven without experiencing death in the conventional sense.

2 Kings 2:12
“And Elisha saw it, and he cried, My father, my father, the chariot of Israel, and the horsemen thereof. 
And he saw him no more: and he took hold of his own clothes, and rent them in two pieces.”
In this verse, Elisha witnesses Elijah’s ascension and expresses profound grief at losing his mentor. His 
exclamation “My father, my father” reflects not only a deep emotional bond but also acknowledges 
Elijah’s role as a spiritual father figure. By calling Elijah “the chariot of Israel,” Elisha recognizes him 
as a protector and leader for Israel during his earthly ministry. The act of tearing his clothes symbolizes 
mourning and loss in ancient Hebrew culture; it signifies Elisha’s sorrow over the departure of his 
mentor while also marking the beginning of his own prophetic journey.

2 Kings 2:13
“He took up also the mantle of Elijah that fell from him, and went back, and stood by the bank of 
Jordan.”
After witnessing Elijah’s ascension, Elisha picks up Elijah’s mantle that had fallen to the ground. This 
act is highly significant; it represents not only a physical inheritance but also a spiritual one. The 
mantle symbolizes the prophetic authority that Elisha is now called to assume following Elijah’s 
departure. By returning to stand by the Jordan River with this mantle in hand, Elisha prepares himself 
for his new role as prophet while recalling their previous crossing together—an event filled with divine 
significance.

2 Kings 2:14
“And he took the mantle of Elijah that fell from him, and smote the waters, and said, Where is the 
LORD God of Elijah? And when he had smitten the waters, they parted hither and thither: and Elisha 
went over.”
Elisha demonstrates faith in God’s power by striking the waters with Elijah’s mantle just as his mentor 
had done before him. His question “Where is the LORD God of Elijah?” indicates both an appeal for 
divine assistance and an affirmation that he seeks to continue in Elijah’s legacy rather than merely 
replicate it. When the waters part before him as they did for Elijah earlier (in their crossing), it serves as 
confirmation that God’s spirit rests upon Elisha just as it did upon his predecessor.

2 Kings 2:15
“And when the sons of the prophets which were to view at Jericho saw him, they said, The spirit of 
Elijah doth rest on Elisha. And they came to meet him, and bowed themselves to the ground before 
him.”
The sons of prophets who observe these events recognize that God has transferred His spirit from 
Elijah to Elisha. Their acknowledgment signifies acceptance of Elisha’s new role as prophet among 
them—a crucial step for maintaining continuity within Israel’s prophetic tradition. Their act of bowing 
down shows respect for Elisha’s authority bestowed upon him through divine endorsement.

2 Kings 2:16
“And they said unto him, Behold now, there be with thy servants fifty strong men; let them go, we pray 
thee, and seek thy master: lest peradventure the Spirit of the LORD hath taken him up, and cast him 



upon some mountain or into some valley. And he said, Ye shall not send.”
The sons of prophets suggest sending out fifty strong men to search for Elijah’s body because they 
speculate that perhaps God had transported him elsewhere rather than taking him directly into heaven. 
This reflects their uncertainty about what has transpired; despite witnessing his ascension into heaven 
via divine means (the whirlwind), they still cling to traditional expectations regarding death or burial 
practices.

2 Kings 2:17
“And when they urged him till he was ashamed, he said, Send.” They sent therefore fifty men; and they 
sought three days but found him not.”
Elisha initially resists their request but eventually relents after being pressured by their insistence—
indicating how deeply ingrained cultural practices can influence even those who are divinely appointed 
leaders like himself. Their three-day search ultimately yields no results; this reinforces both God’s 
unique action in taking away His prophet without death or burial rites while affirming that no earthly 
search could uncover what was divinely hidden.

2 Kings 2:18
“And when they came again to him (for he tarried at Jericho), he said unto them, Did I not say unto you 
Go not?”
Upon their return after fruitless searching efforts for Elijah’s body—despite having been warned 
against such actions—Elisha reminds them about his initial counsel against sending out searchers. This 
serves as an admonition about respecting divine mysteries beyond human understanding while 
reinforcing his authority over them as their newly recognized leader.

2 Kings 2:19
“And the men of the city said unto Elisha, Behold now; The situation of this city is pleasant; as my lord 
seeth: but the water is naught (bad), and the ground barren.”
The inhabitants express concern regarding their city’s water supply which affects agriculture—their 
livelihood—and overall quality-of-life issues stemming from contaminated or insufficient resources 
available locally due largely due environmental factors affecting fertility levels within surrounding 
lands.

2 Kings 2:20
“And he said Bring me a new cruse (bowl), and put salt therein. And they brought it to him.”
Elisha responds with an unusual solution involving salt—a substance often associated with purification
—instructing them to bring forth fresh vessels containing saltwater mixture intended for healing 
purposes aimed at restoring purity back into local water sources affecting agricultural productivity 
levels adversely impacting community well-being overall.

2 Kings 2:21
“And he went forth unto the spring of the waters, and cast the salt in there, and 
said, Thus saith the LORD, I have healed these waters; there shall not be from 
thence any more death or barren land.”
In this verse, Elisha demonstrates his prophetic authority by addressing a critical 



issue faced by the inhabitants of Jericho: the water supply was contaminated, 
leading to death and barrenness in the land. By going to the spring and casting salt 
into it, Elisha performs a symbolic act that signifies purification and healing. The 
use of salt is significant as it often represents preservation and cleansing in biblical 
texts. When Elisha declares that God has healed the waters, he emphasizes that this 
miracle is not performed by his own power but through divine intervention. This 
act serves to restore life-giving properties to the water, ensuring that it will no 
longer cause harm to people or their crops.

2 Kings 2:22
“So the waters were healed unto this day, according to the saying of Elisha which he spake.”
This verse confirms the effectiveness of Elisha’s prophetic declaration. The phrase “unto this day” 
indicates that the healing of the waters was not a temporary fix but a lasting change that continued 
beyond Elisha’s time. It underscores Elisha’s role as a prophet who speaks on behalf of God, with his 
words carrying divine authority. The healing of these waters symbolizes God’s power over nature and 
His willingness to intervene for His people’s well-being. This miraculous event also serves as an 
affirmation of Elisha’s ministry following Elijah’s ascension, establishing him as a legitimate prophet 
endowed with God’s spirit.

2 Kings 2:23
“And he went up from thence unto Bethel: and as he was going up by the way, there came forth little 
children out of the city, and mocked him, and said unto him, Go up, thou bald head; go up, thou bald 
head.”
In this verse, we see Elisha traveling to Bethel after performing his miracle at Jericho. As he journeys 
along the road, he encounters a group of young boys who mock him for being bald. Their taunts reflect 
a lack of respect for Elisha’s prophetic authority and possibly an attempt to challenge his legitimacy as 
Elijah’s successor. The mocking can be interpreted as an affront not just to Elisha personally but also to 
God whom he represents. This incident highlights societal attitudes towards prophets during that time 
and sets up a pivotal moment in which Elisha will respond to their disrespect.

2 Kings 2:24
“And he turned back, and looked on them, and cursed them in the name of the LORD. And there came 
forth two she bears out of the wood, and tare forty and two children of them.”
Elisha’s reaction to being mocked is severe; he curses the boys in God’s name. This curse results in two 
bears emerging from nearby woods to attack them—an extraordinary response that illustrates both 
divine judgment and protection over His prophet. The number “forty-two” signifies a substantial group 
affected by this event. This harsh punishment serves multiple purposes: it reinforces Elisha’s authority 
as a prophet appointed by God while also serving as a warning against mocking or disrespecting God’s 
messengers. It reflects themes found throughout scripture regarding reverence for divine authority.

2 Kings 2:25
“And he went from thence to mount Carmel, and from thence he returned to Samaria.”
After dealing with the mocking children at Bethel, Elisha continues his journey toward Mount Carmel 



before returning to Samaria. This movement signifies not only geographical transitions but also 
spiritual ones; Mount Carmel is historically associated with significant prophetic activity (notably 
Elijah’s confrontation with Baal). By visiting these locations after such events—healing water at 
Jericho followed by cursing mockers—Elisha continues his mission as a prophet who brings both 
blessings and judgments based on God’s will.

CHAPTER 3:

2 Kings 3:1
“Now Jehoram the son of Ahab began to reign over Israel in Samaria the 
eighteenth year of Jehoshaphat king of Judah, and reigned twelve years.”
Jehoram, the son of Ahab, ascends to the throne of Israel during a time marked by 
significant political and spiritual turmoil. His reign begins in the eighteenth year of 
Jehoshaphat’s kingship in Judah, indicating a period of overlapping leadership 
between the two kingdoms. Notably, Jehoram’s reign lasts for twelve years, which 
is relatively lengthy compared to some other kings mentioned in biblical history. 
This verse sets the stage for understanding Jehoram’s character and his impact on 
Israel, particularly as he comes from a lineage notorious for idolatry and 
wickedness.

2 Kings 3:2
“And he did evil in the sight of the LORD; but not like his father, and like his mother: for he put away 
the image of Baal that his father had made.”
This verse highlights Jehoram’s moral standing as a ruler. While he is described as doing evil in God’s 
eyes, it is noted that he was not as egregious as his father Ahab or mother Jezebel. The act of removing 
the Baal image signifies a partial reform; however, it does not equate to genuine repentance or a 
commitment to worship Yahweh exclusively. This action may have been politically motivated rather 
than stemming from true faith, reflecting Jehoram’s complex character—one who attempts to distance 
himself from his family’s legacy while still engaging in practices contrary to God’s commandments.

2 Kings 3:3
“Nevertheless he cleaved unto the sins of Jeroboam the son of Nebat, which made Israel to sin; he 
departed not from them.”
Despite removing Baal worship from his court, Jehoram continues to uphold the sins associated with 
Jeroboam I—specifically, the worship at Dan and Bethel through golden calves. This indicates that 
while there may be superficial changes in religious practice under Jehoram’s rule, deep-seated issues 
remain unaddressed. The reference to Jeroboam underscores a persistent pattern of idolatry that plagues 
Israel throughout its history. It illustrates how political motivations can lead leaders to make only token 
reforms without addressing systemic spiritual corruption.

2 Kings 3:4
“And Mesha king of Moab was a sheepmaster, and rendered unto the king of Israel an hundred 



thousand lambs, and an hundred thousand rams with the wool.”
This verse introduces Mesha, king of Moab, who had been paying tribute to Israel under King Ahab’s 
reign. The tribute consisted of substantial livestock—a hundred thousand lambs and rams—which 
indicates both wealth and subservience. Mesha’s role as a sheepmaster emphasizes Moab’s agrarian 
economy and its dependence on livestock for trade and sustenance. The tribute system reflects political 
dynamics where Moab was subjected to Israeli authority until Ahab’s death created an opportunity for 
rebellion.

2 Kings 3:5
“But it came to pass, when Ahab was dead, that Mesha king of Moab rebelled against the king of 
Israel.”
The death of Ahab marks a pivotal moment leading to Mesha’s rebellion against Israeli rule. This act 
signifies not only a rejection of tribute but also an assertion of independence by Moab after years under 
Israeli dominance. It reflects broader themes within biblical narratives where power vacuums often lead 
subordinate nations to challenge their overlords when they perceive weakness or instability among 
them.

2 Kings 3:6
“And King Jehoram went out of Samaria at that time, and numbered all Israel.”
In response to Mesha’s rebellion, King Jehoram takes decisive military action by mobilizing all 
available forces from Samaria—Israel’s capital—to confront this challenge. His decision indicates both 
urgency and recognition that maintaining control over rebellious territories requires immediate military 
readiness. By numbering all Israel (likely referring to gathering troops), Jehoram demonstrates 
leadership amidst crisis but also reveals potential insecurity about maintaining authority over his 
kingdom.

2 Kings 3:7
“And he went and sent to Jehoshaphat king of Judah, saying, ‘The king of Moab hath rebelled against 
me; wilt thou go with me against Moab to battle?’ And he said, ‘I will go up; I am as thou art; my 
people as thy people; my horses as thy horses.’”
Jehoram reaches out for alliance with King Jehoshaphat—a strategic move given Judah’s historical 
strength compared to Israel’s current state under his rule. This partnership reflects both necessity due to 
external threats and an attempt at unity between two historically divided kingdoms (Israel and Judah). 
Jehoshaphat’s affirmative response emphasizes solidarity despite their differences; it suggests mutual 
interests in preserving regional stability against common enemies like Moab.

2 Kings 3:8
“And he said, ‘Which way shall we go up?’ And he answered, ‘By way of the wilderness of Edom.’”
The dialogue between Jehoram and Jehoshaphat reveals tactical considerations regarding their military 
campaign against Moab. Choosing “the wilderness of Edom” implies a strategic route that could 
potentially catch their enemy off guard while navigating through less hospitable terrain presents 
challenges for logistics—particularly concerning supplies such as water for troops and animals during 
their march towards conflict.



2 Kings 3:9
“So the king of Israel went with the king of Judah and the king of Edom: and they fetched a compass 
seven days’ journey: and there was no water for the host, nor for the cattle that followed them.”
The coalition army consisting of Israelite forces led by Jehoram along with Judah under Jehoshaphat—
and now including Edom—embarks on what becomes an arduous seven-day journey through desolate 
terrain without adequate provisions such as water. This dire situation highlights logistical failures in 
planning military campaigns during ancient times where access to resources could determine success or 
failure on battlefield endeavors.

2 Kings 3:10
“And the king of Israel said, ‘Alas! That the LORD hath called these three kings together to deliver 
them into the hand of Moab!’”
Faced with desperation due to lack of water supplies after days without relief amidst harsh conditions 
leads King Jehoram into despairing thoughts about divine intentions behind their plight—believing 
God has orchestrated this situation leading them toward defeat at Moab’s hands rather than victory. His 
lamentation reflects both fearfulness regarding their circumstances but also serves as an 
acknowledgment that divine favor plays critical roles within warfare outcomes according biblical 
narratives.

2 Kings 3:11
“But Jehoshaphat said, Is there not here a prophet of the LORD, that we may 
inquire of the LORD by him? And one of the king of Israel’s servants answered 
and said, Here is Elisha the son of Shaphat, which poured water on the hands of 
Elijah.”
In this verse, Jehoshaphat, the king of Judah, expresses a desire to seek divine 
guidance before proceeding with their military campaign against Moab. His 
inquiry highlights a significant aspect of leadership in ancient Israel—consulting 
prophets for God’s will. The mention of Elisha as “the son of Shaphat” and his 
previous service to Elijah emphasizes his prophetic authority and connection to 
God. This context sets the stage for Elisha’s role in providing counsel to the kings 
during a time of crisis.

2 Kings 3:12
“And Jehoshaphat said, The word of the LORD is with him. So the king of Israel and Jehoshaphat and 
the king of Edom went down to him.”
Jehoshaphat’s affirmation that “the word of the LORD is with him” indicates his faith in Elisha’s 
prophetic abilities. This acknowledgment reflects Jehoshaphat’s character as a godly king who values 
spiritual insight over mere military strategy. The decision for all three kings—Israel, Judah, and Edom
—to approach Elisha together signifies their collective recognition that they need divine intervention to 
succeed against Moab. This unity among leaders from different kingdoms illustrates a momentary 
alliance based on shared desperation.



2 Kings 3:13
“And Elisha said unto the king of Israel, What have I to do with thee? get thee to the prophets of thy 
father, and to the prophets of thy mother. And the king of Israel said unto him, Nay; for the LORD hath 
called these three kings together to deliver them into the hand of Moab.”
Elisha’s initial response reveals his disdain for King Joram (the king of Israel), suggesting that he does 
not regard Joram’s request seriously due to his idolatrous background. By directing Joram to consult his 
own father’s prophets (referring to Ahab’s prophets), Elisha underscores Joram’s lack of true devotion 
to God. However, Joram insists that their gathering is divinely ordained for judgment against Moab. 
This exchange highlights both Elisha’s integrity as a prophet and Joram’s recognition that he needs help 
despite his previous actions.

2 Kings 3:14
“And Elisha said, As the LORD of hosts liveth, before whom I stand; surely, were it not that I regard 
the presence of Jehoshaphat the king of Judah, I would not look toward thee, nor see thee.”
Elisha swears by “the LORD of hosts,” affirming his commitment to God and emphasizing his 
prophetic authority. His statement indicates that if it were not for Jehoshaphat’s presence—a king 
known for righteousness—he would refuse to assist Joram altogether. This moment illustrates how 
personal relationships can influence prophetic actions in biblical narratives. It also reinforces 
Jehoshaphat’s role as a stabilizing force amidst political turmoil.

2 Kings 3:15
“But now bring me a minstrel. And it came to pass, when the minstrel played, that the hand of the 
LORD came upon him.”
Elisha requests a minstrel (musician) as part of his process for receiving divine revelation. Music often 
served as a means to create an atmosphere conducive for spiritual insight in biblical times. When “the 
minstrel played,” it signifies an act intended to invoke God’s presence and inspiration upon Elisha. The 
phrase “the hand of the LORD came upon him” indicates that he was filled with divine power or 
revelation necessary for delivering God’s message regarding their situation.

2 Kings 3:16
“And he said, Thus saith the LORD, Make this valley full of ditches.”
Elisha delivers God’s command instructing them to dig ditches in preparation for what is about to 
happen—a seemingly strange directive given their immediate need was water rather than physical 
labor. This instruction serves two purposes: it demonstrates faith in God’s provision while also 
preparing them physically for an impending miracle. The act symbolizes obedience and readiness; they 
must take action even when circumstances appear dire.

2 Kings 3:17
“For thus saith the LORD, Ye shall not see wind, neither shall ye see rain; yet that valley shall be filled 
with water, that ye may drink both ye and your cattle and your beasts.”
In this verse, Elisha assures them that despite no visible signs such as wind or rain—which typically 
precede rainstorms—they will receive an abundance of water sufficient enough for both men and 
livestock. This promise emphasizes God’s sovereignty over nature; He can provide without 
conventional means or expectations being met first. It reassures them during their desperate situation 
while reinforcing faith in God’s miraculous capabilities.



2 Kings 3:18
“And this is but a light thing in the sight of the LORD: he will deliver the Moabites also into your 
hand.”
Elisha further reassures them by stating that providing water is merely “a light thing” compared to what 
God can accomplish through them against Moab. This statement serves multiple functions—it 
encourages confidence among soldiers facing overwhelming odds while simultaneously foreshadowing 
victory over their enemies due solely through divine intervention rather than human effort alone.

2 Kings 3:19
“And ye shall smite every fenced city, and every choice city, and shall fell every good tree, and stop all 
wells of water, and mar every good piece of land with stones.”
Here Elisha outlines specific instructions regarding how they are expected to engage Moab after 
receiving God’s favor through miraculous provision—total devastation awaits their enemies’ cities and 
resources if they follow through on this directive faithfully. The language used conveys total warfare 
tactics aimed at crippling Moab economically while ensuring no resources remain available post-battle; 
it reflects ancient Near Eastern practices where complete conquest involved destroying agricultural 
assets alongside urban centers.

2 Kings 3:20
“And it came to pass in the morning when the meat offering was offered, that behold there came water 
by way of Edom; and the country was filled with water.”
This verse marks fulfillment—the very next morning after following God’s commands regarding 
digging ditches—the promised miracle occurs as water flows into those prepared valleys from Edom 
without any prior indication such would happen (no rain or storm). It illustrates God’s faithfulness 
toward those who obey Him even amidst uncertainty while showcasing His ability not only provide 
sustenance but also fulfill promises made through His prophet effectively transforming barren land into 
life-giving resources overnight.

2 Kings 3:20
“And it came to pass in the morning when the meat offering was offered, that, 
behold, there came water by the way of Edom, and the country was filled with 
water.”
This verse marks a pivotal moment in the narrative where divine intervention 
occurs. After a week of marching through the arid desert without water, the 
Israelite coalition led by King Jehoram finds themselves in dire straits. The 
mention of the “meat offering” signifies a time of worship and sacrifice to God, 
which is crucial as it sets the stage for God’s response. The arrival of water from an 
unexpected source—through Edom—demonstrates God’s miraculous provision. 
This event not only quenches the thirst of the soldiers and their animals but also 
symbolizes hope and renewal for an army on the brink of despair.

2 Kings 3:21
“And when all the Moabites heard that the kings were come up to fight against them, they gathered all 



that were able to put on armour, and stood in the border.”
Upon hearing about the impending attack from Jehoram’s coalition, the Moabites quickly mobilize 
their forces. This verse highlights their readiness to defend their territory against what they perceive as 
a significant threat. The phrase “all that were able to put on armour” indicates that even those who 
might not typically be warriors are called to arms, showcasing a united front against a common enemy. 
Their strategic positioning at the border suggests an understanding of their terrain and a desire to 
protect their land from invasion.

2 Kings 3:22
“And they rose up early in the morning, and the sun shone upon the water; and the Moabites saw the 
water on the other side as red as blood.”
In this verse, we see how perception can alter reality. As dawn breaks, sunlight reflects off of newly 
accumulated water, creating an illusion for the Moabites who mistake it for blood. This 
misinterpretation plays into their fears and assumptions about what has transpired—believing that 
perhaps there has been infighting among their enemies or that they have suffered great losses before 
even engaging in battle. This moment serves as both a psychological tactic and an example of how God 
can use natural phenomena to influence human understanding.

2 Kings 3:23
“And they said, This is blood: the kings are surely slain, and they have smitten one another: now 
therefore, Moab, to the spoil!”
The Moabite forces interpret what they see as evidence of victory without having engaged in battle 
themselves. Their conclusion—that their enemies have turned on each other—emboldens them to 
charge forward with confidence. This verse illustrates how misinformation can lead to rash decisions; 
driven by excitement over perceived victory, they prepare for plunder rather than cautioning themselves 
against potential traps set by Jehoram’s coalition.

2 Kings 3:24
“And when they came to the camp of Israel, the Israelites rose up and smote the Moabites, so that they 
fled before them: but they went forward smiting the Moabites even in their country.”
Here we witness a dramatic shift from anticipation to action as Israel’s forces capitalize on Moab’s 
misjudgment. The Israelites rise up with renewed vigor after being refreshed by divine provision. The 
ensuing battle showcases not only military strategy but also divine favor; Israel is empowered against 
its adversaries due to both physical sustenance and spiritual backing from God’s earlier miracle.

2 Kings 3:25
“And they beat down the cities, and on every good piece of land cast every man his stone and filled it; 
and they stopped all the wells of water, and felled all the good trees: only in Kirharaseth left they the 
stones thereof; howbeit the slingers went about it, and smote it.”
This verse details Israel’s ruthless campaign against Moabite cities following their victory. The 
systematic destruction reflects both military might and strategic intent—to cripple Moab economically 
by destroying resources essential for survival such as wells and crops. The mention of Kirharaseth 
indicates a stronghold that remains resilient despite overwhelming odds; however, even this city faces 
siege tactics from skilled slingers demonstrating Israel’s determination not just for victory but total 
domination.



2 Kings 3:26
“And when the king of Moab saw that the battle was too sore for him, he took with him seven hundred 
men that drew swords to break through even unto the king of Edom: but they could not.”
Faced with overwhelming odds during battle, King Mesha attempts a desperate escape plan by rallying 
his best fighters—seven hundred men—to break through enemy lines towards Edom. His failure 
underscores both his desperation and lack of resources; despite his efforts at resistance or retreating 
strategically towards safety or alliance with Edom (a neighboring kingdom), he finds himself thwarted 
at every turn.

2 Kings 3:27
“Then he took his eldest son that should have reigned in his stead, and offered him for a burnt offering 
upon the wall. And there was great indignation against Israel: and they departed from him, and returned 
to their own land.”
In this climactic moment filled with tragedy and desperation, King Mesha sacrifices his eldest son—a 
symbolic act intended either as appeasement or defiance towards his gods amidst defeat. This act 
evokes strong emotions among observers; it incites “great indignation” within Israel’s ranks leading 
them to withdraw rather than continue fighting under such grim circumstances. The narrative concludes 
here with profound implications regarding faithfulness amidst adversity—the sacrifice serves as both 
an act of desperation by Mesha while simultaneously stirring compassion or horror among those 
witnessing such brutality.

CHAPTER 4:

2 Kings 4:1
“Now there cried a certain woman of the wives of the sons of the prophets unto 
Elisha, saying, Thy servant my husband is dead; and thou knowest that thy servant 
did fear the LORD: and the creditor is come to take unto him my two sons to be 
bondmen.”
In this verse, we are introduced to a widow who is in a dire situation. She identifies 
herself as the wife of one of the sons of the prophets, indicating her connection to a 
community dedicated to serving God. Her husband’s death has left her in a 
vulnerable position, both emotionally and financially. The widow appeals to Elisha, 
acknowledging his knowledge of her husband’s character as a man who feared the 
Lord. This establishes her credibility and highlights her desperation; she faces 
losing her two sons to creditors due to debts incurred by her deceased husband. 
The mention of “bondmen” reflects the harsh realities of debt in ancient Israel, 
where individuals could be enslaved for failing to repay what they owed.

2 Kings 4:2
“And Elisha said unto her, What shall I do for thee? tell me, what hast thou in the house? And she said, 
Thine handmaid hath not any thing in the house, save a pot of oil.”
Elisha responds compassionately by asking how he can assist her. His question invites her to express 



her needs while also prompting reflection on what resources she might still possess. The widow’s 
response reveals her bleak circumstances; she feels she has nothing but “a pot of oil.” This small 
amount signifies both scarcity and potential. Elisha’s inquiry encourages an attitude of faith and 
resourcefulness despite overwhelming adversity. It sets the stage for God’s miraculous provision 
through what seems like an insignificant asset.

2 Kings 4:3
“Then he said, Go, borrow thee vessels abroad of all thy neighbours, even empty vessels; borrow not a 
few.”
Elisha instructs the widow to gather empty vessels from her neighbors without limitation on quantity. 
This command may seem unusual given her already desperate state; however, it serves multiple 
purposes. First, it requires active participation from the widow—she must demonstrate faith by seeking 
help from others in her community. Second, it emphasizes that God’s provision will exceed 
expectations if one is willing to act in faith. By borrowing many vessels, she prepares for an abundance 
that will soon manifest through divine intervention.

2 Kings 4:4
“And when thou art come in, thou shalt shut the door upon thee and upon thy sons, and shalt pour out 
into all those vessels; and thou shalt set aside that which is full.”
Elisha gives specific instructions on how to proceed after gathering the vessels: she must shut herself 
and her sons inside their home while pouring oil into them. This act symbolizes privacy and intimacy 
with God during this miraculous event—an opportunity for faith without distraction or doubt from 
outside influences. The directive also emphasizes reliance on God’s power rather than public spectacle; 
it’s about personal trust rather than seeking validation from others.

2 Kings 4:5
“So she went from him, and shut the door upon her and upon her sons, who brought the vessels to her; 
and she poured out.”
The widow obediently follows Elisha’s instructions by shutting herself away with her sons and 
beginning to pour oil into the borrowed vessels. Her actions reflect both faith and determination; 
despite initial doubts about how much oil could fill numerous containers from such a small source, she 
acts on Elisha’s word. The involvement of her sons indicates family unity in facing their crisis together
—a theme often emphasized in biblical narratives where collective effort leads to divine outcomes.

2 Kings 4:6
“And it came to pass, when the vessels were full, that she said unto her son, Bring me yet a vessel. And 
he said unto her, There is not a vessel more. And the oil stayed.”
As she pours out oil into each vessel brought by her sons, they continue until no more containers are 
available. When they reach this point—the moment when every vessel has been filled—the miracle 
becomes evident: what began as one small jar has produced enough oil to fill many containers beyond 
expectation. The cessation of oil signifies both completion and sufficiency; God provided exactly what 
was needed at that moment through faithful obedience.

2 Kings 4:7
“Then she came and told the man of God. And he said, Go sell the oil, and pay thy debt, and live thou 



and thy children of the rest.”
After witnessing this miraculous event firsthand, the widow returns to Elisha with news of what 
transpired—her obedience led not only to filling jars but also provided a solution for their financial 
troubles. Elisha instructs her on how to use this newfound wealth wisely: sell some oil to pay off debts 
while ensuring there remains enough for sustenance for herself and her children moving forward. This 
guidance underscores practical wisdom alongside divine intervention—God provides not just miracles 
but also direction for living responsibly thereafter.

2 Kings 4:8
“And it fell on a day that Elisha passed to Shunem, where was a great woman; and she constrained him 
to eat bread. And so it was that as oft as he passed by he turned in thither to eat bread.”
This verse introduces another significant character—a wealthy woman from Shunem who recognizes 
Elisha’s prophetic status when he passes through town frequently. Her hospitality reflects kindness 
towards those serving God; by inviting him for meals regularly (and thus establishing rapport), she 
demonstrates respect for his ministry while also fulfilling cultural norms regarding hospitality towards 
travelers or prophets.

2 Kings 4:9
“And she said unto her husband, Behold now, I perceive that this is an holy man of 
God, which passeth by us continually.”
In this verse, the woman recognizes Elisha as a holy man of God. Her perception is 
significant because it highlights her discernment and spiritual insight. She observes 
that Elisha frequently passes by their home, indicating his commitment to his 
prophetic mission and the importance of his presence in the community. This 
acknowledgment leads her to propose building a small chamber for him, 
demonstrating her desire to honor and support God’s messenger. Her statement 
reflects a growing awareness of the divine purpose at work through Elisha’s life 
and ministry.

2 Kings 4:10
“Let us make a little chamber, I pray thee, on the wall; and let us set for him there a bed, and a table, 
and a stool, and a candlestick: and it shall be, when he cometh to us, that he shall turn in thither.”
The woman takes action based on her recognition of Elisha’s holiness by suggesting they create a space 
for him in their home. The details she provides—bed, table, stool, and candlestick—indicate her 
intention to make this room comfortable and welcoming. This act of hospitality not only serves Elisha’s 
physical needs but also symbolizes her respect for his prophetic role. By preparing this chamber, she 
establishes a place where divine encounters can occur, reflecting the importance of providing for those 
who serve God.

2 Kings 4:11
“And it fell on a day that he came thither, and he turned into the chamber and lay there.”
This verse marks the fulfillment of the woman’s intentions as Elisha visits their home and utilizes the 
room they prepared for him. His turning into the chamber signifies acceptance of their hospitality. It 



illustrates how God often works through human kindness and generosity. By laying down in this space 
dedicated to him, Elisha acknowledges not only their provision but also the relationship being built 
between them—a relationship rooted in mutual respect and faithfulness.

2 Kings 4:12
“And he said to Gehazi his servant, Call this Shunammite. And when he had called her, she stood 
before him.”
Elisha instructs his servant Gehazi to summon the Shunammite woman. This moment emphasizes 
Elisha’s desire to express gratitude for her hospitality. By calling her into his presence, he 
acknowledges her contributions and seeks to bless her in return. The act of standing before him 
signifies both humility on her part and honor as she is recognized by a prophet of God. It sets the stage 
for an important dialogue about blessings that will follow.

2 Kings 4:13
“And he said unto him, Say now unto her, Behold, thou hast been careful for us with all this care; what 
is to be done for thee? wouldest thou be spoken for to the king or to the captain of the host? And she 
answered, I dwell among mine own people.”
Elisha expresses appreciation for all that the Shunammite woman has done by asking what reward she 
desires. His offer reflects not only gratitude but also an understanding of how significant acts of 
kindness should be acknowledged. However, her response reveals humility; she does not seek personal 
gain or recognition from powerful figures like kings or military leaders but instead values her life 
among her own people. This interaction showcases themes of selflessness versus ambition within 
spiritual contexts.

2 Kings 4:14
“And he said, What then is to be done for her? And Gehazi answered, Verily she hath no child, and her 
husband is old.”
Elisha seeks further insight into what could bless the Shunammite woman after hearing about her lack 
of children from Gehazi. This detail sheds light on an important aspect of life in ancient Israel where 
having children was seen as vital for legacy and social standing. The mention that “her husband is old” 
adds urgency to their situation since time may be running out for them to have children naturally. This 
verse sets up an expectation that something miraculous may occur due to Elisha’s prophetic role.

2 Kings 4:15
“And he said, Call her. And when he had called her, she stood in the door.”
Elisha commands Gehazi again to call upon the Shunammite woman so that they can speak directly 
about what has been revealed regarding her desire for children. Her standing at the door symbolizes 
anticipation; it represents both vulnerability as well as readiness to receive whatever blessing may 
come from God through His prophet. The door serves as both a literal threshold into their conversation 
but also metaphorically represents an opening into new possibilities in life.

2 Kings 4:16
“And he said, About this season according to the time of life thou shalt embrace a son. And she said, 
Nay my lord; thou man of God do not lie unto thine handmaid.”
Elisha prophesies that within a year’s time she will bear a son—a profound promise given their current 



circumstances regarding fertility issues due to age factors mentioned earlier. Her immediate reaction 
shows disbelief; she fears disappointment if such hope were false—a common human response when 
faced with seemingly impossible situations or promises from God through prophets.

2 Kings 4:17
“And the woman conceived and bare a son at that season that Elisha had said unto her according to the 
time of life.”
The prophecy comes true as she conceives and gives birth exactly as foretold by Elisha—a testament 
not only to God’s power but also His faithfulness towards those who serve Him faithfully like this 
Shunammite woman did throughout these events leading up until now! This miracle reinforces themes 
found throughout scripture regarding divine intervention during times when hope seems lost or 
impossible situations arise.

2 Kings 4:18
“And when the child was grown,” it fell on a day that he went out to his father to the reapers.”
As time progresses after receiving such miraculous news about childbirth—the boy grows up healthy 
enough eventually joining his father during harvest season—this indicates normalcy returning after 
years filled with uncertainty surrounding motherhood! The mention here emphasizes joy experienced 
within families while highlighting agricultural practices common during biblical times where labor was 
shared amongst family members working together harmoniously toward collective goals like 
harvesting crops successfully!

2 Kings 4:19
“And he said unto his father My head! my head! And he said unto a lad Carry him to his mother.”
The child experiences distressing symptoms related possibly indicating illness (headache) prompting 
concern from both parents present nearby! The father’s immediate response shows protective instincts 
kicking in urging someone else (a lad) take care transporting him back home safely where nurturing 
maternal care awaits—this moment captures parental love amidst crisis situations reminding readers 
how essential familial bonds are especially during challenging times requiring support systems 
established beforehand!

2 Kings 4:20 “And when he had taken him,” brought him “to his mother,” “he sat on her knees till 
noon,” “and then died.”
Tragically upon reaching home—the boy succumbs unexpectedly despite earlier hopes surrounding 
miraculous birth leading up until now! Sitting upon mother’s lap symbolizes intimacy shared between 
parent-child relationships while simultaneously showcasing vulnerability felt during moments filled 
with grief following loss experienced suddenly without warning leaving behind heartache lingering 
long after departure occurs!

2 Kings 4:21
“And she went up, and laid him on the bed of the man of God, and shut the door 
upon him, and went out.”
In this verse, we see a profound moment of grief and desperation as the woman 



takes her deceased son to the bed of Elisha, the man of God. This act symbolizes 
her faith in Elisha’s prophetic power and her hope for a miracle. By laying her son 
on the prophet’s bed, she is not only honoring his memory but also seeking divine 
intervention through Elisha’s connection with God. The act of shutting the door 
signifies a moment of privacy and focus; she is isolating herself from distractions to 
seek help in her time of need.

2 Kings 4:22
“And she called unto her husband, and said, Send me, I pray thee, one of the young men, and one of the 
asses, that I may run to the man of God, and come again.”
Here, we witness the woman’s determination to seek help despite her overwhelming sorrow. She 
communicates with her husband about needing to go to Elisha for assistance. Her request for a young 
man and an ass indicates urgency; she intends to travel quickly to find Elisha. This verse highlights her 
proactive approach in dealing with tragedy—rather than succumbing to despair, she seeks out a 
solution by reaching out to God’s representative.

2 Kings 4:23
“And he said, Wherefore wilt thou go to him today? it is neither new moon nor sabbath. And she said, 
It shall be well.”
The husband’s question reflects a common understanding that visits to prophets were often reserved for 
specific times or occasions such as festivals or sabbaths. His inquiry suggests concern over why she 
feels compelled to go at this moment. However, the woman’s response—“It shall be well”—is 
remarkable in its faith. Despite knowing that her son has died, she expresses confidence that everything 
will turn out positively. This statement encapsulates her unwavering belief in God’s power through 
Elisha.

2 Kings 4:24
“Then she saddled an ass, and said to her servant, Drive, and go forward; slack not thy riding for me 
except I bid thee.”
In this verse, we see further evidence of the woman’s determination as she prepares for her journey 
without hesitation. By instructing her servant not to slow down unless directed by her, it emphasizes 
both urgency and resolve in seeking help from Elisha. The act of saddling an ass also symbolizes 
readiness; she is prepared for whatever lies ahead in pursuit of healing or restoration for her son.

2 Kings 4:25
“So she went and came unto the man of God to mount Carmel. And it came to pass when the man of 
God saw her afar off, that he said to Gehazi his servant, Behold yonder is that Shunammite.”
This verse marks a significant moment as the woman approaches Mount Carmel where Elisha resides. 
The distance from Shunem indicates both physical effort and emotional strain on her part as she travels 
towards hope amidst despair. When Elisha sees her from afar and recognizes her immediately through 
Gehazi’s observation underscores their relationship; he knows his followers well enough to identify 
them even at a distance.



2 Kings 4:26
“Run now, I pray thee, to meet her, and say unto her, Is it well with thee? Is it well with thy husband? Is 
it well with the child? And she answered, It is well.”
Elisha sends Gehazi ahead with specific questions aimed at assessing the situation concerning the 
woman’s family. His inquiries reflect genuine concern for their wellbeing while also demonstrating his 
prophetic insight into their lives. The woman’s reply—“It is well”—is striking given that internally she 
faces immense grief over losing her son yet chooses not to reveal this pain immediately. Her response 
showcases both strength and faith amidst turmoil.

2 Kings 4:27
“And when she came to the man of God to the hill, she caught him by the feet: but Gehazi came near to 
thrust her away. And the man of God said, Let her alone; for her soul is vexed within her: and the 
LORD hath hid it from me.”
Upon reaching Elisha directly after Gehazi’s message fails to capture all that weighs on her heart; this 
moment reveals deep emotional turmoil as she clings desperately at his feet—a gesture signifying 
submission but also pleading for compassion and understanding. Gehazi’s attempt to push her away 
reflects misunderstanding; however, Elisha perceives that something significant troubles this woman 
deeply which has been concealed from him by divine will.

2 Kings 4:28
“Then she said, Did I desire a son of my lord? did I not say, Do not deceive me?”
In this poignant moment filled with anguish and frustration directed toward Elisha himself—the very 
prophet who had promised life where there was none—the woman confronts him about what feels like 
betrayal regarding their previous interactions surrounding motherhood. Her words reveal layers of pain 
stemming from loss intertwined with feelings about unfulfilled promises which adds depth both 
emotionally and spiritually within their relationship.

2 Kings 4:29
“Then he said to Gehazi, Gird up thy loins, and take my staff in thine hand; and go thy way: if thou 
meet any man salute him not; and if any salute thee answer him not again: and lay my staff upon the 
face of the child.”
Elisha responds decisively by instructing Gehazi on how best to proceed—this directive emphasizes 
urgency once more while highlighting trust placed upon his servant despite earlier misunderstandings 
regarding emotional matters between himself & Shunammite women alike! The instructions indicate 
seriousness about restoring life back into what seems lost while also showcasing reliance upon divine 
authority through physical means (the staff).

2 Kings 4:30
“And the mother of the child said, As the LORD liveth ,and as thy soul liveth ,I will not leave 
thee .And he arose ,and followed her.”
The mother’s declaration here reinforces loyalty towards both God & prophet alike—her insistence on 
accompanying Elisha signifies unwavering faith amidst adversity! She refuses simply accepting 
anything less than full engagement from him during these dire circumstances reflecting deep-seated 
belief rooted firmly within spiritual convictions guiding every step taken henceforth!



2 Kings 4:31
“And Gehazi passed on before them, and laid the staff upon the face of the child; 
but there was neither voice, nor hearing. Wherefore he went again to meet him, and 
told him, saying, The child is not awaked.”
In this verse, Gehazi, Elisha’s servant, is sent ahead to perform a miracle by laying 
Elisha’s staff on the face of the deceased child. This action symbolizes an attempt to 
invoke divine power through the prophet’s authority. However, despite his efforts, 
there is no response from the child—neither a sign of life nor any indication that 
the miracle has taken effect. This failure prompts Gehazi to return to Elisha with 
the disheartening news that the child remains unresponsive. The lack of success 
highlights that it is not merely physical objects or rituals that bring about miracles 
but rather God’s will and presence through His chosen servants.

2 Kings 4:32
“And when Elisha was come into the house, behold, the child was dead, and laid upon his bed.”
Upon arriving at the widow’s home, Elisha finds the child lifeless on his bed. This scene emphasizes 
both the gravity of death and Elisha’s role as a prophet who confronts such dire situations. The fact that 
the child is laid on his bed suggests a place of rest and peace; however, it also serves as a stark 
reminder of loss and despair for the grieving mother. Elisha’s immediate encounter with death sets up a 
powerful moment where faith must confront hopelessness. It illustrates how prophets are often called to 
engage directly with suffering and tragedy in order to manifest God’s power.

2 Kings 4:33
“He went in therefore, and shut the door upon them twain, and prayed unto the LORD.”
Elisha takes decisive action by entering the room alone with the deceased child and shutting the door 
behind him. This act signifies a private moment of prayer and intimacy with God away from 
distractions or doubts from others. By isolating himself with just God and the lifeless body, Elisha 
demonstrates his reliance on divine intervention rather than human ability or understanding. His prayer 
indicates an earnest plea for restoration—a direct appeal to God’s mercy and power over life and death.

2 Kings 4:34
“And he went up, and lay upon the child, and put his mouth upon his mouth, and his eyes upon his 
eyes, and his hands upon his hands: and he stretched himself upon the child; and the flesh of the child 
waxed warm.”
In this verse, Elisha performs an unusual act by physically connecting with the dead boy—laying 
himself over him in a manner reminiscent of CPR or resuscitation techniques. This intimate gesture 
symbolizes both empathy for suffering as well as an invocation of life-giving power through proximity. 
As he stretches out over the boy’s body, warmth begins to return to him—a clear sign that God is 
responding to Elisha’s faith-filled actions. It illustrates how prophetic ministry often involves deep 
personal investment in those who are suffering.



2 Kings 4:35
“Then he returned, and walked in the house to and fro; and went up, and stretched himself upon him: 
and the child sneezed seven times, and opened his eyes.”
After initially laying on top of him without immediate results other than warmth returning to his body, 
Elisha walks around in prayerful contemplation before returning for another attempt at resurrection. 
The act of sneezing seven times signifies a complete restoration—seven being a number associated 
with wholeness in biblical literature—and marks a miraculous revival from death back to life. When he 
opens his eyes after sneezing indicates not only physical revival but also spiritual awakening; it shows 
God’s power over death has triumphed through faithfulness.

2 Kings 4:36
“And he called Gehazi, and said, Call this Shunammite. So he called her. And when she was come in 
unto him, he said, Take up thy son.”
Elisha instructs Gehazi to summon back the Shunammite woman—the mother of the revived boy—to 
witness her son restored to her alive once more. This moment encapsulates joy amidst sorrow; it 
reflects how God honors faithfulness through miraculous acts that restore families torn apart by grief. 
By commanding her simply to “take up thy son,” it emphasizes both her agency in receiving this gift 
back from God as well as highlighting God’s grace in restoring what was lost.

2 Kings 4:37
“And she went in, fell at his feet, and bowed herself to the ground; and took up her son, and went out.”
The Shunammite woman’s response is one of profound gratitude mixed with reverence as she falls at 
Elisha’s feet—a gesture indicating worship or deep appreciation for what has just transpired. Her 
bowing signifies acknowledgment not only of Elisha’s role as God’s prophet but also recognition of 
God’s sovereignty over life itself. Taking her son back into her arms represents both physical reunion 
after loss as well as emotional healing following despair; she exits filled with hope restored by divine 
intervention.

2 Kings 4:38
“And Elisha came again to Gilgal: And there was a dearth in the land; And the sons of prophets were 
sitting before him: And he said unto his servant Set on great potage for them.”
After performing these miracles in Shunem involving resurrection from death back into life through 
faithfulness towards God’s calling within prophetic ministry—Elisha returns once more now facing 
famine conditions affecting their region (Gilgal). He addresses those gathered around him—the sons of 
prophets—by instructing them about preparing food (potage) indicating practical leadership amidst 
crisis situations while nurturing community bonds among fellow believers during difficult times.

2 Kings 4:39
“And one went out into the field to gather herbs found a wild vine; And gathered thereof wild gourds 
his lap full; And came & shred them into potage:”
One member among those present ventures out seeking sustenance during this time scarcity—gathering 
wild gourds which may have been misidentified due their resemblance towards edible varieties yet 
potentially toxic nature instead leading towards danger rather than nourishment when added into their 
communal meal preparation process highlighting risks involved when relying solely on human 



judgment without proper discernment regarding provision sources available especially under duress 
circumstances like famine conditions faced here.

2 Kings 4:40
“So they poured out for men to eat: And it came to pass as they were eating of potage they cried out & 
said O thou man of God there is death in potage! And they could not eat thereof.”
As they partake together sharing what had been prepared using gathered ingredients—including those 
potentially harmful wild gourds—their immediate reaction reveals realization regarding danger posed 
by consuming contaminated food leading cries expressing alarm directed towards Elisha 
acknowledging need for divine intervention once again amidst perilous situation threatening lives 
within community setting emphasizing importance maintaining vigilance even while engaged 
fellowship activities such communal meals shared amongst brethren during challenging times faced 
collectively together.

2 Kings 4:41
“But he said Bring meal! And cast it into potage! And he said Pour out for people that they may eat! 
And there was no harm in potage.”
Responding swiftly amidst crisis situation unfolding around him—Elijah instructs bringing meal (likely 
flour) which symbolizes purification process applied towards remedying toxicity present within 
contaminated dish prepared earlier allowing restoration healthful state enabling safe consumption 
thereafter demonstrating how faith combined practical actions can lead miraculous outcomes 
transforming potential disaster into blessing instead showcasing power inherent within obedience 
towards directives given by prophet serving Lord faithfully throughout trials encountered along journey 
undertaken together alongside fellow believers seeking sustenance spiritually physically alike during 
tumultuous periods experienced collectively together throughout history recorded here illustrating 
timeless truths applicable across generations still relevant today!

2 Kings 4:42 “And there came a man from Baal-shalishah & brought bread firstfruits twenty loaves 
barley & full ears corn in sack! & gave unto man God!”
A man arrives bearing gifts representing firstfruits harvested indicating gratitude offered unto Lord 
acknowledging provision received abundantly despite challenges faced previously highlighting 
significance honoring Him through offerings made willingly reflecting heart posture aligned rightly 
towards stewardship responsibilities entrusted each individual believer participating actively within 
community context fostering unity amongst brethren encouraging generosity shared freely among those 
gathered together seeking nourishment spiritually materially alike throughout journey undertaken 
collectively experiencing growth maturity along way!

2 Kings 4:43
“And his servitor said, What, should I set this before an hundred men? He said again, Give the people, 
that they may eat; for thus saith the Lord, They shall eat, and shall leave thereof.”
In this verse, we see a dialogue between Elisha and his servant regarding the provision of food for a 
large group of one hundred men. The servant expresses doubt about whether the small amount of food
—twenty loaves of barley and some ears of corn—can adequately feed such a multitude. This moment 
highlights the servant’s concern about the practicality of Elisha’s command. However, Elisha insists on 
obedience to God’s directive, emphasizing that God has promised that there will be enough food for 



everyone to eat and even leftovers. This insistence reflects Elisha’s faith in God’s ability to provide 
abundantly despite apparent scarcity.

2 Kings 4:44
“And he set it before them, and they did eat, and left thereof, according to the word of the Lord.”
This verse describes the fulfillment of Elisha’s prophecy. The servant obeys Elisha’s command and 
distributes the food among the one hundred men. Miraculously, not only do all the men eat their fill, 
but there are also leftovers as God had promised through Elisha. This event serves as a powerful 
testament to God’s provision and faithfulness. It illustrates that divine blessings can transcend human 
limitations and expectations. The phrase “according to the word of the Lord” reinforces that this 
miracle was not merely an act of kindness but a demonstration of God’s power and assurance in 
fulfilling His promises.

CHAPTER 5:

2 Kings 5:1
“Now Naaman, captain of the host of the king of Syria, was a great man with his 
master, and honourable, because by him the LORD had given deliverance unto 
Syria: he was also a mighty man in valour, but he was a leper.”
Naaman is introduced as a prominent figure in the Syrian military hierarchy, 
holding the title of captain. His reputation is established through his achievements 
and honor bestowed upon him by the king of Syria. The text highlights that his 
victories were attributed to divine intervention, specifically noting that it was the 
LORD who granted deliverance to Syria through Naaman’s leadership. Despite 
these accolades and his status as a “mighty man in valour,” Naaman’s life is 
overshadowed by his affliction—leprosy. This juxtaposition emphasizes the tragic 
reality that even those who appear successful and esteemed can suffer from 
debilitating conditions. Leprosy at that time was not only a physical ailment but 
also carried social stigma, isolating individuals from their communities.

2 Kings 5:2
“And the Syrians had gone out by companies, and had brought away captive out of the land of Israel a 
little maid; and she waited on Naaman’s wife.”
This verse introduces a pivotal character—a young Israelite girl taken captive during one of Syria’s 
military incursions into Israel. Her captivity serves as an example of how war can disrupt lives and lead 
to unforeseen circumstances. Despite her unfortunate situation, she becomes instrumental in Naaman’s 
healing journey. The fact that she serves Naaman’s wife indicates her position within the household, 
which may have provided her with insights into Naaman’s condition. Her role as a servant does not 
diminish her significance; rather, it highlights how God can use anyone, regardless of their status or 
circumstances, to fulfill His purposes.

2 Kings 5:3
“And she said unto her mistress, Would God my lord were with the prophet that is in Samaria! for he 



would recover him of his leprosy.”
The young maid’s faith shines through as she expresses hope for Naaman’s healing by suggesting he 
visit Elisha, the prophet in Samaria. Her statement reflects both her belief in God’s power and her 
knowledge of Elisha’s reputation as a healer. This moment underscores her courage; despite being in 
captivity and serving an enemy commander, she speaks up for what she believes could help him. Her 
words reveal an understanding that true healing comes from God through His chosen prophets. This act 
demonstrates how faith can manifest even in dire situations and how one person’s testimony can lead to 
significant change.

2 Kings 5:4
“And one went in and told his lord, saying, Thus and thus said the maid that is of the land of Israel.”
In this verse, we see action taken based on the maid’s suggestion as someone relays her message to 
Naaman. This indicates that there is communication within Naaman’s household about potential 
solutions to his affliction. It also illustrates how information travels within hierarchical structures; 
someone took it upon themselves to inform Naaman about this possible remedy for his leprosy. The 
phrase “thus and thus” suggests an informal yet urgent tone regarding what was conveyed by the maid
—emphasizing both hopefulness and desperation surrounding Naaman’s condition.

2 Kings 5:5
“And the king of Syria said, Go to, go; and I will send a letter unto the king of Israel. And he departed, 
and took with him ten talents of silver, and six thousand pieces of gold, and ten changes of raiment.”
Here we see King Benhadad II responding positively to Naaman’s plight by facilitating his journey to 
seek healing from Elisha through diplomatic means—a letter sent to the king of Israel requesting 
assistance for his commander. The king’s willingness to send such valuable gifts alongside Naaman 
indicates both respect for Elisha’s abilities and an understanding of political dynamics between nations 
at war. The wealth mentioned—ten talents (approximately 750 pounds) of silver along with gold—
highlights not only Naaman’s high status but also reflects ancient customs where gifts were often 
exchanged for favors or services rendered.

2 Kings 5:6
“And he brought the letter to the king of Israel, saying, Now when this letter is come unto thee, behold, 
I have therewith sent Naaman my servant to thee; that thou mayest recover him of his leprosy.”
Upon receiving Benhadad’s letter along with Naaman’s presence seeking healing from leprosy directly 
from Israel’s monarch adds tension due to historical animosities between Israel and Syria. The request 
places immense pressure on King Jehoram (the king at this time), who feels inadequate facing such 
expectations since he recognizes himself not as God capable of performing miracles or healings. This 
moment reveals Jehoram’s insecurity regarding prophetic authority while highlighting how political 
leaders often grapple with issues beyond their control or expertise.

2 Kings 5:7
“And it came to pass when the king of Israel had read the letter, that he rent his clothes, and said, Am I 
God, to kill and to make alive? that this man doth send unto me to recover a man of his leprosy? 
wherefore consider I pray you, and see how he seeketh a quarrel against me.”
King Jehoram’s reaction—tearing his clothes—is indicative not only of despair but also signifies 
mourning or distress over what seems like an impossible demand placed upon him by King Benhadad 



II. He questions whether he possesses divine powers akin to God’s ability “to kill or make alive,” 
revealing deep-seated fears about being embroiled in conflict should he fail at this task or if it appears 
he cannot fulfill such requests from an enemy nation seeking aid amidst ongoing tensions.

2 Kings 5:8
“And it was so when Elisha the man of God had heard that the king of Israel had rent his clothes, that 
he sent to the king saying, Wherefore hast thou rent thy clothes? let him come now to me; and he shall 
know that there is a prophet in Israel.”
Elisha learns about Jehoram’s distressful response through divine insight or perhaps word-of-mouth 
communication within court circles indicating prophetic authority over matters concerning health 
restoration lies outside royal jurisdiction alone—it belongs instead under God’s domain via His 
prophets like Elisha himself! By inviting Naaman directly into his presence rather than relying solely 
on kingship channels shows confidence rooted firmly within faith while asserting prophetic legitimacy 
before both kings involved.

2 Kings 5:9
“So Naaman came with his horses and with his chariot,and stood at the door of Elisha’s house.”
Naaman arrives at Elisha’s residence accompanied by an impressive entourage consisting not just 
horses but chariots—a symbol reflecting both wealth/status associated with military command—and 
stands outside waiting expectantly for instructions regarding healing rituals expected from prophets 
known throughout history for miraculous interventions! His arrival marks pivotal transition point where 
personal pride may clash against humility required during encounters meant ultimately leading toward 
spiritual transformation alongside physical restoration sought after desperately due afflictions endured 
previously throughout life lived under societal constraints imposed upon those suffering ailments 
deemed unclean.

2 Kings 5:10
“And Elisha sent a messenger unto him saying Go wash in Jordan seven times,and thy flesh shall come 
again to thee,and thou shalt be clean.”
Elisha communicates instructions indirectly through messenger rather than meeting face-to-face which 
might seem dismissive initially yet serves purpose emphasizing humility required on part recipient 
seeking divine intervention! Washing seven times signifies completion symbolically representing full 
obedience necessary before experiencing miraculous outcomes promised thereafter once performed 
correctly according prescribed methods outlined herein! This directive challenges cultural expectations 
surrounding healers’ roles while reinforcing notion true power resides solely within obedience towards 
commands issued forth divinely inspired figures like Elisha himself!

2 Kings 5:11
“But Naaman was wroth, and went away, and said, Behold, I thought, He will surely come out to me, 
and stand, and call on the name of the LORD his God, and strike his hand over the place, and recover 
the leper.”
In this verse, Naaman’s anger is evident as he reacts to Elisha’s instructions delivered through a 
messenger rather than directly from the prophet himself. Naaman had expectations of grandeur; he 
anticipated that Elisha would personally attend to him with ceremony befitting his status as a 



commander. His thoughts reveal a misunderstanding of humility and divine healing. Instead of 
recognizing that God’s methods may not align with human expectations or prideful desires for 
recognition, Naaman’s frustration stems from feeling slighted. This moment highlights a common 
theme in scripture where individuals must confront their preconceived notions about how God operates.

2 Kings 5:12
“Are not Abana and Pharpar, rivers of Damascus, better than all the waters of Israel? may I not wash in 
them, and be clean? So he turned and went away in a rage.”
Naaman’s response continues to reflect his pride as he questions why he should wash in the Jordan 
River when there are superior rivers in his homeland. This illustrates a deeper issue of cultural 
superiority; Naaman believes that the waters of Damascus are more suitable for healing than those of 
Israel. His refusal to follow Elisha’s simple command signifies a struggle between faith and personal 
judgment. The mention of turning away “in a rage” emphasizes how quickly anger can cloud one’s 
ability to see reason or accept help when it comes in an unexpected form.

2 Kings 5:13
“And his servants came near, and spake unto him, and said, My father, if the prophet had bid thee do 
some great thing, wouldest thou not have done it? how much rather then, when he saith to thee, Wash, 
and be clean?”
Here we see Naaman’s servants stepping in with wisdom. They appeal to his sense of logic by pointing 
out that if Elisha had asked for an extraordinary task—something grand or heroic—he would have 
eagerly complied. Their argument serves as a reminder that sometimes the simplest solutions are 
overlooked due to pride or preconceived notions about what healing should entail. This moment is 
pivotal as it encourages Naaman to reconsider his stance; it emphasizes humility over pride and 
highlights the importance of listening to wise counsel.

2 Kings 5:14
“Then went he down, and dipped himself seven times in Jordan, according to the saying of the man of 
God: and his flesh came again like unto the flesh of a little child, and he was clean.”
Naaman finally obeys Elisha’s instructions after being persuaded by his servants. The act of dipping 
seven times symbolizes obedience and faith; it is not merely about physical action but also about 
surrendering one’s own understanding for divine instruction. The transformation described—his flesh 
becoming like that of a child—indicates complete restoration rather than just superficial healing. This 
verse encapsulates the power of faith combined with obedience; it shows that true healing often 
requires humility before God’s will.

2 Kings 5:15
“And he returned to the man of God, he and all his company, and came, and stood before him: and he 
said, Behold now, I know that there is no God in all the earth but in Israel: now therefore I pray thee, 
take a blessing of thy servant.”
After experiencing miraculous healing, Naaman returns to express gratitude towards Elisha. His 
acknowledgment that there is no other God but in Israel signifies a profound transformation in belief; 
this moment marks his conversion from paganism towards recognizing Yahweh as the one true God. By 
offering gifts or blessings to Elisha—a customary gesture expressing gratitude—Naaman demonstrates 
respect for God’s messenger while also seeking further connection with this newfound faith.



2 Kings 5:16
“But he said, As the LORD liveth before whom I stand, I will receive none. And he urged him to take 
it; but he refused.”
Elisha’s refusal to accept any gifts from Naaman underscores key biblical principles regarding divine 
service—it is not transactional nor motivated by personal gain. By rejecting payment for healing—a 
gift freely given by God—Elisha exemplifies humility while reinforcing that God’s grace cannot be 
bought or earned through material offerings. This refusal also serves as an important lesson about 
integrity within ministry work; true prophets serve out of devotion rather than financial incentive.

2 Kings 5:17
“And Naaman said, Shall there not then I pray thee be given to thy servant two mules’ burden of earth? 
For thy servant will henceforth offer neither burnt offering nor sacrifice unto other gods but unto the 
LORD.”
In this verse, Naaman requests soil from Israel so that he can worship Yahweh back home—a symbolic 
act reflecting his desire to maintain a tangible connection with God even outside Israel’s borders. It 
indicates an understanding that worship requires more than mere words; it involves creating an 
environment conducive for honoring Yahweh properly according to what he has learned during this 
encounter. This request reveals Naaman’s commitment to forsaking idolatry while embracing 
monotheism.

2 Kings 5:18
“In this thing the LORD pardon thy servant; that when my master goeth into the house of Rimmon to 
worship there, and he leaneth on my hand; and I bow myself in the house of Rimmon: when I bow 
down myself in the house of Rimmon,”
Naaman acknowledges potential conflicts between his new faith in Yahweh versus obligations tied with 
serving King Ben-Hadad who worships Rimmon (a Syrian deity). His plea for pardon reflects an 
awareness that navigating these dual commitments may lead him into situations where loyalty could be 
perceived as compromise against Yahweh’s commandments. It illustrates how new believers often face 
challenges reconciling their past lives with newfound faith while seeking forgiveness for unintentional 
lapses.

2 Kings 5:19
“And he said unto him, Go in peace. So he departed from him a little way.”
Elisha’s response conveys acceptance without condemnation; “Go in peace” signifies both closure on 
their interaction while affirming Naaman’s newfound faith journey despite lingering complexities 
ahead concerning idol worship obligations at home. This blessing reinforces themes found throughout 
scripture regarding grace extended even amidst human frailty—reminding us all that spiritual growth 
often involves navigating imperfect circumstances while striving toward righteousness.

2 Kings 5:20
“But Gehazi, the servant of Elisha the man of God, said, Behold, my master hath spared Naaman this 
Syrian, in not receiving at his hands that which he brought: but, as the LORD liveth, I will run after 
him, and take somewhat of him.”
In this verse, we are introduced to Gehazi, who is identified as the servant of Elisha. This designation 
carries significant weight as it implies that Gehazi had direct access to divine wisdom and instruction 



through Elisha. However, instead of embodying the values taught by his master, Gehazi’s thoughts 
reveal a troubling desire for material gain. He observes that Elisha has refused gifts from Naaman, a 
wealthy Syrian commander who had just been healed of leprosy. Rather than understanding this act as a 
demonstration of God’s grace and the free nature of salvation, Gehazi rationalizes it as an opportunity 
missed. His declaration “as the LORD liveth” indicates a false sense of piety while he plots to pursue 
Naaman for personal gain. This sets the stage for a moral decline driven by greed.

2 Kings 5:21
“So Gehazi followed after Naaman. And when Naaman saw him running after him, he lighted down 
from the chariot to meet him, and said, Is all well?”
Gehazi’s decision to follow Naaman illustrates his willingness to abandon his role as a faithful servant 
in pursuit of selfish desires. The urgency with which he runs after Naaman suggests a deep-seated 
desperation for wealth or status that blinds him to the spiritual implications of his actions. When 
Naaman notices Gehazi approaching and stops his chariot to inquire if all is well, it highlights 
Naaman’s character; despite being a powerful military leader, he shows concern for others. This 
moment serves as a stark contrast between Gehazi’s deceitful intentions and Naaman’s genuine nature. 
It also foreshadows the consequences that will arise from Gehazi’s choices.

2 Kings 5:22
“And Gehazi said, All is well. My master hath sent me, saying, Behold, even now there be come to me 
from mount Ephraim two young men of the sons of the prophets: give them, I pray thee, a talent of 
silver and two changes of garments.”
In this verse, Gehazi lies outright by claiming that Elisha has sent him on an errand to collect gifts for 
two young prophets. This deception reveals not only his greed but also his willingness to manipulate 
spiritual authority for personal gain. By fabricating this story about needing provisions for others in 
ministry—who are presumably in need—Gehazi attempts to cloak his covetousness in a guise of 
righteousness. The request for “a talent of silver and two changes of garments” underscores how far he 
has strayed from godly principles; rather than serving God faithfully or helping those in need 
genuinely, he seeks material wealth under false pretenses.

2 Kings 5:23
“And Naaman said, Be content; take two talents. And he urged him, and bound two talents of silver in 
two bags with two changes of garments.”
Naaman’s response demonstrates both generosity and trustfulness; without hesitation or suspicion 
regarding Gehazi’s motives or claims about Elisha’s instructions, he offers double what was requested
—two talents instead of one—and provides additional garments as well. This interaction highlights 
several key themes: first is Naaman’s gratitude towards Elisha for healing him; second is his 
willingness to bless others out of that gratitude without realizing he is being manipulated by Gehazi’s 
deceitful scheme. The fact that Naaman binds up these gifts himself further emphasizes his eagerness to 
express appreciation while simultaneously showcasing how easily someone can be misled when they 
are unaware of another’s true intentions.

2 Kings 5:24
“And when he came to the tower, he took them from their hand and bestowed them in the house: and he 
let the men go, and they departed.”



Upon returning home with the ill-gotten gains concealed within bags carried by servants (likely those 
whom Naaman had sent), Gehazi demonstrates both cunning and cowardice by hiding these treasures 
away rather than openly acknowledging their source or purpose. The term “the tower” may refer 
metaphorically or literally to a place where secrets could be kept safe from prying eyes—symbolizing 
how sin often leads individuals into isolation where they feel compelled to hide their wrongdoing rather 
than confess it openly before God or man. By sending away those who delivered gifts from Naaman 
without revealing what transpired during their encounter signifies not only dishonesty but also an 
internal conflict within Gehazi regarding guilt over stealing blessings meant for others.

2 Kings 5:25
“But he went in and stood before his master. And Elisha said unto him, Whence comest thou, Gehazi? 
And he said, Thy servant went no whither.”
This verse captures an intense moment where Gehazi stands before Elisha after having committed 
deceitful acts against both God’s principles and human integrity yet attempts feebly to maintain an 
appearance devoid of wrongdoing by denying any travel or engagement outside their dwelling place 
together—a blatant lie given recent events involving Naaman! Elisha’s question “Whence comest 
thou?” serves not merely as inquiry but also reflects prophetic insight into hidden matters; thus 
revealing how God sees beyond outward appearances into hearts filled with greed or malice—even 
when humans attempt concealment through clever words! This confrontation marks pivotal tension 
between divine knowledge versus human deception—a theme prevalent throughout scripture 
emphasizing accountability before God regardless one’s status.

2 Kings 5:26
“And he said unto him, Went not mine heart with thee when the man turned again from his chariot to 
meet thee? Is it a time to receive money and to receive garments? And oliveyards and vineyards? And 
sheep and oxen? And menservants and maidservants?”
Elisha responds directly addressing not only what happened but also revealing profound spiritual truths 
regarding timing related specifically toward receiving gifts versus serving faithfully without ulterior 
motives! His rhetorical questions highlight how true service should stem from pure intentions rather 
than seeking personal gain through manipulation—pointing out that such behavior contradicts 
everything they stand for as representatives called forth by God Himself! Furthermore mentioning 
various forms wealth (oliveyards/vineyards/sheep/oxen) serves illustrative purpose demonstrating 
breadth available within earthly possessions yet contrasting sharply against heavenly treasures found 
through obedience unto Him alone! Herein lies warning against covetousness leading astray even those 
closest entrusted with sacred duties!

2 Kings 5:27
“The leprosy therefore of Naaman shall cleave unto thee and unto thy seed forever. And he went out 
from his presence a leper as white as snow.”
The final verse delivers severe consequences stemming directly from Gehazi’s actions—his 
punishment manifests immediately reflecting divine justice executed upon unrepentant hearts choosing 
greed over faithfulness! The phrase “shall cleave unto thee” indicates permanence associated with 
leprosy symbolizing sin itself which corrupts both body/soul ultimately leading separation between 
oneself/God if left unchecked! Furthermore declaring affliction would extend “unto thy seed forever” 



implies generational repercussions resulting due lack integrity exhibited here today—a sobering 
reminder illustrating how individual choices impact future lineage profoundly shaping destinies beyond 
mere present circumstances! As Gehazi exits bearing physical manifestation (leprosy) indicative 
spiritual decay within heart/mind signifies tragic end result arising disobedience toward divine calling 
placed upon life originally intended serve gloriously alongside prophet like Elisha!

CHAPTER 6:

2 Kings 6:1
“And the sons of the prophets said unto Elisha, Behold now, the place where we 
dwell with thee is too strait for us.”
In this verse, we see a significant moment in the ministry of Elisha as he is 
approached by the sons of the prophets. The phrase “the place where we dwell with 
thee is too strait for us” indicates that their current living quarters are inadequate 
for their growing numbers. This reflects not only the physical need for more space 
but also symbolizes the spiritual growth and increasing influence of Elisha’s 
ministry. The sons of the prophets recognize their need for expansion, which 
suggests that they are eager to learn and grow under Elisha’s guidance. Their 
request signifies a collective desire to further their education and commitment to 
prophetic work.

2 Kings 6:2
“Let us go, we pray thee, unto Jordan, and take thence every man a beam, and let us make us a place 
there, where we may dwell. And he answered, Go ye.”
Here, the sons of the prophets propose a practical solution to their problem by suggesting that they go 
to the Jordan River to gather materials (beams) to construct a new dwelling place. This initiative shows 
their willingness to take action rather than merely voicing complaints about their situation. Elisha’s 
response, “Go ye,” indicates his support for their plan and his role as a leader who empowers them to 
take responsibility for their needs. This interaction highlights Elisha’s mentorship and encourages 
communal effort among those seeking to serve God.

2 Kings 6:3
“And one said, Be content, I pray thee, and go with thy servants. And he answered, I will go.”
In this verse, one of the sons of the prophets requests that Elisha accompany them on their journey to 
gather materials. This request demonstrates respect and recognition of Elisha’s authority; they value his 
presence as both a leader and spiritual guide. Elisha’s agreement to join them reflects his commitment 
not only to his role as a prophet but also as a mentor who actively participates in the lives of those he 
teaches. His willingness to go along signifies an investment in their mission and reinforces community 
bonds among them.

2 Kings 6:4
“So he went with them. And when they came to Jordan, they cut down wood.”



Elisha’s decision to accompany the sons of the prophets illustrates his dedication and hands-on 
approach in mentoring these young men. Upon arriving at Jordan, they begin cutting down wood—an 
act that symbolizes hard work and cooperation among them. This labor-intensive task emphasizes that 
serving God often requires practical efforts alongside spiritual endeavors. The act of cutting down 
wood also serves as a metaphor for preparation; they are actively engaging in building something new 
while relying on God’s guidance through Elisha.

2 Kings 6:5
“But as one was felling a beam, the axe head fell into the water; and he cried, and said, Alas! master! 
for it was borrowed.”
This verse introduces an unexpected challenge during their work—the loss of an iron axe head into the 
water. The exclamation “Alas! master!” reveals panic and distress over losing something borrowed; it 
underscores feelings of responsibility and concern about returning what does not belong to him. The 
incident highlights human vulnerability in moments when unforeseen circumstances arise during 
diligent work. It also sets up an opportunity for divine intervention through Elisha later in this 
narrative.

2 Kings 6:6
“And the man of God said, Where fell it? And he showed him the place. And he cut down a stick, and 
cast it in thither; and the iron did swim.”
Elisha responds calmly by asking where exactly the axe head fell—a question that invites participation 
from those around him rather than simply providing immediate assistance himself. Once shown where 
it fell, Elisha performs an extraordinary miracle by throwing a stick into the water which causes the 
iron axe head to float back up—a clear demonstration of God’s power over nature through His prophet. 
This miraculous event serves multiple purposes: it reassures those present about God’s provision while 
reinforcing Elisha’s authority as God’s messenger.

2 Kings 6:7
“Therefore said he, Take it up to thee. And he put out his hand, and took it.”
After performing this miracle, Elisha instructs the young man to retrieve the floating axe head himself
—“Take it up to thee.” This command emphasizes personal responsibility; while God can perform 
miracles beyond human capability (such as making iron float), individuals must still engage actively in 
receiving blessings or solutions provided by Him through faith-based actions. The act of retrieving 
what was lost symbolizes restoration not just materially but spiritually as well—highlighting themes of 
divine grace intertwined with human effort.

2 Kings 6:8
“Then the king of Syria warred against Israel, and took counsel with his servants saying, In such and 
such a place shall be my camp.”
This verse shifts focus from Elisha’s ministry back towards geopolitical tensions between Israel and 
Syria. The king of Syria is strategizing military movements against Israel—a reminder that external 
conflicts often threaten internal peace within communities devoted to spiritual growth like those 
surrounding Elisha’s teachings. It sets up tension within this narrative arc by contrasting divine 
protection offered through prophetic insight against impending threats posed by foreign adversaries.



2 Kings 6:9
“And the man of God sent unto the king of Israel saying, Beware that thou pass not such a place; for 
thither the Syrians are come down.”
Elisha acts again as an intermediary between God’s will and earthly affairs by warning King Israel 
about Syrian plans—demonstrating how prophetic insight can provide critical intelligence during times 
of conflict or danger faced by nations or communities alike. His proactive communication showcases 
both loyalty towards Israel despite its corrupt leadership while emphasizing divine providence guiding 
events behind-the-scenes through faithful servants like himself.

2 Kings 6:10
“And the king of Israel sent to the place which Elisha told him and warned him of; and saved himself 
there not once nor twice.”
The king takes heed from Elisha’s warning seriously enough that he sends scouts based on this 
information—indicating trust placed upon prophetic counsel amidst political turmoil surrounding 
warfare strategies employed against Israelite territory by Syria’s forces at play here again highlighting 
how vital communication between leaders (both secular & spiritual) remains crucial during crises faced 
collectively together throughout history across cultures worldwide today still relevant even now!

2 Kings 6:11
“And therefore the heart of the king of Syria was sore troubled for this thing; and 
he called his servants, and said unto them, Will ye not shew me which of us is for 
the king of Israel?”
In this verse, we see the king of Syria’s growing frustration as his military plans are 
continuously thwarted by Elisha’s prophetic insights. The phrase “sore troubled” 
indicates a deep sense of anxiety and paranoia that has taken hold of him. He 
suspects that there must be a traitor among his ranks, someone who is leaking 
information to the enemy. This moment highlights the tension between the two 
nations and sets the stage for further conflict. The king’s inquiry into who among 
his servants is betraying him underscores the seriousness with which he views 
Elisha’s influence over Israel’s military strategies.

2 Kings 6:12
“And one of his servants said, None, my lord, O king: but Elisha, the prophet that is in Israel, telleth the 
king of Israel the words that thou speakest in thy bedchamber.”
Here, one of the king’s servants reveals that there is no traitor among them; rather, it is Elisha who 
possesses divine insight into their plans. This servant’s statement emphasizes Elisha’s prophetic 
abilities and his close relationship with God. The mention of “the words that thou speakest in thy 
bedchamber” illustrates not only Elisha’s knowledge but also God’s omniscience—nothing escapes His 
awareness. This revelation serves to elevate Elisha’s status as a prophet and demonstrates how God 
actively intervenes in human affairs to protect His people.



2 Kings 6:13
“And he said, Go and spy where he is, that I may send and fetch him. And it was told him, saying, 
Behold, he is in Dothan.”
The king of Syria decides to take action against Elisha by sending men to capture him. This decision 
reflects a desperate attempt to eliminate what he perceives as a significant threat to his military 
ambitions. The choice to send spies indicates a strategic approach rather than an outright assault; 
however, it also shows how far he is willing to go to silence Elisha. Dothan becomes a focal point in 
this narrative as it sets up the ensuing confrontation between divine protection and human aggression.

2 Kings 6:14
“Therefore sent he thither horses, and chariots, and a great host: and they came by night, and 
compassed the city about.”
The scale of the Syrian army sent to capture Elisha reveals both their determination and their 
underestimation of God’s power. By sending “horses,” “chariots,” and “a great host,” the king 
demonstrates that he believes brute force will secure victory over what he sees as merely a man with 
prophetic gifts. The fact that they come by night suggests an element of stealth or surprise; however, 
this tactic ultimately contrasts with God’s omnipotence. Surrounding Dothan signifies an impending 
clash between earthly might and divine intervention.

2 Kings 6:15
“And when the servant of the man of God was risen early, and gone forth, behold, an host compassed 
the city both with horses and chariots. And his servant said unto him, Alas, my master! how shall we 
do?”
Upon awakening to find themselves surrounded by enemy forces, Elisha’s servant expresses panic and 
fear—“Alas!” captures his despair at their dire situation. This moment serves as a pivotal point in 
demonstrating human vulnerability when faced with overwhelming odds. The servant’s question 
reflects a lack of faith or understanding regarding God’s protective power through Elisha. It sets up a 
contrast between fear based on visible circumstances versus faith rooted in spiritual assurance.

2 Kings 6:16
“And he answered, Fear not: for they that be with us are more than they that be with them.”
Elisha responds calmly to his servant’s fears by assuring him not to be afraid because their divine 
protection outweighs their earthly adversaries. This declaration emphasizes faith over fear; while 
physical threats loom large around them, spiritual realities reveal greater truths about God’s presence 
and support for His people. By stating “they that be with us are more,” Elisha invites his servant—and 
readers—to consider an unseen realm where God’s forces far exceed any human army.

2 Kings 6:17
“And Elisha prayed, and said, Lord, I pray thee, open his eyes that he may see. And the Lord opened 
the eyes of the young man; and he saw: and behold, the mountain was full of horses and chariots of fire 
round about Elisha.”
In this verse, we witness a profound moment where spiritual sight replaces physical blindness through 
prayer—a key theme throughout scripture emphasizing reliance on God’s intervention through faith-
filled requests. When God opens the young man’s eyes to see “horses and chariots of fire,” it 
symbolizes divine protection manifesting in ways beyond human comprehension or visibility. This 



miraculous sight reassures both characters—and readers—that God’s army stands ready against any 
foe.

2 Kings 6:18
“And when they came down to him, Elisha prayed unto the Lord, and said, Smite this people; I pray 
thee with blindness. And he smote them with blindness according to the word of Elisha.”
Elisha takes decisive action against their enemies by praying for blindness upon them—a 
demonstration not only of authority but also mercy since it prevents bloodshed while still neutralizing 
immediate danger. This act illustrates how God can intervene directly in battles on behalf of His chosen 
ones while showcasing His power over natural laws (in this case causing blindness). It reinforces 
themes found throughout scripture regarding prayerful dependence on God during crises.

2 Kings 6:19
“And Elisha said unto them, This is not the way neither is this the city: follow me; and I will bring you 
to the man whom ye seek. But he led them to Samaria.”
Elisha cleverly leads these blinded soldiers away from their intended target—himself—by claiming 
ignorance about their location while guiding them instead toward Samaria where they would ultimately 
face capture instead. This clever maneuver highlights both wisdom under pressure as well as God’s 
providential hand directing events even amidst chaos created by human hostility towards His prophets.

2 Kings 6:20
“And it came to pass when they were come into Samaria that Elisha said, Lord open the eyes of these 
men that they may see. And the Lord opened their eyes; and they saw; and behold they were in the 
midst of Samaria.”
Finally arriving at Samaria marks a significant turn for these Syrian soldiers who now realize they’ve 
been led into enemy territory—a powerful reminder about divine sovereignty over human affairs 
regardless if individuals recognize it initially or not! By asking God again for sight restoration here 
signifies grace extended even towards those who sought harm against Him through His prophet earlier 
on—demonstrating themes like forgiveness alongside justice intertwined throughout biblical narratives.

2 Kings 6:21
“And when the king of Israel saw them, he said to Elisha, My father, shall I smite 
them? shall I smite them?”
In this verse, the king of Israel is confronted with a situation where he has captured 
the enemy soldiers sent by the king of Syria. His immediate reaction is one of 
aggression; he seeks Elisha’s counsel on whether to attack these men. The term 
“my father” indicates a relationship of respect and mentorship between the king 
and Elisha. This moment highlights the tension in warfare and the instinct for 
retribution that often accompanies it. The king’s question reflects his desire for 
guidance in a morally ambiguous situation, as he weighs his options between mercy 
and vengeance.



2 Kings 6:22
“And he answered, Thou shalt not smite them: wouldest thou smite those whom thou hast taken captive 
with thy sword and with thy bow? set bread and water before them, that they may eat and drink, and go 
to their master.”
Elisha responds to the king’s question by advising against violence. He challenges the notion of killing 
those who have been captured in battle, emphasizing a principle of mercy over brutality. Instead of 
executing these soldiers, Elisha instructs the king to provide them with food and drink. This act of 
kindness serves multiple purposes: it demonstrates strength through restraint, fosters goodwill, and 
potentially disarms future hostilities. By treating captives well, Israel could create an opportunity for 
peace rather than further conflict.

2 Kings 6:23
“And he prepared great provision for them: and when they had eaten and drunk, he sent them away, and 
they went to their master: so the bands of Syria came no more into the land of Israel.”
Following Elisha’s instructions, the king prepares a feast for the Syrian captives. This act signifies a 
profound shift from enmity to hospitality. By feeding them well before sending them back home, Israel 
not only adheres to Elisha’s prophetic guidance but also establishes a precedent for humane treatment 
in warfare. The outcome is significant; after this event, there is a cessation of raids from Syria into 
Israel. This illustrates how acts of compassion can lead to unexpected benefits in international relations.

2 Kings 6:24
“And it came to pass after this, that Benhadad king of Syria gathered all his host, and went up, and 
besieged Samaria.”
Despite the previous encounter leading to peace between Israel and Syria, King Benhadad decides to 
launch an assault on Samaria. This verse marks a turning point as it introduces renewed conflict despite 
earlier gestures towards reconciliation. The siege represents both military strategy and political 
maneuvering; Benhadad likely believes that overwhelming force will yield better results than previous 
skirmishes where mercy was shown.

2 Kings 6:25
“And there was a great famine in Samaria: and behold, they besieged it until an ass’s head was sold for 
fourscore pieces of silver, and the fourth part of a cab of dove’s dung for five pieces of silver.”
The siege leads to dire consequences for Samaria as famine sets in due to lack of supplies. The mention 
of exorbitant prices for basic food items like an ass’s head or dove’s dung illustrates extreme 
desperation among the populace. Such conditions highlight not only physical suffering but also social 
breakdown as people resort to purchasing what would normally be considered unthinkable food sources 
during times of plenty.

2 Kings 6:26
“And as the king of Israel was passing by upon the wall there cried a woman unto him, saying Help my 
lord O king.”
In this verse, we see a desperate plea from a woman who approaches King Israel while he surveys his 
besieged city from atop its walls. Her cry encapsulates the suffering endured by ordinary citizens 
amidst war; she seeks help from her ruler at what seems like an impossible time. This moment 



underscores both vulnerability within society during crises as well as expectations placed upon 
leadership during times when hope appears lost.

2 Kings 6:27
“And he said, If the Lord do not help thee whence shall I help thee? out of the barnfloor or out of the 
winepress?”
The king’s response reveals his own sense of helplessness amid overwhelming circumstances; he 
acknowledges that without divine intervention from God (“If the Lord do not help thee”), there is little 
he can do to alleviate their suffering (“whence shall I help thee?”). His rhetorical questions emphasize 
that even royal authority has limits when faced with famine or siege—resources are depleted beyond 
recovery.

2 Kings 6:28
“And the king said unto her, What aileth thee? And she answered, This woman said unto me, Give thy 
son that we may eat him today, and we will eat my son tomorrow.”
The woman’s account reveals an appalling moral crisis brought about by starvation; she recounts an 
agreement made with another mother regarding cannibalism as a means for survival during extreme 
hunger. This shocking revelation highlights not only individual desperation but also societal collapse 
under duress—when basic human instincts are overridden by survival instincts.

2 Kings 6:29
“So we boiled my son, and did eat him: and I said unto her on the next day, Give thy son that we may 
eat him; and she hath hid her son.”
This continuation deepens our understanding of despair within Samaria; having resorted to cannibalism 
out of sheer necessity shows how far people can fall when pushed into dire situations without hope or 
resources. The betrayal described—the other mother hiding her child—adds layers to human 
relationships strained under pressure; trust erodes when survival becomes paramount.

2 Kings 6:30
“And it came to pass when the king heard the words of the woman that he rent his clothes; and he 
passed by upon the wall; and the people looked; and behold he had sackcloth within upon his flesh.”
Upon hearing this tragic tale from one citizen among many suffering individuals in Samaria’s plight—
the king tears his garments—a traditional sign indicating mourning or deep distress (rent his clothes). 
His action symbolizes collective grief felt throughout society while also revealing personal anguish 
over circumstances beyond control (the sackcloth underneath suggests humility before God).

2 Kings 6:31
“Then he said, God do so and more also to me if the head of Elisha the son of Shaphat shall stand on 
him this day.”
In this verse filled with anger directed towards Elisha—the prophet whose earlier advice led him down 
paths toward mercy—the king vows vengeance against him should anything happen (God do so…if). 
His words reflect frustration at feeling powerless amidst calamity while blaming prophetic counsel 
instead—an example where leaders sometimes misplace accountability during crises rather than 
seeking solutions through faith or wisdom.



2 Kings 6:32
“But Elisha sat in his house, and the elders sat with him; And [the] king sent a man from before him: 
but ere [the] messenger came to him,”
While chaos unfolds outside due largely due political strife caused by war—the prophet remains calm 
within his dwelling alongside respected elders (sat with him). Their gathering suggests unity among 
spiritual leaders despite external turmoil surrounding them—a stark contrast highlighting faith versus 
fear amidst uncertainty regarding future events unfolding around Samaria’s fate.

2 Kings 6:33 “he said unto elders See ye how this son of a murderer hath sent to take away mine head? 
Look when [the] messenger cometh shut [the] door & hold him fast at door Is not [the] sound at feet 
[of] his master behind him?”
Elisha perceives danger approaching through divine insight—recognizing intent behind actions taken 
against himself (son murderer). He instructs those present regarding precautionary measures necessary 
once messenger arrives (shut door & hold fast)—indicating awareness about threats posed against 
prophets serving God faithfully even amid adversity faced daily within society struggling against 
oppression brought forth through war efforts waged externally.

CHAPTER 7:

2 Kings 7:1
“Then Elisha said, Hear ye the word of the LORD; Thus saith the LORD, To 
morrow about this time shall a measure of fine flour be sold for a shekel, and two 
measures of barley for a shekel, in the gate of Samaria.”
In this verse, the prophet Elisha delivers a message from God to the people of 
Samaria who are suffering from a severe famine due to a siege by the Arameans. 
The promise is astonishing: within twenty-four hours, food prices will drop 
dramatically, indicating an end to their dire circumstances. This proclamation 
serves not only as a prophecy but also as a beacon of hope amidst despair. The 
mention of specific quantities and prices underscores the miraculous nature of 
God’s provision; it suggests that what seems impossible in human terms is entirely 
feasible for God. This moment highlights Elisha’s role as God’s messenger and sets 
the stage for the unfolding events that will demonstrate divine intervention.

2 Kings 7:2
“Then a lord on whose hand the king leaned answered the man of God, and said, Behold, if the LORD 
would make windows in heaven, might this thing be? And he said, Behold, thou shalt see it with thine 
eyes, but shalt not eat thereof.”
The response from one of the king’s officers reveals deep skepticism regarding Elisha’s prophecy. His 
doubt stems from an inability to envision how such abundance could occur given their current plight. 
By questioning whether God could “make windows in heaven,” he implies that divine intervention 
would require extraordinary measures akin to miracles seen in biblical history. Elisha’s reply is both a 
warning and a judgment; while the officer will witness God’s promise fulfilled, he will not partake in 



its blessings due to his unbelief. This interaction illustrates how doubt can blind individuals to 
possibilities beyond their understanding and serves as a cautionary tale about faith and its 
consequences.

2 Kings 7:3
“And there were four leprous men at the entering in of the gate: and they said one to another, Why sit 
we here until we die?”
This verse introduces four leprous men who are outcasts due to their condition and are situated at the 
city gate. Their predicament reflects desperation; they face death whether they remain where they are 
or enter into Samaria where famine reigns. Their conversation marks a pivotal moment as they 
contemplate their fate and decide that surrendering to the enemy may offer them better prospects than 
waiting for death. This decision signifies an act of courage amidst hopelessness and sets into motion 
events that lead to salvation for both themselves and those within Samaria.

2 Kings 7:4
“If we say, We will enter into the city, then the famine is in the city, and we shall die there: and if we sit 
still here, we die also. Now therefore come, and let us fall unto the host of the Syrians: if they save us 
alive, we shall live; and if they kill us, we shall but die.”
The lepers weigh their options pragmatically; remaining passive guarantees death while attempting to 
engage with their enemies presents at least a chance for survival. Their reasoning reflects an 
understanding that taking action—however risky—is preferable to succumbing to despair without 
trying. This moment encapsulates themes of agency and choice under dire circumstances; it emphasizes 
that even when faced with seemingly insurmountable odds, taking initiative can lead to unforeseen 
outcomes.

2 Kings 7:5
“And they rose up in the twilight, to go unto the camp of the Syrians: and when they were come to the 
uttermost part of the camp of Syria behold there was no man there.”
As dawn breaks, these four lepers bravely venture toward enemy lines with hope against hope. Their 
journey symbolizes faith in action; despite being marginalized by society due to their illness, they 
choose courage over fear. Upon arrival at what should have been an active Syrian camp filled with 
soldiers ready for battle, they find it deserted—a miraculous turn orchestrated by God’s unseen hand. 
This unexpected discovery not only saves them but also sets off a chain reaction that will ultimately 
benefit all those suffering within Samaria.

2 Kings 7:6
“For the LORD had made the host of the Syrians to hear a noise of chariots, and a noise of horses, even 
the noise of a great host: and they said one to another, Lo, the king of Israel hath hired against us the 
kings of the Hittites, and the kings of Egypt to come upon us.”
This verse reveals God’s direct intervention through supernatural means—causing confusion among 
Syrian forces by making them hear sounds suggesting an approaching army. The psychological impact 
leads them into panic as they mistakenly believe that Israel has allied with powerful nations against 
them. This divine strategy showcases God’s ability not only to provide physical sustenance but also 
psychological warfare against oppressors. It emphasizes how God can work through unexpected 
methods—here through sound—to achieve His purposes.



2 Kings 7:7
“Wherefore they arose and fled in the twilight, and left their tents and their horses even the camp as it 
was, and fled for their life.”
The fear instilled by what they believed was an imminent threat prompts immediate flight from their 
camp without taking any possessions or provisions with them—an act driven purely by instinctual 
survival instincts fueled by panic. The sudden abandonment illustrates how fear can override rational 
thought during crises. For these lepers witnessing this exodus becomes pivotal; it transforms them from 
outcasts facing certain death into potential saviors for those back in Samaria.

2 Kings 7:8
“And when these lepers came to the uttermost part of the camp, they went into one tent, and did eat and 
drink,”
Upon discovering that no one remains at what was once an enemy stronghold filled with supplies 
meant for war efforts—the lepers seize this opportunity wholeheartedly indulging themselves after 
enduring starvation outside city walls. Their actions reflect both relief from suffering as well as joy at 
newfound freedom—a stark contrast from previous hopelessness experienced just moments before.

2 Kings 7:9
“And they said one to another, We do not well: this day is a day of good tidings,”
Realizing that hoarding food would be selfish given others’ plight back home prompts reflection among 
these men on moral responsibility towards fellow citizens still trapped inside besieged walls facing 
starvation themselves—this realization marks significant character development showcasing empathy 
emerging amidst adversity.

2 Kings 7:10
“So they came and called unto porters of city: And they told them saying We came to Syrian camp 
behold there was no man there neither voice nor man but horses tied tents as they were.”
The lepers return triumphantly bearing news about abandoned provisions which could save lives back 
home—they relay details emphasizing miraculous nature behind discovery while encouraging swift 
action so others may benefit too! Their role transitions from mere survivors seeking sustenance into 
heralds delivering salvation—a testament illustrating how even those marginalized can become 
instruments through which divine providence operates effectively!

2 Kings 7:11
“And the gatekeepers called unto the people, and they told them, saying, We came 
to the camp of the Syrians, and, behold, there was no man there, neither voice of 
man, but horses tied, and asses tied, and the tents as they were.”
In this verse, the gatekeepers of Samaria play a crucial role in relaying information 
about the deserted Syrian camp. Their call to the people signifies a moment of hope 
amidst despair. The lepers had discovered that the enemy camp was completely 
abandoned—no soldiers were present to threaten them. The mention of horses and 
donkeys still tied indicates that the Syrians left in haste, leaving behind their 



supplies and provisions. This discovery is pivotal as it marks a turning point for 
Samaria; it transitions from a state of famine and fear to one of potential 
abundance.

2 Kings 7:12
“And the king arose in the night, and said unto his servants, I will now show you what the Syrians have 
done to us; they know that we be hungry; therefore are they gone out of the camp to hide themselves in 
the field, saying, When they come out of the city, we shall catch them alive, and get into their city.”
Here we see King Jehoram’s initial reaction to the news brought by the gatekeepers. His response 
reflects skepticism and strategic thinking typical of a leader under siege. He suspects that this is a trap 
set by the Syrians who might be lying in wait for any movement from Samaria. This illustrates a 
common psychological tactic during warfare where one side feigns retreat or abandonment to lure their 
enemy into a vulnerable position. The king’s concern reveals his cautious nature but also highlights his 
desperation as he grapples with how best to respond to this unexpected turn of events.

2 Kings 7:13
“And one of his servants answered and said, Let some take, I pray thee, five of the horses that remain 
which are left in the city; (behold, they are as all the multitude of Israel that are left in it: behold, I say, 
They are even as all the multitude of Israel that are consumed:) and let us send and see.”
In this verse, one of King Jehoram’s servants suggests a practical solution amidst uncertainty. The 
servant proposes sending out scouts on some remaining horses to investigate further. His reasoning is 
sound; with only five horses left compared to an entire army’s worth previously available to them due 
to famine conditions within Samaria. This suggestion reflects both resourcefulness and urgency—the 
need for action despite limited options. It underscores a shift from fear-driven paralysis towards 
proactive engagement with their situation.

2 Kings 7:14
“So they took therefore two chariot horses; and the king sent after the host of Syria saying, Go and 
see.”
The decision made by King Jehoram’s men leads them to act decisively by sending two chariot horses 
into what could potentially be hostile territory. This action signifies trust in God’s earlier promise 
through Elisha regarding deliverance from famine. By dispatching these horses for reconnaissance 
purposes rather than full-scale military engagement shows an understanding that caution must 
accompany boldness when facing unknown dangers.

2 Kings 7:15
“And they went after them unto Jordan: and lo, all the way was full of garments and vessels which the 
Syrians had cast away in their haste.”
As these scouts pursue what remains of Syria’s forces toward Jordan River Valley—a significant 
geographical marker—they encounter evidence confirming that indeed there was panic among their 
enemies. The discarded garments and vessels illustrate not just hasty retreat but also provide tangible 
proof that God had intervened on behalf of Samaria by causing confusion among their adversaries. This 
scene emphasizes divine providence at work while reinforcing faith among those who witness these 
signs.



2 Kings 7:16
“And the people went out and spoiled the tents of the Syrians; so a seah of fine flour was sold for a 
shekel, and two seahs of barley for a shekel according to the word of the LORD.”
This verse marks fulfillment—the prophecy given by Elisha comes true as abundance replaces scarcity 
overnight within Samaria’s gates! The people rush out from behind fortified walls into enemy territory 
where they find ample supplies waiting for them—food prices plummet dramatically reflecting restored 
economic stability following dire circumstances just hours prior. It highlights how quickly fortunes can 
change when divine intervention occurs alongside human effort.

2 Kings 7:17
“And the king appointed the lord on whose hand he leaned to have charge over the gate: and he was 
trodden down by the people as they went out.”
In this momentous event following newfound prosperity lies tragedy—the very officer who doubted 
Elisha’s prophecy finds himself tragically crushed underfoot amidst chaos at city gates filled with eager 
citizens rushing forth toward newfound resources! His fate serves as both warning against disbelief 
while simultaneously illustrating consequences faced when one fails recognize God’s power manifested 
through prophetic words spoken earlier.

2 Kings 7:18
“And it came to pass as it was promised unto them: so did it happen according unto what Elisha had 
said.”
This verse reinforces God’s faithfulness—what He promised through Elisha has indeed come true! It 
serves not only as affirmation regarding prophetic accuracy but also encourages believers today about 
trusting divine promises despite seemingly impossible circumstances surrounding them at times 
throughout life experiences encountered daily.

2 Kings 7:19
“And that lord answered unto Elisha; Behold if God would make windows in heaven might such a 
thing be? And he said Behold thou shalt see it with thine eyes but shalt not eat thereof.”
This reiteration emphasizes consequences faced due disbelief expressed earlier by this same officer 
who questioned whether such miraculous provision could occur without divine intervention resembling 
past miracles like manna falling from heaven! His fate becomes sealed—he witnesses fulfillment yet 
cannot partake due lack faith demonstrated previously—a stark reminder about importance believing 
wholeheartedly promises made by God!

2 Kings 7:20
“And so it fell out unto him: for people trod upon him in gate; he died.”
The finality encapsulated within this verse illustrates tragic end met by an individual whose doubt led 
him astray ultimately resulting death amidst jubilation surrounding newfound bounty experienced 
across Samaria! It serves cautionary tale reminding readers today about significance embracing faith 
wholeheartedly rather than succumbing doubts arising during challenging times faced throughout life 
journey undertaken daily!



CHAPTER 8:

2 Kings 8:1
“Then spake Elisha unto the woman, whose son he had restored to life, saying, 
Arise, and go thou and thine household, and sojourn wheresoever thou canst 
sojourn: for the LORD hath called for a famine; and it shall also come upon the 
land seven years.”
In this verse, Elisha speaks to the Shunammite woman who had previously received 
a miracle through him when her son was restored to life. He instructs her to leave 
her home with her family due to an impending famine that God has decreed will 
last for seven years. This command reflects Elisha’s role as a prophet who not only 
performs miracles but also provides guidance during times of crisis. The mention of 
a famine indicates a significant judgment from God on the land of Israel, 
emphasizing the severity of the situation. The instruction to “sojourn wheresoever 
thou canst sojourn” suggests that she should seek refuge in another land where 
food would be available, highlighting both God’s foreknowledge of events and His 
provision for those who are faithful.

2 Kings 8:2
“And the woman arose, and did after the saying of the man of God: and she went with her household, 
and sojourned in the land of the Philistines seven years.”
The Shunammite woman responds immediately to Elisha’s directive by leaving Israel with her family. 
Her obedience demonstrates her faith in God’s word as delivered through Elisha. By choosing to dwell 
in the land of the Philistines—historically an enemy territory—she shows great courage and trust in 
God’s protection during this time of uncertainty. The fact that they lived there for seven years 
underscores both their endurance through hardship and God’s provision during a time when many 
others would have suffered greatly from famine in their homeland.

2 Kings 8:3
“And it came to pass at the end of seven years, that the woman returned out of the land of the 
Philistines: and she went forth to cry unto the king for her house and for her land.”
After spending seven years away from her homeland due to famine, the Shunammite woman returns to 
Israel. This return signifies not only a physical journey back home but also a restoration of hope after 
enduring hardship. However, upon returning, she faces another challenge: reclaiming her property 
which she had forfeited by leaving. Her decision to appeal directly to the king illustrates both 
desperation and determination; she seeks justice for herself and her family after having followed God’s 
guidance through Elisha.

2 Kings 8:4
“And the king talked with Gehazi the servant of the man of God, saying, Tell me, I pray thee, all the 
great things that Elisha hath done.”
At this moment in history, King Jehoram is curious about Elisha’s miraculous deeds and seeks 



information from Gehazi, who was once his servant. This conversation highlights Gehazi’s unique 
position as someone who has witnessed firsthand Elisha’s miracles. The king’s inquiry reflects an 
acknowledgment of Elisha’s prophetic authority and power; it also sets up a divine intersection where 
Gehazi will soon reveal crucial information about the Shunammite woman just as she arrives seeking 
help.

2 Kings 8:5
“And it came to pass, as he was telling the king how he had restored a dead body to life, that behold, 
the woman whose son he had restored to life cried to the king for her house and for her land.”
As Gehazi recounts one of Elisha’s most notable miracles—the resurrection of the Shunammite 
woman’s son—the timing becomes providentially significant. Just as he shares this story with King 
Jehoram, she appears before them seeking justice regarding her property. This moment illustrates 
divine timing at work; it emphasizes how God orchestrates events so that Gehazi’s testimony aligns 
perfectly with her plea for restoration.

2 Kings 8:6
“And when the king asked the woman, she told him. So the king appointed unto her a certain officer, 
saying, Restore all that was hers, and all the fruits of the field since the day that she left out of the land 
even until now.”
Upon hearing from both Gehazi about Elisha’s miracle involving this woman’s son and then listening 
directly to her account regarding her lost property due to famine-induced exile, King Jehoram acts 
favorably towards her request. His order for restoration not only includes returning her lands but also 
compensating for any produce lost during her absence—this is indicative of royal justice being served 
based on compassion influenced by divine intervention.

2 Kings 8:7
“And Elisha came to Damascus; and Benhadad the king of Syria was sick; and it was told him saying, 
The man of God is come hither.”
This verse transitions focus back onto Elisha as he travels into Damascus where King Benhadad is ill. 
The mention that news reaches Benhadad about “the man of God” indicates his recognition or respect 
towards prophetic figures like Elisha despite being an enemy nation (Syria). It sets up further 
interactions between them which may involve inquiries about health or future events—a common 
practice among rulers seeking guidance from prophets.

2 Kings 8:8
“And Benhadad said unto Hazael, Take a present in thine hand, and go meet the man of God; and 
inquire of Yahweh by him saying Shall I recover from this disease?”
King Benhadad instructs Hazael—a trusted servant—to approach Elisha with gifts intended as 
offerings while seeking answers regarding his health condition. This act shows both reverence towards 
prophetic authority as well as desperation stemming from illness; it highlights how even kings turn 
toward spiritual leaders when faced with dire circumstances beyond their control.

2 Kings 8:9
“So Hazael went to meet him, and took a present with him even every good thing of Damascus forty 
camels’ burden; and came and stood before him, and said Thy son Benhadad king of Syria hath sent me 



unto thee saying Shall I recover from this disease?”
Hazael arrives at Elisha’s location bearing an extravagant gift—a substantial offering indicating respect 
or perhaps attempting to curry favor with God’s prophet on behalf of his master Benhadad. The phrase 
“forty camels’ burden” signifies wealth or importance attached not only symbolically but practically 
too; such lavishness serves dual purposes—demonstrating seriousness about healing while showcasing 
Hazael’s own status within Syrian royalty.

2 Kings 8:10
“And Elisha said unto him Go say unto him Thou mayest certainly recover but Yahweh hath showed 
me that he shall surely die.”
Elisha delivers what seems like contradictory messages—assuring recovery yet revealing divine insight 
into Benhadad’s fate—that he will ultimately die despite temporary relief from illness predicted by 
Hazael’s inquiry. This duality captures prophetic complexity wherein immediate outcomes may differ 
significantly from ultimate divine plans—a theme prevalent throughout biblical narratives illustrating 
human limitations against sovereign decrees established by God Himself.

2 Kings 8:11
“And he settled his countenance steadfastly, until he was ashamed: and the man of 
God wept.”
In this verse, Elisha’s emotional response to Hazael’s visit is highlighted. Hazael 
had come to inquire about the health of King Ben-Hadad, but as Elisha gazed 
intently at him, he perceived the future actions of Hazael. The steadfastness of 
Elisha’s gaze reflects his prophetic insight into the grave consequences that would 
follow Hazael’s rise to power. The shame that overcame Hazael indicates his 
awareness of the evil he would commit, including murder and treachery against his 
master. Elisha’s tears signify not only sorrow for the impending violence but also 
compassion for the people who would suffer under Hazael’s rule. This moment 
encapsulates the weight of prophetic knowledge and its emotional toll on those who 
bear it.

2 Kings 8:12
“And Elisha said, ‘The LORD hath shewed me that thou shalt be king over Syria.’”
Here, Elisha reveals to Hazael a significant prophecy regarding his future ascension to kingship over 
Syria. This declaration serves as a pivotal moment in both their lives; for Hazael, it foreshadows a 
drastic change in his status and power dynamics within the region. The phrase “the LORD hath shewed 
me” emphasizes that this revelation comes directly from divine insight rather than mere speculation or 
political maneuvering. It underscores God’s sovereignty over nations and leaders, indicating that He 
has predetermined events for His purposes. This prophecy sets into motion a series of actions that will 
lead to conflict and bloodshed, illustrating how divine foreknowledge can intersect with human 
ambition.



2 Kings 8:13
“And Hazael said, ‘But what, is thy servant a dog, that he should do this great thing?’ And Elisha 
answered, ‘The LORD hath shewed me that thou shalt be king over Syria.’”
Hazael’s incredulous response reveals his humility or perhaps feigned innocence regarding the violent 
path ahead of him. By referring to himself as “thy servant a dog,” he expresses disbelief that someone 
of his lowly status could commit such heinous acts as those foretold by Elisha. This reaction highlights 
the internal conflict within Hazael; while he may aspire for power, he is initially reluctant to 
acknowledge the brutality required to attain it. Elisha’s reiteration of God’s message reinforces the 
inevitability of Hazael’s future actions despite his current reluctance or moral reservations. It illustrates 
how individuals often grapple with their destinies when faced with prophetic declarations.

2 Kings 8:14
“So he departed from Elisha, and came to his master; who said to him, ‘What said Elisha to thee?’ And 
he answered, ‘He told me that thou shouldest surely recover.’”
After receiving this profound prophecy from Elisha, Hazael returns to King Ben-Hadad with a 
deceptive report about his health. His response—claiming that Elisha assured recovery—demonstrates 
cunning manipulation and highlights a significant moral failing; instead of revealing the truth about his 
future kingship and potential violence against Ben-Hadad, he chooses self-preservation through deceit. 
This act sets up a tragic irony where Hazael conceals his ambitions while simultaneously plotting 
against his master. It showcases themes of betrayal and ambition prevalent throughout biblical 
narratives.

2 Kings 8:15
“And it came to pass on the morrow, that he took a thick cloth, and dipped it in water, and spread it on 
his face, so that he died: and Hazael reigned in his stead.”
This verse describes how Hazael executes his treacherous plan by suffocating King Ben-Hadad with a 
wet cloth—a calculated act reflecting both cold-blooded ambition and fulfillment of prophecy. The 
methodical nature of this assassination underscores not only Hazael’s ruthlessness but also serves as an 
example of how power can corrupt individuals leading them down paths devoid of morality or 
compassion. With Ben-Hadad dead, Hazael ascends to kingship—a direct consequence of both divine 
prophecy and human treachery—marking a significant shift in leadership for Syria.

2 Kings 8:16
“And in the fifth year of Joram the son of Ahab king of Israel Jehoshaphat being then king of Judah 
Jehoram the son of Jehoshaphat began to reign over Judah.”
This verse provides important historical context regarding Jehoram’s ascension as king over Judah 
during Joram’s reign in Israel. It establishes a timeline linking these two kingdoms’ leaderships amidst 
ongoing political tensions between Israel and Judah. The mention of Jehoram being “the son of 
Jehoshaphat” connects him directly to previous righteous leadership while hinting at potential 
deviations from those values given Ahab’s influence on Israelite politics at this time. This transition 
signifies not only changes in leadership but also foreshadows further conflicts between these 
neighboring nations influenced by their respective rulers’ decisions.



2 Kings 8:16
“And in the fifth year of Joram the son of Ahab king of Israel Jehoshaphat being 
then king of Judah, Jehoram the son of Jehoshaphat king of Judah began to reign.”
This verse establishes a critical point in the timeline of the kings of Israel and 
Judah. It indicates that Jehoram, the son of Jehoshaphat, ascended to the throne 
during the reign of Joram, who was the son of Ahab, king of Israel. This dual 
kingship is significant as it highlights the interconnectedness between the two 
kingdoms during this period. The mention of Jehoshaphat as king at this time also 
suggests a continuation of his policies and alliances, particularly those that may 
have been influenced by his marriage ties with Ahab’s family. The historical 
context here is essential for understanding the political dynamics and religious 
influences that shaped both kingdoms.

2 Kings 8:17
“Thirty and two years old was he when he began to reign; and he reigned eight years in Jerusalem.”
This verse provides specific details about Jehoram’s age at accession and the duration of his reign. At 
thirty-two years old, he took on leadership responsibilities in Jerusalem, which reflects a certain level 
of maturity and readiness for governance. However, his eight-year reign is relatively short compared to 
other kings. This brevity may indicate instability or challenges faced during his rule. Furthermore, 
understanding his age and tenure helps contextualize his actions and decisions within a broader 
historical framework, particularly regarding how they align with or diverge from those of his 
predecessors.

2 Kings 8:18
“And he walked in the way of the kings of Israel, as did the house of Ahab: for he had taken to wife 
Athaliah the daughter of Ahab.”
In this verse, we see a crucial aspect of Jehoram’s character and leadership style—his alignment with 
the practices and policies typical among Israelite kings, particularly those associated with Ahab’s 
lineage. By marrying Athaliah, Ahab’s daughter, Jehoram not only solidified political alliances but also 
adopted many negative traits associated with her family’s idolatrous practices. This connection is 
pivotal because it signifies a shift towards Baal worship in Judah, which had profound implications for 
religious life in Jerusalem and ultimately led to significant consequences for both kingdoms.

2 Kings 8:19
“Yet the LORD would not destroy Judah for David his servant’s sake, as he promised him to give him 
alway a light, and to his children.”
This verse introduces an important theological perspective on God’s covenant with David. Despite 
Jehoram’s unfaithfulness and alignment with idolatry through his marriage to Athaliah, God refrains 
from completely destroying Judah due to His promise to David. This divine mercy underscores God’s 
faithfulness to His covenant promises despite human failings. The reference to “a light” symbolizes 
hope for future generations within David’s lineage—a reminder that God’s plans extend beyond 
immediate circumstances and are rooted in His eternal purposes.



2 Kings 8:20
“In his days Edom revolted from under the hand of Judah, and made a king over themselves.”
The final verse highlights a significant political development during Jehoram’s reign—the revolt of 
Edom against Judah’s control. This rebellion indicates weakness within Judah’s authority and 
foreshadows further instability in Jehoram’s rule. The establishment of an independent king over Edom 
represents not just a loss for Judah but also reflects broader regional tensions that were exacerbated by 
internal strife within both kingdoms. Understanding this revolt provides insight into how external 
pressures can influence leadership effectiveness and national stability.

2 Kings 8:21
“But Jehoram went over to Zair, and all the chariots with him; and he rose by night, and smote the 
Edomites which compassed him about: and the captains of the chariots, and the people fled into their 
tents.”
In this verse, we see King Jehoram of Judah taking decisive military action against the Edomites. The 
context indicates that Jehoram faced a rebellion from Edom, which had previously been under Judah’s 
control. By moving his forces to Zair, a strategic location, he aimed to regain control over Edom. The 
mention of “all the chariots” signifies a well-equipped army prepared for battle. The nighttime attack 
suggests an element of surprise, allowing Jehoram to catch the Edomite forces off guard. Despite his 
efforts in smiting them, it is notable that the Edomite captains and their troops managed to retreat back 
to their tents, indicating that while there was initial success in battle, it did not lead to a complete 
victory or subjugation of Edom.

2 Kings 8:22
“Yet Edom revolted from under the hand of Judah unto this day. Then Libnah revolted at the same 
time.”
This verse highlights the aftermath of Jehoram’s military campaign against Edom. Despite his efforts to 
quell the rebellion through force, Edom successfully revolted and freed itself from Judah’s rule. This 
revolt marks a significant turning point in regional power dynamics as it reflects not only on Jehoram’s 
inability to maintain control but also on broader discontent within his kingdom. The simultaneous 
revolt of Libnah further emphasizes instability during Jehoram’s reign. It suggests that dissatisfaction 
was widespread among neighboring territories under Judah’s influence, potentially due to Jehoram’s 
leadership style or policies.

2 Kings 8:23
“And the rest of the acts of Joram, and all that he did, are they not written in the book of the chronicles 
of the kings of Judah?”
Here we find a common literary device used in biblical texts where references are made to external 
records or chronicles for further details about a king’s reign. This verse serves as a transition point 
indicating that while specific events such as military campaigns are noted here, comprehensive 
accounts can be found in other historical documents. The “book of the chronicles” likely refers to 
official records maintained by historians or scribes during that period which documented significant 
events and reigns in detail. This practice underscores both historical accountability and continuity 
within Israelite history.



2 Kings 8:24
“And Joram slept with his fathers, and was buried with his fathers in the city of David: and Ahaziah his 
son reigned in his stead.”
This verse marks a pivotal moment in succession as King Joram (Jehoram) passes away after a troubled 
reign characterized by conflict and instability. His burial “with his fathers” signifies respect for royal 
lineage and continuity within David’s line—a key theme throughout biblical narratives regarding 
kingship in Israel and Judah. The ascension of Ahaziah as king indicates a familial transfer of power; 
however, it also raises questions about whether Ahaziah would continue Joram’s policies or steer Judah 
towards different paths given Joram’s failures.

2 Kings 8:25
“In the twelfth year of Joram the son of Ahab king of Israel began Ahaziah the son of Joram king of 
Judah to reign.”
This verse situates Ahaziah’s reign within a broader historical framework by linking it directly with 
Joram (Jehoram) son of Ahab from Israel. By specifying that Ahaziah began his rule during Joram’s 
twelfth year as king over Israel, it establishes chronological context for readers familiar with both 
kingdoms’ histories. This connection between northern Israel (under Ahab) and southern Judah (under 
Joram) illustrates ongoing political relationships between these two realms—often fraught with tension 
yet intertwined through familial ties.

2 Kings 8:26
“Two and twenty years old was Ahaziah when he began to reign; and he reigned one year in Jerusalem. 
And his mother’s name was Athaliah, the daughter of Omri king of Israel.”
Ahaziah’s young age at ascension—just twenty-two—suggests potential vulnerability due to lack of 
experience in governance amidst political turmoil following his father’s reign. His brief rule lasting 
only one year hints at instability within Jerusalem during this period; such short reigns often reflect 
crises or challenges faced by new leaders trying to establish authority quickly amid dissenting factions 
or external threats. Additionally, mentioning Athaliah as his mother connects Ahaziah directly to 
influential figures like Omri (her father), highlighting how dynastic ties could impact political alliances 
but also raise concerns about foreign influence on Judean leadership.

2 Kings 8:27
“And he walked in the way of the house of Ahab, and did evil in the sight of the LORD, as did the 
house of Ahab: for he was the son-in-law of the house of Ahab.”
This verse provides critical insight into Ahaziah’s character and governance style by stating that he 
followed “the way” established by Ahab’s household—a reference denoting adherence to idolatrous 
practices contrary to Yahweh worship prevalent among earlier righteous kings like David or Solomon. 
His actions are deemed “evil,” reflecting negatively on both him personally and on Judah collectively 
due to shared culpability with Ahab’s legacy through marriage ties (as indicated by being “son-in-
law”). Such connections illustrate how intermarriage among royal families could perpetuate negative 
influences across kingdoms.

2 Kings 8:28
“And he went with Joram the son of Ahab to the war against Hazael king of Syria in Ramothgilead; and 
the Syrians wounded Joram.”



In this verse, we see Ahaziah, the son of Jehoram, joining forces with his uncle Joram (also known as 
Jehoram) in a military campaign against Hazael, the king of Syria. This alliance is significant because it 
represents a continuation of the familial ties between the houses of Judah and Israel, both influenced by 
Ahab’s legacy. The location of Ramoth-gilead is crucial as it was a strategic city that had been 
contested previously by Ahab and Jehoshaphat. The mention that “the Syrians wounded Joram” 
indicates that this battle was not without its casualties, reflecting the ongoing conflict and instability in 
the region. This wound would later lead to Joram retreating to Jezreel for recovery, setting up further 
events in the narrative.

2 Kings 8:29
“And king Joram went back to be healed in Jezreel of the wounds which the Syrians had given him at 
Ramah, when he fought against Hazael king of Syria. And Ahaziah the son of Jehoram king of Judah 
went down to see Joram the son of Ahab in Jezreel, because he was sick.”
This verse highlights the aftermath of the battle where King Joram returns to Jezreel for healing from 
his injuries sustained during combat. The reference to Ramah emphasizes that this was a significant 
confrontation with Hazael. Ahaziah’s visit to his uncle signifies not only familial loyalty but also 
political alliances during a time when both kingdoms were facing threats from external enemies like 
Syria. The act of visiting a wounded king can be interpreted as an attempt by Ahaziah to strengthen 
their bond and possibly discuss future strategies against their common foes. This moment foreshadows 
further developments as it brings together both branches of Ahab’s lineage at a critical juncture.

CHAPTER 9:

2 Kings 9:1
“And Elisha the prophet called one of the sons of the prophets, and said unto him, 
Get thee ready, and take this box of oil in thine hand, and go to Ramothgilead.”
In this verse, Elisha, a prominent prophet in Israel, instructs one of his disciples to 
prepare for a significant mission. The young prophet is tasked with taking a flask of 
oil to Ramoth-Gilead, an important military stronghold. This command signifies 
the beginning of a pivotal moment in Israel’s history as it sets the stage for Jehu’s 
anointing as king. The act of anointing with oil is deeply symbolic in biblical 
tradition, representing God’s selection and empowerment for leadership. Elisha’s 
choice to send a younger prophet reflects both practical considerations—such as 
avoiding detection—and a desire to involve the next generation in God’s unfolding 
plan.

2 Kings 9:2
“And when thou comest thither, look out there Jehu the son of Jehoshaphat the son of Nimshi, and go 
in, and make him arise up from among his brethren, and carry him to an inner chamber.”
Upon arriving at Ramoth-Gilead, the young prophet is instructed to identify Jehu specifically by his 
lineage—Jehu being the son of Jehoshaphat and grandson of Nimshi. This genealogical reference 
emphasizes Jehu’s rightful place within Israel’s leadership structure. The directive to take Jehu into an 
inner chamber indicates that this anointing must be conducted discreetly; it is not merely a public 



ceremony but rather a private appointment that requires careful execution. This secrecy serves strategic 
purposes; it allows for surprise against King Joram and prevents any immediate backlash from those 
loyal to the current monarchy.

2 Kings 9:3
“Then take the box of oil, and pour it on his head, and say, Thus saith the LORD, I have anointed thee 
king over Israel. And open the door, and flee, and tarry not.”
The act of pouring oil on Jehu’s head symbolizes his divine appointment as king over Israel. The phrase 
“Thus saith the LORD” underscores that this is not merely a human decision but rather God’s will 
being enacted through His prophet. The urgency conveyed in “open the door, and flee” highlights both 
the gravity of this moment and the potential danger involved; Jehu’s rise could provoke immediate 
hostility from King Joram or others who might oppose this change in leadership. This instruction also 
illustrates how prophetic actions often require boldness coupled with caution.

2 Kings 9:4
“So the young man even the young man the prophet went to Ramothgilead.”
The young prophet obediently follows Elisha’s instructions without hesitation. His journey to Ramoth-
Gilead marks a critical step toward fulfilling God’s plan for Israel—a plan that involves significant 
political upheaval. This verse emphasizes themes of obedience and faithfulness; despite being given a 
daunting task that could endanger his life if discovered, he proceeds with determination. It also reflects 
on how God often uses ordinary individuals to accomplish extraordinary purposes.

2 Kings 9:5
“And when he came behold, the captains of the host were sitting; and he said I have a message for thee 
O captain. And Jehu said unto which of all us? And he said To thee O captain.”
Upon arrival at Ramoth-Gilead, where military leaders are gathered—likely discussing strategies or 
operations—the young prophet identifies himself as bearing an important message specifically for 
Jehu. The interaction reveals both respect for military hierarchy (as Jehu questions which captain is 
being addressed) and foreshadows Jehu’s imminent elevation from commander to king. This moment 
captures tension between existing authority figures (the captains) and God’s chosen leader (Jehu), 
setting up conflict that will unfold throughout subsequent events.

2 Kings 9:6
“And he arose and went into the house; and he poured the oil on his head, and said unto him thus saith 
the LORD God of Israel I have anointed thee king over the people of the LORD even over Israel.”
In this pivotal moment, Jehu receives his anointing as king directly from God’s messenger through 
ritualistic pouring of oil—a practice steeped in religious significance symbolizing divine approval. The 
proclamation “I have anointed thee king over Israel” establishes not only Jehu’s new role but also 
reaffirms God’s sovereignty over Israel’s leadership choices amidst widespread idolatry under Ahab’s 
dynasty. This act signifies both empowerment for leadership responsibilities ahead as well as 
accountability before God.

2 Kings 9:7
“And thou shalt smite the house of Ahab thy master that I may avenge the blood of my servants the 
prophets, and the blood of all servants of the LORD at hand Jezebel.”



This verse outlines specific divine instructions accompanying Jehu’s anointing: he is commanded to 
destroy Ahab’s household due to their sins against God—including persecution against His prophets 
like Elijah. The mention of avenging blood indicates serious moral implications tied to justice within 
God’s covenant community; it highlights how Ahab’s reign has led not only to idolatry but also 
violence against those faithful to Yahweh. Thus begins Jehu’s mission framed within themes of 
judgment against corruption.

2 Kings 9:8
“For the whole house of Ahab shall perish; and I will cut off from Ahab him that pisseth against wall; 
him that is shut up left in Israel.”
Here we see further elaboration on God’s judgment against Ahab’s lineage—an unequivocal declaration 
that no male descendants will survive this purge (the phrase “him that pisseth against wall” refers 
colloquially to males). Such language emphasizes totality in divine judgment while reinforcing cultural 
norms regarding masculinity during ancient times where lineage was crucial for inheritance rights 
within families. This stark pronouncement serves as both warning about consequences tied directly 
back into covenantal disobedience while establishing clarity around what lies ahead under new 
leadership.

2 Kings 9:9
“And I will make thee like unto the house of Jeroboam son of Nebat like unto Baasha son Ahijah.”
In this verse, God promises that He will treat Ahab’s house similarly to past dynasties known for their 
wickedness—namely Jeroboam (the first king after Solomon) whose reign was marked by idol worship 
leading Israel astray from Yahweh—and Baasha who similarly led people away from true worship 
through sinfulness during his rule over northern tribes too. By invoking these historical precedents 
associated with judgment upon unfaithful kingship models established earlier within scripture narrative 
contextually links present events back into broader theological themes regarding fidelity versus 
infidelity towards covenant obligations laid down by God Himself throughout history.

2 Kings 9:10
“And dogs shall eat Jezebel in the portion Jezreel; there shall be none to bury her.”
This final verse presents one last grim prophecy concerning Jezebel—the infamous queen known for 
her promotion idolatry alongside persecution directed towards prophets like Elijah mentioned earlier 
throughout biblical accounts surrounding her life story arc culminating here now foretold demise 
characterized by ignominious end devoid proper burial rites typically afforded even enemies reflecting 
severity attached consequences stemming directly out rebellion against divine authority exercised 
through prophetic voice speaking forth these judgments upon her life ultimately leading destruction 
foretold here today still resonating across generations later down line reminding readers about 
seriousness surrounding covenantal fidelity expected between humanity & divinity alike!

2 Kings 9:11
“But Jehu came forth to the servants of his lord: and one said unto him, Is all well? 
wherefore came this mad fellow to thee? And he said unto them, Ye know the man, 
and his communication.”
In this verse, Jehu emerges from the inner room after being anointed king by the 



prophet. His demeanor prompts curiosity among the other officers, who perceive 
something unusual about his behavior. They refer to the young prophet as a “mad 
fellow,” indicating that they view his actions as erratic or irrational. Jehu’s 
response is somewhat evasive; he implies that they already understand the nature 
of the prophet’s message without elaborating on it. This moment highlights Jehu’s 
initial reluctance to disclose his new status and mission, suggesting a tension 
between his newfound authority and the expectations of those around him.

2 Kings 9:12
“And they said, It is false; tell us now. And he said, Thus and thus spake he to me, saying, I have 
anointed thee king over Israel.”
The officers press Jehu for clarification regarding what the prophet communicated. Their insistence on 
hearing more indicates their skepticism about both Jehu’s claim and the legitimacy of the prophetic 
message. When Jehu finally reveals that he has been anointed king over Israel, it marks a pivotal 
moment in the narrative. This declaration not only confirms his new role but also sets into motion a 
series of events that will lead to significant political upheaval in Israel. The phrase “Thus and thus 
spake he” suggests that Jehu is recounting the details with a sense of gravity, acknowledging that this is 
not merely a personal revelation but a divine mandate.

2 Kings 9:13
“Then they hasted, and took every man his garment, and put it under him on the top of the stairs, and 
blew with trumpets, saying, Jehu is king.”
Upon hearing Jehu’s proclamation of kingship, the officers respond with immediate enthusiasm and 
support. Their act of laying down their garments signifies their recognition of Jehu’s authority and their 
willingness to submit to him as their new leader. The blowing of trumpets serves as both a celebratory 
announcement and a rallying call for others to acknowledge Jehu’s ascension to power. This public 
display underscores how quickly loyalty can shift in political contexts; just moments before they 
viewed him with suspicion, but now they embrace him as king.

2 Kings 9:14
“So Jehu the son of Jehoshaphat the son of Nimshi conspired against Joram. Now Joram had kept 
Ramothgilead, he and all Israel because of Hazael king of Syria.”
This verse introduces a conspiratorial element as Jehu begins plotting against King Joram (also known 
as Jehoram). The mention of Ramothgilead indicates its strategic importance in ongoing conflicts with 
Syria under King Hazael. By framing this action as a conspiracy rather than an open rebellion initially 
suggests that there are political machinations at play behind closed doors. It also highlights how 
military leaders like Jehu could leverage their positions within existing power structures to effect 
change when prompted by divine direction.

2 Kings 9:15
“But king Joram was returned to be healed in Jezreel of the wounds which the Syrians had given him 
when he fought with Hazael king of Syria.) And Jehu said, If it be your minds, then let none go forth 
nor escape out of the city to go tell it in Jezreel.”
Here we learn about King Joram’s condition; he is recuperating from injuries sustained during battle 



against Hazael’s forces. This context provides insight into why now might be an opportune time for 
Jehu’s coup—Joram is vulnerable due to his injuries. Furthermore, Jehu instructs his men not to inform 
anyone in Jezreel about their plans until they are ready for action. This secrecy reflects strategic 
thinking; by preventing news from leaking out prematurely, they can catch Joram off guard when they 
strike.

2 Kings 9:16
“And Jehu rode in a chariot, and went to Jezreel; for Joram lay there. And Ahaziah king of Judah was 
come down to see Joram.”
Jehu takes decisive action by mounting a chariot and heading toward Jezreel where Joram is 
recuperating. His choice to ride in a chariot symbolizes both authority and urgency—he is not merely 
walking into enemy territory but approaching with royal stature befitting his new title as king. The 
mention of Ahaziah visiting Joram adds another layer; it shows that alliances between kingdoms are 
fragile and subject to change based on personal relationships or circumstances.

2 Kings 9:17
“And there stood a watchman on the tower in Jezreel; and he spied the company of Jehu as he came, 
and said, I see a company of men.”
The watchman stationed at Jezreel plays an essential role in alerting those within its walls about 
approaching forces. His observation emphasizes vigilance during times when political tensions are 
high; however, his report lacks detail regarding who exactly approaches—merely noting “a company” 
without identifying them creates suspense about whether these riders are friend or foe.

2 Kings 9:18
“And Joram said, Take an horseman, and send to meet them, and let him say, Is it peace?”
In response to seeing an approaching group led by Jehu’s chariot riders—who may pose either threat or 
opportunity—King Joram orders one horseman sent out for reconnaissance purposes. His question “Is 
it peace?” indicates uncertainty regarding intentions; despite being wounded himself yet still holding 
authority as king over Israel at this moment signifies how precarious leadership can be amid conflict.

2 Kings 9:19
“So there went one on horseback to meet him, and said, Thus saith the king, Is it peace? And Jehu said, 
What hast thou to do with peace? turn thee behind me.”
The horseman approaches confidently but receives an abrupt dismissal from Jehu who questions what 
peace means amidst impending conflict—a rhetorical challenge reflecting both defiance toward 
established authority (Joram) while asserting control over events unfolding around him instead! By 
commanding this messenger back behind him rather than engaging further illustrates how determinedly 
focused on overthrowing Joram’s reign he truly is.

2 Kings 9:20
“The watchman told saying The messenger came unto them but he cometh not again.”
This verse conveys critical information back up through layers within Jezreel—the watchman’s report 
indicates that while one messenger was sent out towards approaching riders led by none other than 
newly-anointed King (Jehu), no return signals any positive outcome suggesting danger lies ahead! The 



implication here reinforces tension building throughout preceding verses leading up towards 
confrontation between rival factions vying for control over Israel itself!

2 Kings 9:21
“And Joram said, Make ready. And his chariot was made ready. And Joram king of 
Israel and Ahaziah king of Judah went out, each in his chariot; and they went out 
against Jehu, and met him in the portion of Naboth the Jezreelite.”
In this verse, we see King Joram of Israel responding to the news of Jehu’s 
anointing by preparing for battle. The urgency is palpable as he commands that his 
chariot be made ready, indicating a readiness to confront what he perceives as a 
threat to his reign. Both Joram and Ahaziah, the king of Judah, join forces and set 
out in their chariots to meet Jehu. Their decision to confront Jehu at the location 
associated with Naboth the Jezreelite is significant; it symbolizes a confrontation 
not only with Jehu but also with the legacy of Ahab’s injustices, particularly 
regarding Naboth’s vineyard which Ahab had wrongfully taken.

2 Kings 9:22
“And it came to pass, when Joram saw Jehu, that he said, Is it peace, Jehu? And he answered, What 
peace, so long as the whoredoms of thy mother Jezebel and her witchcrafts are so many?”
As Joram encounters Jehu, he inquires about peace—a typical greeting that masks his concern over 
Jehu’s intentions. However, Jehu’s response is pointed and accusatory. He questions how there can be 
peace while Jezebel’s idolatrous practices continue unabated. This exchange highlights the moral decay 
associated with Ahab’s house and sets the stage for Jehu’s mission to eradicate such corruption from 
Israel. It reflects a broader theme within 2 Kings regarding divine judgment against idolatry and 
immorality.

2 Kings 9:23
“And Joram turned his hands, and fled, and said to Ahaziah, There is treachery, O Ahaziah.”
Upon hearing Jehu’s vehement denunciation of Jezebel’s actions, Joram realizes that this encounter 
poses a grave threat rather than an opportunity for dialogue or reconciliation. His instinctive reaction is 
one of fear; he turns away from Jehu and flees back towards Ahaziah. The term “treachery” indicates 
that Joram perceives this situation as a betrayal—perhaps reflecting on how he has been caught off 
guard by someone who was once a loyal commander but now stands against him as an enemy.

2 Kings 9:24
“And Jehu drew a bow with his full strength and shot Joram between his arms; and the arrow went out 
at his heart: and he sunk down in his chariot.”
This verse marks a pivotal moment where conflict escalates into violence. With precision and strength, 
Jehu shoots an arrow that fatally wounds Joram. The imagery here is striking; shooting “between his 
arms” suggests targeting a vulnerable spot directly linked to life itself—the heart. This act signifies not 
only physical death but also represents the end of Ahab’s dynasty through divine judgment executed by 
God’s chosen instrument—Jehu.



2 Kings 9:25
“Then said Jehu to Bidkar his captain, Take up and cast him in the portion of the field of Naboth the 
Jezreelite: for remember how that when I and thou rode together after Ahab his father, the LORD laid 
this burden upon him.”
After killing Joram, Jehu instructs Bidkar to dispose of Joram’s body in Naboth’s field—a location 
laden with historical significance due to Ahab’s previous crime against Naboth. By referencing their 
past ride together after Ahab when God revealed His judgment against Ahab’s house (1 Kings 21), Jehu 
underscores that this act is part of fulfilling God’s prophecy regarding retribution for bloodshed 
committed by Ahab’s family.

2 Kings 9:26
“Surely I have seen yesterday the blood of Naboth, and the blood of his sons saith the LORD; and I 
will requite thee in this plat saith the LORD.”
Jehu recalls God’s promise regarding vengeance for Naboth’s unjust execution along with that of his 
sons—an act ordered by Jezebel under Ahab’s influence (1 Kings 21). This verse emphasizes God’s 
justice; He sees every act committed against His people. By invoking this prophecy again at this 
moment of execution against Joram (and soon Jezebel), it reinforces that divine retribution is being 
enacted through these violent acts carried out by human agents like Jehu.

2 Kings 9:27
“But when Ahaziah the king of Judah saw this, he fled by the way of the garden house. And Jehu 
followed after him, and said, Smite him also in the chariot.”
Ahaziah attempts to escape upon witnessing Joram’s demise—his flight signifies panic amidst chaos as 
he realizes danger now surrounds him too due to alliance with a fallen king. However, despite fleeing 
through what seems like an escape route via “the garden house,” Ahaziah cannot evade justice either; 
Jehu pursues him relentlessly commanding others to strike him down as well—a clear indication that 
no one aligned with Ahab’s corrupt rule would be spared.

2 Kings 9:28
“And they pursued after him; and caught him in ascending going up to Gur which is by Ibleam: and he 
fled to Megiddo, and died there.”
The pursuit culminates successfully as Ahaziah is captured near Gur while attempting further escape 
towards Megiddo—a city known historically for its strategic importance during battles throughout 
biblical history (Judges 5:19). Ultimately though wounded or cornered during flight from justice 
imposed upon those aligned with evil rulers like Ahab/Jezebel leads only toward death—Ahaziah 
succumbs shortly thereafter marking another fulfillment within God’s plan for purging Israel from 
wickedness.

2 Kings 9:29
“And in the eleventh year of Joram the son of Ahab began Ahaziah to reign over Judah.”
This verse provides context regarding timing related specifically concerning kingship transitions within 
both kingdoms involved here—Israel under King Joram/Ahaziah versus Judah ruled briefly before 
falling victim themselves amid turmoil surrounding them politically/religiously speaking alike! The 
mention “eleventh year” serves not just chronological purpose but also illustrates how quickly events 
unfold leading toward finality concerning these dynasties’ fates intertwined throughout scripture 



narratives detailing divine intervention manifesting through human actions ultimately resulting 
destruction!

2 Kings 9:30
“And when Jehu was come to Jezreel, Jezebel heard of it; and she painted her eyes, and adorned her 
head, and looked out at a window.”
As news reaches Jezebel about her son-in-law’s demise along with impending arrival from newly 
appointed king—Jehu—it prompts her immediate reaction characterized by vanity/defiance! Her act 
painting eyes/adorned head signifies both preparation outwardly presenting herself regal yet inwardly 
aware danger approaches fast approaching! Looking down from window symbolizes arrogance 
believing she could still manipulate circumstances even facing judgment looming ahead!

2 Kings 9:30
“And when Jehu was come to Jezreel, Jezebel heard of it; and she painted her face, 
and tired her head, and looked out at a window.”
In this verse, we see the immediate reaction of Jezebel upon hearing that Jehu has 
arrived in Jezreel. Her actions are significant as they reflect her attempt to 
maintain a facade of power and control in a dire situation. By painting her face and 
adorning herself, she is not only preparing herself for what she anticipates could be 
her final moments but also trying to project an image of royal dignity. The act of 
looking out from the window symbolizes her defiance; rather than cowering in fear, 
she chooses to confront Jehu directly, embodying the characteristics often 
associated with powerful women in history who refuse to submit easily.

2 Kings 9:31
“And as Jehu entered in at the gate, she said, Had Zimri peace, who slew his master?”
Here, Jezebel employs a rhetorical question that references Zimri, a previous king who assassinated his 
master. This comparison serves two purposes: first, it challenges Jehu’s legitimacy and authority by 
suggesting that he may meet the same fate as Zimri if he seeks to usurp power through violence. 
Second, it reflects her awareness of political history and her attempt to manipulate it to her advantage. 
By invoking Zimri’s name, she attempts to undermine Jehu’s confidence and assert that violent actions 
against a king do not lead to peace or stability.

2 Kings 9:32
“And he lifted up his face to the window and said, Who is on my side? who? And there looked out to 
him two or three eunuchs.”
Jehu’s response is direct and commanding. He calls for those loyal to him by asking who stands with 
him against Jezebel. The mention of eunuchs looking out signifies their position within the royal court; 
they are often trusted servants who have been castrated for loyalty reasons. Their presence indicates 
that there are indeed supporters within the palace willing to side with Jehu against Jezebel. This 
moment marks a pivotal shift in power dynamics as Jehu consolidates his support while confronting 
Jezebel’s authority.



2 Kings 9:33
“And he said, Throw her down. So they threw her down: and some of her blood spattered on the wall, 
and on the horses; and they trampled her under foot.”
This verse depicts the brutal execution of Jezebel at Jehu’s command. The act of throwing her down 
signifies not only physical violence but also a symbolic rejection of her reign over Israel. The graphic 
imagery of blood splattering emphasizes the violent nature of this political coup while also serving as a 
stark reminder of the consequences faced by those who oppose God’s will as represented by Jehu. The 
trampling underfoot further illustrates how completely she has been defeated; no longer is she a queen 
but merely an object beneath the feet of those who once served her.

2 Kings 9:34
“And when he was come in, he did eat and drink, and said, Go, see now this cursed woman, and bury 
her: for she is a king’s daughter.”
After executing Jezebel, Jehu displays an unsettling calmness by eating and drinking before ordering 
her burial. His statement about burying “this cursed woman” reveals his complex feelings toward 
Jezebel; despite having ordered her death due to her idolatry and wickedness, he acknowledges her 
royal lineage as “a king’s daughter.” This recognition suggests that even amidst political upheaval and 
divine judgment against evil rulers like Jezebel, there remains an element of respect for royal 
bloodlines within ancient Near Eastern culture.

2 Kings 9:35
“And when they went to bury her, they found no more of her than the skull, and the feet, and the palms 
of her hands.”
The discovery during Jezebel’s burial underscores the fulfillment of prophetic judgment against her life 
due to idolatry (as foretold earlier). Finding only parts of her body—skull, feet, palms—serves as both 
a literal representation of destruction but also symbolizes how utterly defeated she has become; even in 
death she cannot escape divine retribution. This gruesome detail reinforces themes present throughout 
biblical narratives regarding justice served upon those who lead others into sin.

2 Kings 9:36
“Wherefore they came again, and told him. And he said, This is the word of the Lord which he spake 
by his servant Elijah the Tishbite saying, In the portion of Jezreel shall dogs eat the flesh of Jezebel:”
Upon learning about what remained after attempting to bury Jezebel—only fragments—Jehu 
recognizes this event as fulfillment of God’s prophecy delivered through Elijah concerning Jezebel’s 
demise. His reference back to Elijah highlights continuity within prophetic tradition while emphasizing 
divine sovereignty over human affairs; God’s word prevails regardless of earthly power struggles or 
rebellion against Him.

2 Kings 9:37
“And as for Jezebel’s body shall be as dung upon the face of the field in the portion of 
Jezreel so that they shall not say this is Jezebel.”
This final verse encapsulates God’s judgment on Jezebel by declaring that even in death 
she will be treated with utter contempt—her body reduced metaphorically “as dung” 
signifies complete degradation devoid any honor or remembrance typically afforded 



royalty after death. It illustrates how far removed from grace she has fallen due both 
personal sins committed during life along with broader implications regarding idolatry 
leading Israel astray from worshipping Yahweh alone. 

CHAPTER 10:

2 KINGS CHAPTER 10:1-10

Verse 1: “And Ahab had seventy sons in Samaria. And Jehu wrote letters, and sent to Samaria, unto the 
rulers of Jezreel, to the elders, and to them that brought up Ahab’s children, saying,”
In this verse, we learn about the significant political situation in Israel during Jehu’s rise to power. 
Ahab, the previous king of Israel, had left behind a considerable legacy through his seventy sons who 
were residing in Samaria. This number is noteworthy as it represents a potential threat to Jehu’s claim 
to the throne; these sons could rally support from loyalists of the house of Ahab. By writing letters to 
the rulers and elders in Jezreel, Jehu was strategically reaching out to influential figures who could 
either oppose or support him. His communication indicates a calculated move to consolidate power by 
addressing those who held authority over Ahab’s progeny.

Verse 2: “Now as soon as this letter cometh to you, seeing your master’s sons are with you, and there 
are with you chariots and horses, a fenced city also, and armor; look even out the best and meetest of 
your master’s sons, and set him on his father’s throne, and fight for your master’s house.”
Jehu’s challenge is explicit here; he dares the leaders in Samaria to choose one of Ahab’s sons as their 
king and defend his claim against him. The mention of chariots, horses, and a fortified city underscores 
the military capabilities available to these leaders. Jehu’s taunt serves two purposes: it tests their loyalty 
to Ahab’s lineage while simultaneously showcasing his own confidence after having already defeated 
King Joram. This bold invitation not only highlights Jehu’s ambition but also sets the stage for an 
inevitable confrontation between those loyal to Ahab’s dynasty and Jehu’s faction.

Verse 3: “But they were exceedingly afraid, and said, Behold, two kings stood not before him; how 
then shall we stand?”
The response from the rulers reflects their fear and recognition of Jehu’s might. They acknowledge that 
if two kings—Joram (Ahab’s son) and Ahaziah (the king of Judah)—could not withstand Jehu’s assault, 
they would have no chance against him either. This fear illustrates how effectively Jehu has established 
himself as a formidable force in Israel. It also reveals their understanding of political dynamics; 
aligning with Jehu may be their only option for survival rather than risking rebellion against such a 
powerful adversary.

Verse 4: “And he that was over the house, and he that was over the city, the elders also, and they that 
brought up the children sent to Jehu, saying, We are thy servants; we will do all that thou shalt bid us.”
This verse marks a pivotal moment where those in positions of authority submit to Jehu’s demands. 
Their declaration of servitude signifies a shift in power dynamics within Israel; they recognize Jehu as 
their new leader rather than continuing allegiance to Ahab’s lineage. This submission can be interpreted 
as both pragmatic—given their fear—and opportunistic; aligning with Jehu may offer them protection 
or favor under his rule.



Verse 5: “Then he wrote a letter the second time to them, saying, If ye be mine, and if ye will hearken 
unto my voice, take ye the heads of the men your master’s sons, and come to me to Jezreel by 
tomorrow this time.”
Jehu escalates his demands by instructing them explicitly to execute Ahab’s sons. The gruesome nature 
of this command emphasizes his ruthless determination to eliminate any threats from Ahab’s lineage 
completely. By asking for heads as proof of loyalty before meeting him at Jezreel—a location 
associated with significant events in Israelite history—Jehu is solidifying his position while instilling 
terror among potential dissenters.

Verse 6: “And when the letter came to them, they took the king’s sons and slew seventy persons, and 
put their heads in baskets, and sent him them to Jezreel.”
The execution of Ahab’s seventy sons demonstrates both compliance with Jehu’s orders and an 
alarming willingness among these leaders to partake in such brutality. The act itself serves multiple 
purposes: it eliminates potential rivals while simultaneously sending a clear message about loyalty 
under duress. The imagery of severed heads placed into baskets evokes horror but also symbolizes total 
allegiance—these men have severed ties with Ahab’s dynasty entirely.

Verse 7: “And it came to pass when the messenger came and told him saying, They have brought the 
heads of the king’s sons; that he said, Lay ye them in two heaps at the entering in of the gate until 
morning.”
Upon receiving confirmation about Ahab’s sons’ deaths from his messenger—a signifier that his plan 
has succeeded—Jehu commands that their heads be displayed publicly at Jezreel’s gates until morning. 
This act serves both as a warning against rebellion for anyone considering opposing him while 
reinforcing his image as an avenger fulfilling divine prophecy regarding Ahab’s downfall.

Verse 8: “And it came to pass in the morning that he went out and stood and said unto all the people Ye 
be righteous: behold I conspired against my master and slew him: but who slew all these?”
In this verse, Jehu addresses those gathered after witnessing this gruesome display. He attempts to 
justify his actions by framing himself not merely as a usurper but as an instrument executing divine 
judgment upon Ahab’s house—an assertion meant both for self-justification before God and public 
reassurance about his legitimacy as king.

Verse 9: “And he said unto them: Know now that there shall fall unto earth nothing of the word of 
Yahweh which Yahweh spake concerning the house of Ahab: for Yahweh hath done that which he 
spake by his servant Elijah.”
Herein lies an important theological aspect where Jehu invokes prophetic fulfillment regarding God’s 
judgment on Ahab’s family through Elijah—a prophet known for denouncing idolatry among Israelites. 
By linking himself directly with divine prophecy fulfilled through violent means against idolatry (Ahab 
being notorious for leading Israel into Baal worship), Jehu seeks divine endorsement for his bloody 
coup while reinforcing religious justification among observers.

Verse 10: “So Jehu killed all that remained of the house of Ahab in Jezreel; and all his great men, and 
his kinsfolks, and his priests until he left none remaining.”
The culmination of these events sees total annihilation inflicted upon any remaining members 
associated with Ahab—the complete eradication intended not only ensures no rival claims arise but also 



fulfills what was prophesied regarding divine retribution against idolatry within Israelite society under 
King Ahab’s reign. This decisive action solidifies Jehu’s rule while marking an era characterized by 
violence aimed at restoring monotheism amidst rampant polytheism prevalent during prior 
administrations.

2 Kings 10:11
“And so Jehu slew all that remained of the house of Ahab in Jezreel, and all his 
great men, and his familiar friends, and his priests, until he left him none 
remaining.”
In this verse, Jehu completes the task assigned to him by God to eradicate the 
house of Ahab. This act is significant as it symbolizes a divine judgment against 
Ahab’s lineage for their idolatry and wickedness. Jehu’s actions reflect not only 
political maneuvering but also a religious zeal to purify Israel from the influence of 
Baal worship that Ahab had promoted. The phrase “until he left him none 
remaining” underscores the totality of Jehu’s purge, indicating that no potential 
rival or supporter of Ahab was spared.

2 Kings 10:12
“And he arose and departed, and came to Samaria. And as he was at the shearing house in the way, 
Jehu met with the brethren of Ahaziah king of Judah, and said, Who are ye? And they answered, We are 
the brethren of Ahaziah; and we go down to salute the children of the king and the children of the 
queen.”
Jehu’s journey to Samaria leads him to encounter relatives of Ahaziah, who were unaware of his 
intentions. This meeting is crucial as it illustrates how Jehu is systematically eliminating any threats to 
his rule. By asking “Who are ye?” Jehu is assessing whether these men pose a danger or if they can be 
used to further consolidate his power. Their response reveals their loyalty to Ahaziah’s family, which 
ultimately seals their fate as they become victims in Jehu’s campaign against Ahab’s descendants.

2 Kings 10:13
“And he said, Take them alive. And they took them alive, and slew them at the pit of Beth-eked, even 
two and forty men; neither left he any of them.”
This verse highlights Jehu’s ruthless efficiency in executing those associated with Ahab’s dynasty. By 
commanding that they be taken alive first before being killed at Beth-eked, Jehu demonstrates both 
strategic cunning and brutality. The execution of “two and forty men” signifies not just a personal 
vendetta but also serves as a warning to others who might oppose him. The phrase “neither left he any 
of them” reinforces Jehu’s determination to eliminate all potential claimants or supporters from 
Ahaziah’s line.

2 Kings 10:14
“And he said, Let not one escape. And they brought them down to the pit; and slew them there.”
Jehu’s command for none to escape reflects his desire for complete control over Israel without leaving 
any remnants of opposition from Ahab’s family or allies. The act of bringing them down into a pit 
before executing them adds an element of finality to their demise; it is both a literal descent into death 



and a metaphorical representation of their fall from power. This brutal elimination serves as an 
assertion of authority by Jehu while simultaneously fulfilling what he believes is divine retribution 
against idolatry.

2 Kings 10:15
“And when he was departed thence, he lighted on Jonadab the son of Rechab coming to meet him: and 
he saluted him, and said to him, Is thine heart right, as my heart is with thy heart? And Jonadab 
answered, It is. If it be, give me thy hand. And he gave him his hand; and he took him up to him into 
the chariot.”
The encounter with Jonadab signifies an important alliance for Jehu as Jonadab represents a group 
committed to eradicating Baal worship in Israel—the Rechabites were known for their strict adherence 
to Yahweh’s laws. By affirming their shared commitment (“Is thine heart right”), Jehu seeks legitimacy 
for his violent actions through this alliance with a respected figure among those opposed to idolatry. 
Their handshake symbolizes mutual support in purging Israel from its corrupt practices.

2 Kings 10:16
“And he said, Come with me, and see my zeal for the LORD. So they made him ride in his chariot.”
Jehu invites Jonadab into his chariot as a gesture that signifies trust and partnership in carrying out 
God’s will against Baal worshippers. His declaration about showing “my zeal for the LORD” indicates 
that Jehu frames his violent actions not merely as political maneuvers but as divinely sanctioned 
missions aimed at restoring true worship in Israel. This moment emphasizes how leaders often invoke 
religious motives for political actions—Jehu positions himself as an agent acting on behalf of God.

2 Kings 10:17
“And when he came to Samaria, he slew all that remained unto Ahab in Samaria till he had destroyed 
him according to the saying of the LORD which He spake by Elijah.”
Upon reaching Samaria again after dealing with Ahaziah’s relatives, Jehu continues his purge by 
targeting anyone associated with Ahab still residing there. This action fulfills prophetic words spoken 
through Elijah regarding Ahab’s destruction due to his sins against God—demonstrating how prophecy 
can serve as both warning and justification for subsequent actions taken by leaders like Jehu who claim 
divine endorsement.

2 Kings 10:18
“And Jehu gathered all the people together, and said unto them, Ahab served Baal a little; but Jehu shall 
serve Him much.”
In this verse, Jehu addresses the people directly after completing his violent campaign against Ahab’s 
household—a move designed not only for consolidation but also propaganda purposes. By contrasting 
himself with Ahab (“Ahab served Baal a little”), Jehu attempts to position himself as more devoted 
than previous rulers while simultaneously rallying public support against idol worship by promising 
greater service towards Yahweh.

2 Kings 10:19
“Now therefore call unto me all the prophets of Baal; all his servants; all his priests; let none be 
wanting: for I have a great sacrifice to do unto Baal; whosoever shall be wanting shall not live.”
Jehu cleverly manipulates public perception by calling together all prophets associated with Baal under 



false pretenses—claiming that he wishes to offer sacrifices on behalf of Baal while secretly planning 
their destruction instead. His threat (“whosoever shall be wanting shall not live”) ensures compliance 
among those who might otherwise hesitate or refuse attendance at what appears initially like an act 
honoring Baal worship.

2 Kings 10:20
“And Jehu said Proclaim a solemn assembly for Baal. And they proclaimed it.”
This final verse shows how effectively Jehu has orchestrated events leading up towards what will 
become an ambush against Baal worshippers disguised under religious ceremony—a tactic reflecting 
both cunning strategy alongside deep-seated animosity towards idolatry prevalent during previous 
reigns within Israelite history.

2 Kings 10:21
“And Jehu said, Proclaim a solemn assembly for Baal. And they proclaimed it.”
In this verse, Jehu strategically calls for a solemn assembly to worship Baal, which 
serves a dual purpose. On one hand, he appears to be honoring the Baal 
worshippers and their practices, which would help him gain their trust and 
participation. On the other hand, this proclamation is a cunning ploy to gather all 
the worshippers of Baal in one place, setting the stage for his subsequent actions 
against them. By publicly calling for this assembly, Jehu is able to draw out those 
who are loyal to Baal and ensure that they are all present when he executes his 
plan.

2 Kings 10:22
“And Jehu sent through all Israel: and all the worshippers of Baal came, so that there was not a man left 
that came not.” And they came into the house of Baal; and the house of Baal was full from one end to 
another.
Jehu’s call for an assembly proves effective as it draws every worshipper of Baal from across Israel. 
The fact that “not a man left that came not” emphasizes the extent of Baal’s influence in Israel at that 
time. This gathering at the house of Baal signifies not only their devotion but also highlights how 
deeply entrenched idolatry had become in Israelite society. The overflowing nature of the house 
indicates a significant turnout, showcasing both the numbers involved in this pagan worship and setting 
up an opportunity for Jehu to carry out his intended purge.

2 Kings 10:23
“And Jehu went, and Jehonadab the son of Rechab, into the house of Baal; and said unto the 
worshippers of Baal, Search and look that there be here with you none of the servants of the LORD, but 
the worshippers of Baal only.”
In this verse, Jehu enters with Jonadab, reinforcing his commitment to eradicating idolatry while 
appearing as though he is still aligned with those who worship Baal. His directive to search for any 
servants of Yahweh among them is critical; it ensures that only true followers of Baal remain present 
during what is about to unfold. This careful maneuvering demonstrates Jehu’s tactical approach—he is 



methodically ensuring that no innocent bystanders or true believers in God will be harmed during his 
planned execution against idolaters.

2 Kings 10:24
“And when they went in to offer sacrifices and burnt offerings, Jehu appointed fourscore men without, 
and said, If any of the men whom I have brought into your hands escape, he that letteth him go, his life 
shall be for the life of him.”
Here we see Jehu taking decisive action by appointing eighty men outside as guards during the 
sacrificial rites inside. This shows his calculated intent; he has set up a perimeter to prevent any 
escapees from fleeing once he initiates his attack on these idolaters. The severe warning—“his life shall 
be for the life of him”—highlights both Jehu’s seriousness about completing this task and serves as an 
incentive for these guards to ensure no one escapes.

2 Kings 10:25
“And it came to pass, as soon as he had made an end of offering the burnt offering, that Jehu said to the 
guard and to the captains, Go in and slay them; let none come forth. And they smote them with the edge 
of the sword; and the guard and the captains cast them out, and went to the city of the house of Baal.”
Once Jehu completes his own offerings—a deceptive act meant to solidify his position among these 
idolaters—he gives command for execution. The phrase “let none come forth” underscores his 
determination not just to kill but also to eliminate any possibility for future rebellion or resurgence 
from these followers. The execution carried out by his guards represents a brutal yet necessary step 
towards cleansing Israel from idolatry as per divine mandate.

2 Kings 10:26
“And they brought forth the images out of the house of Baal, and burned them.”
After executing those gathered within its walls, Jehu orders that idols associated with Baal worship be 
removed from their sanctuary and destroyed by fire. This act symbolizes not only physical destruction 
but also spiritual cleansing—a rejection of false gods in favor of returning Israel back under Yahweh’s 
sovereignty. Burning these images signifies total eradication rather than mere removal; it reflects a 
commitment toward eliminating any remnants or influences associated with idolatry.

2 Kings 10:27
“And they brake down the image of Baal, and brake down the house of Baal, and made it a draught-
house unto this day.”
The dismantling of both idols and structures dedicated to Baal marks a significant turning point in 
Israel’s religious landscape under Jehu’s reign. Transforming what was once a temple into a latrine 
serves as an ultimate insult against idol worship—it conveys disdain towards what was previously held 
sacred by its followers while simultaneously ensuring its complete desecration so that it could never 
again serve its original purpose.

2 Kings 10:28
“Thus Jehu destroyed Baal out of Israel.”
This succinct statement encapsulates Jehu’s mission against idolatry—he has successfully eradicated 
worship practices dedicated to Baal throughout Israel. It signifies not just physical destruction but also 
represents theological victory over false gods as ordained by God through prophecy earlier given via 



Elijah (1 Kings 19:17). By fulfilling this divine commandment through decisive action against such 
widespread idolatry within Israelite society shows how far-reaching consequences can arise from 
faithful obedience.

2 Kings 10:29
“Howbeit from the sins of Jeroboam the son of Nebat who made Israel sin; Jehu departed not from after 
them,”
Despite having eliminated direct worship practices related specifically towards Baal cults within 
Israelite territory under King Ahab’s influence—the text notes here that remnants remain concerning 
Jeroboam’s established calf-worshipping traditions which continue unabated even under new leadership 
represented by King Jehu himself! This acknowledgment reveals complexities surrounding leadership 
transitions where old habits die hard despite efforts aimed at reforming national identity away from 
previous sinful patterns established long ago.

2 Kings 10:30
“And the LORD said unto Jehu, Because thou hast done well in executing that which is right in mine 
eyes,”
In conclusion here we find affirmation directly given by God regarding actions taken thus far under 
King Jehu’s rule! His zealousness towards purging idolatrous practices earns him commendation along 
with promises concerning future blessings upon lineage due diligence shown towards fulfilling divine 
mandates laid before him earlier on behalf Of Yahweh Himself! This reinforces themes found 
throughout scripture emphasizing importance placed upon obedience alongside righteousness leading 
ultimately toward blessings bestowed upon faithful leaders willing stand firm against corruption 
prevalent amongst nations around them!

2 Kings 10:31
“But Jehu took no heed to walk in the law of the Lord God of Israel with all his 
heart: for he departed not from the sins of Jeroboam, which made Israel to sin.”
In this verse, we see a critical assessment of Jehu’s reign and his relationship with 
God. Although Jehu was zealous in eradicating Baal worship and fulfilling God’s 
command to destroy the house of Ahab, he failed to fully commit himself to 
following the laws of the Lord. His lack of attention to the Mosaic law indicates a 
superficial adherence to religion; he did not engage with it wholeheartedly. Instead, 
he continued the practices initiated by Jeroboam, which included idol worship 
through golden calves. This failure highlights a significant flaw in Jehu’s leadership
—while he acted against false gods, he did not pursue true worship or 
righteousness as prescribed by God.

2 Kings 10:32
“And the Lord said unto Jehu, Because thou hast done well in executing that which is right in mine 
eyes, and hast done unto the house of Ahab according to all that was in mine heart, thy children of the 
fourth generation shall sit on the throne of Israel.”



Here, God acknowledges Jehu’s actions against Ahab’s house as commendable and aligned with divine 
will. The Lord rewards Jehu for his obedience in executing judgment upon Ahab’s lineage. This 
promise extends to Jehu’s descendants, indicating that his lineage will maintain a significant presence 
on Israel’s throne for four generations. This assurance reflects God’s grace and willingness to bless 
those who fulfill His commands, even if their overall faithfulness is lacking. It underscores a theme 
found throughout scripture where God uses imperfect individuals for His purposes while also providing 
them with blessings.

2 Kings 10:33
“But Jehu took no heed to walk in the law of the Lord God of Israel with all his heart: for he departed 
not from the sins of Jeroboam, which made Israel to sin.”
This verse reiterates Jehu’s failure to fully embrace God’s law despite receiving divine approval for 
specific actions. The repetition emphasizes that while he executed judgment effectively against Baal 
worshipers and Ahab’s family, his commitment was incomplete. By continuing Jeroboam’s idolatrous 
practices, Jehu demonstrated a lack of genuine devotion and understanding of what it meant to lead 
Israel back into true worship. This inconsistency serves as a warning about partial obedience; it 
suggests that merely acting against certain sins does not equate to a holistic pursuit of righteousness.

2 Kings 10:34
“Now the rest of the acts of Jehu, and all that he did, and all his might, are they not written in the book 
of the chronicles of the kings of Israel?”
This verse transitions from discussing Jehu’s spiritual failures to acknowledging his military exploits 
and governance. It invites readers to look beyond what has been stated about his reign by referring 
them to historical records—the “book of chronicles.” This suggests that while some aspects are 
highlighted here (his zeal against Baal), there were other significant achievements worth noting. It 
implies that history often captures both triumphs and failures; thus, understanding a leader requires 
examining their entire legacy rather than isolated incidents.

2 Kings 10:35
“And Jehu slept with his fathers: and they buried him in Samaria: and Jehoahaz his son reigned in his 
stead.”
The conclusion marks an end to Jehu’s life and reign over Israel. His burial in Samaria signifies respect 
for royal traditions despite any shortcomings during his rule. The transition indicates continuity within 
leadership as his son Jehoahaz ascends to power. However, this succession also raises questions about 
whether Jehoahaz would follow in his father’s footsteps or continue down paths similar to those 
established by Jeroboam—highlighting concerns about spiritual fidelity within future generations.

2 Kings 10:36
“And the time that Jehu reigned over Israel in Samaria was twenty-eight years.”
This final verse provides a temporal context for understanding Jehu’s reign—28 years—a significant 
period during which various political dynamics unfolded within Israel. It encapsulates an era marked 
by both violence against idolatry and ongoing struggles with true worship among God’s people. The 
length of reign allows readers to reflect on how much change can occur within such timeframes 
regarding national identity and religious fidelity.



CHAPTER 11:

2 Kings 11:1
“When Athaliah the mother of Ahaziah saw that her son was dead, she arose and 
destroyed all the royal heirs.”
This verse introduces a critical moment in the history of Judah, marking the 
ruthless ambition of Athaliah, who, upon learning of her son Ahaziah’s death, 
sought to eliminate any potential rivals to her power. Athaliah’s actions reflect a 
desperate attempt to secure her position as queen by annihilating all members of 
the royal family who could claim the throne. This act of violence not only 
demonstrates her ambition but also highlights the chaotic political landscape 
following Jehu’s coup against the house of Ahab. The significance of this moment is 
profound; it sets into motion a series of events that will ultimately lead to the 
preservation of the Davidic line through Joash.

2 Kings 11:2
“But Jehosheba, the daughter of King Joram, sister of Ahaziah, took Joash the son of Ahaziah, and stole 
him away from among the king’s sons which were slain; and they hid him and his nurse in the bedroom 
from Athaliah, so that he was not killed.”
In stark contrast to Athaliah’s brutality, Jehosheba emerges as a heroic figure. As a daughter of King 
Joram and sister to Ahaziah, she recognizes the imminent danger posed by her mother-in-law. Her 
courageous act of rescuing Joash signifies a pivotal moment in God’s plan for Judah. By hiding Joash 
in a secure location within the temple complex—specifically in a bedroom—Jehosheba ensures that at 
least one heir remains alive to continue David’s lineage. This act not only preserves Joash’s life but also 
serves as an essential link to God’s covenant with David regarding his descendants.

2 Kings 11:3
“And he was hid with her in the house of the LORD six years: and Athaliah did reign over the land.”
For six years, Joash is concealed within the temple under Jehosheba’s protection while Athaliah rules 
unchallenged over Judah. This period is significant as it reflects both God’s providence and patience; 
despite Athaliah’s tyrannical reign marked by idolatry and bloodshed, God preserves Joash for His 
divine purpose. The temple becomes not just a physical refuge but also a spiritual sanctuary where 
Joash can grow away from Athaliah’s influence. During these years, although he remains hidden from 
public view, Joash is being prepared for his future role as king.

2 Kings 11:4
“And the seventh year Jehoiada sent and fetched the rulers over hundreds with the captains and guards, 
and brought them to him into the house of the LORD: and he made a covenant with them, and took an 
oath of them in the house of the LORD, and showed them the king’s son.”
The seventh year marks a turning point when Jehoiada—the high priest—takes decisive action to 
restore rightful leadership in Judah. By gathering military leaders loyal to him at the temple, he forms 



an alliance aimed at dethroning Athaliah. The making of a covenant signifies not only political 
maneuvering but also invokes divine authority by taking oaths in God’s house. Presenting Joash as king 
symbolizes hope for restoration among those who have suffered under Athaliah’s rule. It underscores 
Jehoiada’s faithfulness to God’s promise regarding David’s lineage.

2 Kings 11:5
“And he commanded them, saying, This is the thing that ye shall do; A third part of you that enter in on 
the sabbath shall even be keepers of the watch over the king’s house; “
Jehoiada outlines a strategic plan for protecting Joash during this critical transition period. By dividing 
their forces into thirds—one group guarding Joash directly while others maintain security around key 
locations—Jehoiada ensures that there are sufficient defenses against any potential threats from 
Athaliah or her supporters. This tactical approach reflects careful planning necessary for executing their 
coup successfully while minimizing risk during what could be an explosive confrontation.

2 Kings 11:6
“And another third part shall be at the gate Sur; and another third part at the gate behind the guard: so 
shall ye keep watch over the house that it be not broken down.”
Continuing his instructions on securing Joash’s safety, Jehoiada assigns specific roles for each group 
stationed at strategic points around Jerusalem. The gates mentioned are crucial access points that need 
vigilant oversight to prevent any infiltration or surprise attack by loyalists still supporting Athaliah. 
This meticulous arrangement illustrates how serious Jehoiada is about ensuring both immediate 
security for young Joash and long-term stability for Judah once they initiate their plan against Athaliah.

2 Kings 11:7
“And two parts of all you that go forth on sabbath shall keep watch overthe house ofthe LORD 
aboutthe king.”
Jehoiada emphasizes maintaining vigilance even among those who are off duty during Sabbath 
observances—a time traditionally associated with rest but now necessitating heightened alertness due 
to impending conflict. By instructing two groups from those off duty to remain vigilant around both 
Joash and God’s temple itself indicates how intertwined their mission is with divine purpose; protecting 
both their future king and sacred space reflects their commitment not just politically but spiritually.

2 Kings 11:8
“And ye shall compassthe king round about every man with his weapons inhis hand:and hethat 
comethwithin range let himbe slain:and be ye withthe kingas he goeth outand ashe comethin.”
The directive given here underscores both urgency and seriousness surrounding their mission—to 
protect young King Joash at all costs while eliminating any threats posed by enemies or traitors within 
their ranks. The language used evokes martial readiness; every soldier must be armed while encircling 
Joash closely during movements outside or inside safe zones like temples or palaces alike—this shows 
how vital it is for them not onlyto safeguardtheir leader but also demonstrate unity against tyranny 
embodied byAthaliah.

2 Kings 11:9
“Andthe captainsoverhundreds did accordingtoallthingsthatJehoiadahthe priestcommanded:and 
theytookeverymanhis menthatwerecomeinonthe sabbathwiththemthat should go outon duty onthe 



sabbath,and came tothe priest.”
This verse illustrates effective leadership demonstrated by Jehoiada as well as loyalty exhibited by 
military commanders who follow his orders without hesitation or question—a testamentto shared 
commitment towards restoring rightful governance under God’s chosen line through David 
viaJoash.Their readiness indicates strong morale among troops willingto risk everythingfor this cause 
which further solidifies confidencein successagainstAthaliahandher regime.

2 Kings 11:10
“And Jehoiada gave tothe captains spearsand shields thathadbeenkingDavid’swhichwere 
inthehouseoftheLORD.”
In preparation for confronting Athaliah directly after establishing security measures aroundJoash,the 
provisionof weapons previously belongingtoKingDavid serves multiple purposes—it connects present 
events backtoGod’s promises made long ago concerningDavidic lineage while simultaneously instilling 
courageamong soldiersby remindingthemof victories achievedthroughfaithful serviceunderGod.This act 
reinforcesbothhistorical continuityandspiritual significancebehindtheir missionas they preparefor 
battleagainsttyranny.

2 Kings 11:11
“And the guard stood, every man with his weapons in his hand, round about the 
king, from the south side of the temple to the north side of the temple, along by the 
altar and the temple.”
In this verse, we see a clear depiction of the security measures taken to protect King 
Joash after he was revealed as the rightful heir to the throne. The guards were 
strategically positioned around him, forming a protective barrier that extended 
from one side of the temple to another. This not only illustrates their commitment 
to safeguarding Joash but also emphasizes the significance of the temple as a 
central place of worship and authority in Judah. The mention of weapons indicates 
that there was an atmosphere of tension and potential conflict, given Athaliah’s 
previous actions and her desire to maintain power. The presence of armed guards 
signifies both a physical and symbolic protection over Joash, who represents hope 
for restoring rightful leadership in Judah.

2 Kings 11:12
“And he brought forth the king’s son, and put the crown upon him, and gave him the testimony; and 
they made him king, and anointed him; and they clapped their hands, and said, God save the king.”
This verse marks a pivotal moment in Judah’s history—the coronation of Joash as king. Jehoiada’s 
actions in bringing forth Joash symbolize not just a transfer of power but also a restoration of divine 
order as he places a crown on Joash’s head. The “testimony” likely refers to either a scroll or set of 
laws that outline kingship responsibilities according to God’s covenant with Israel. The act of anointing 
signifies divine approval for Joash’s reign. The enthusiastic response from those present—clapping 
hands and proclaiming “God save the king”—highlights their joy and relief at having a legitimate ruler 



after years under Athaliah’s tyrannical rule. This moment is filled with hope for renewal among the 
people.

2 Kings 11:13
“And when Athaliah heard the noise of the guard and of the people, she came to the people into the 
temple of the LORD.”
Athaliah’s reaction upon hearing celebrations within her own domain reveals her immediate concern 
for her position as queen. Her decision to enter into the temple indicates her recognition that something 
significant has occurred—likely realizing that her reign is being challenged. The noise created by both 
guards and citizens suggests that there is now widespread support for Joash among those who had 
previously been oppressed under her rule. Athaliah’s entrance into this sacred space also underscores 
her desperation; she seeks to confront what she perceives as a threat directly within a location 
associated with divine authority.

2 Kings 11:14
“And when she looked, behold, the king stood by a pillar, as was custom; and the princes and 
trumpeters by the king, and all the people of the land rejoiced, and blew with trumpets: and Athaliah 
rent her clothes, and cried, Treason! Treason!”
Upon entering, Athaliah sees Joash standing by a pillar—a traditional position for kings during public 
proclamations—which further legitimizes his claim to kingship in contrast to her usurpation. The sight 
of joyful subjects celebrating with trumpets amplifies her sense of betrayal; she realizes that she has 
lost control over Judah. Her tearing of clothes is an expression of grief or outrage typical in ancient 
Near Eastern culture when faced with calamity or dishonor. By shouting “Treason! Treason!”, Athaliah 
attempts to frame Joash’s ascension as an act against her authority rather than recognizing it as part of 
God’s plan for restoration.

2 Kings 11:15
“But Jehoiada the priest commanded his captains that were set over the host, saying unto them, Have 
her forth without the ranges: and him that followeth her kill with the sword. For the priest had said, Let 
her not be slain in the house of the LORD.”
Jehoiada’s command reflects both strategic thinking and respect for sacred space; he orders Athaliah 
removed from within God’s house before executing judgment upon her. His directive shows 
decisiveness in dealing with threats against Joash while maintaining reverence for holy ground—a 
principle deeply rooted in Israelite law. By instructing his captains not only to remove but also kill 
anyone who follows Athaliah (indicating potential loyalists), Jehoiada ensures that any remnants of 
opposition are swiftly dealt with while protecting what he sees as divinely ordained leadership.

2 Kings 11:16
“And they laid hands on her; and she went by way by which horses came into the king’s house: and 
there was she slain.”
The execution method described here—leading Athaliah through where horses entered—symbolizes 
both humiliation for someone who once held power as queen and serves practical purposes by avoiding 
public spectacle within sacred spaces. Her death marks not just personal retribution but also signifies 
God’s judgment against idolatry associated with Baal worship which flourished under her reign. This 



decisive action allows Judah to move forward without lingering threats from past rulers who led them 
astray.

2 Kings 11:17
“And Jehoiada made a covenant between the LORD and the king and the people, that they should be 
the LORD’s people; between the king also and the people.”
In this verse, Jehoiada, the high priest, establishes a crucial covenant that serves as a foundational 
moment for both the monarchy and the religious life of Judah. By invoking the name of the LORD, he 
emphasizes that this agreement is not merely political but spiritual in nature. The covenant binds not 
only King Joash to God but also connects him with his subjects, reinforcing their collective identity as 
“the LORD’s people.” This act signifies a restoration of proper worship and allegiance to Yahweh after 
years of idolatry under Athaliah’s rule. It marks a pivotal transition from tyranny back to divine 
governance.

2 Kings 11:18
“And all the people of the land went into the house of Baal, and brake it down; his altars and his images 
brake they in pieces thoroughly, and slew Mattan the priest of Baal before the altars. And the priest 
appointed officers over the house of the LORD.”
This verse depicts a dramatic act of reformation led by Jehoiada and supported by Joash. The people’s 
destruction of Baal’s temple symbolizes their rejection of idolatry and their commitment to Yahweh. By 
breaking down Baal’s altars and killing Mattan, who was likely a high priest of Baal, they demonstrate 
their zeal for purifying their worship practices. This action not only eradicates pagan influences but 
also reinforces Jehoiada’s authority as he appoints new officers over God’s house, ensuring that true 
worship is restored in Jerusalem.

2 Kings 11:19
“And he took the captains over hundreds, and the bodyguards, and the runners, and all the people of the 
land; and they brought down the king from the house of the LORD: and they came through the gate of 
the guard unto the king’s house. And he sat on the throne of the kings.”
Here we see Joash being publicly presented as king after years in hiding. The involvement of military 
leaders—captains over hundreds—and other influential figures underscores that this is not just a 
ceremonial event but one backed by significant political support. Bringing Joash from God’s temple to 
his royal palace symbolizes his rightful claim to kingship after being hidden away during Athaliah’s 
reign. Sitting on “the throne of kings” signifies not only his ascension to power but also God’s 
fulfillment of His promise to maintain David’s lineage.

2 Kings 11:20
“And all the people of the land rejoiced, and blew with trumpets, and said, God save the king.”
The public reaction is one filled with joy and celebration as they acknowledge Joash as their new ruler. 
The blowing of trumpets signifies both jubilation and an official proclamation regarding Joash’s 
kingship. Their cry “God save the king” reflects their recognition that true authority comes from God 
alone; it is an acknowledgment that while Joash sits on David’s throne, it is ultimately God who has 
placed him there. This moment marks a significant turning point for Judah as it moves away from 
oppression towards hope under righteous leadership.



2 Kings 11:21
“Joash was seven years old when he began to reign.”
This concluding verse highlights Joash’s youth at ascension—only seven years old—emphasizing both 
vulnerability and potential for growth under wise guidance. His age indicates that he will require strong 
mentorship from Jehoiada during his formative years as king. Despite being so young, Joash represents 
continuity in David’s line—a critical aspect for maintaining legitimacy in Judah’s monarchy amidst 
political upheaval. His reign begins at such an early age sets up an interesting dynamic where wisdom 
must be imparted quickly if Judah is to thrive once again.

CHAPTER 12:

2 Kings 12:1
“In the seventh year of Jehu Jehoash began to reign; and he reigned forty years in 
Jerusalem. And his mother’s name was Zibiah of Beersheba.”
Jehoash, also known as Joash, ascended to the throne of Judah during a politically 
tumultuous time marked by the reign of Jehu in Israel. His reign lasted for forty 
years, indicating a significant period of stability in Jerusalem compared to other 
kings. The mention of his mother, Zibiah from Beersheba, highlights the 
importance of maternal lineage in royal contexts and suggests that she may have 
had influence during his early years. This detail sets the stage for understanding 
Jehoash’s character and decisions as a king, particularly as he was only seven years 
old when he began to rule.

2 Kings 12:2
“And Jehoash did that which was right in the sight of the LORD all his days wherein Jehoiada the 
priest instructed him.”
During the early part of his reign, Jehoash is characterized as a king who adhered to righteousness 
according to divine standards, largely due to the guidance provided by Jehoiada, a high priest. This 
relationship between king and priest is crucial; it illustrates how effective leadership can be influenced 
by wise counsel. The phrase “all his days” indicates that Jehoash maintained this righteous path only 
while under Jehoiada’s mentorship, suggesting that external influences significantly impacted his moral 
compass.

2 Kings 12:3
“But the high places were not taken away: the people still sacrificed and burnt incense in the high 
places.”
Despite Jehoash’s initial commitment to righteousness, he failed to eliminate the high places where 
idolatrous worship occurred. This omission reflects a partial reform rather than a complete overhaul of 
religious practices in Judah. The persistence of these high places signifies deep-rooted cultural 
traditions among the people that resisted change even under new leadership. It also indicates that while 
Jehoash sought to honor God, he did not fully confront or dismantle all forms of idolatry prevalent at 
that time.



2 Kings 12:4
“And Jehoash said to the priests, All the money of the dedicated gifts that are brought into the house of 
the LORD, each man’s census money, each man’s assessment money, and all the money that a man 
purposeth in his heart to bring into the house of the LORD, let the priests take it themselves, each of 
them from his acquaintance; and let them repair the breaches of the house wheresoever any breach shall 
be found.”
In this verse, King Jehoash initiates a plan for repairing and restoring the temple by directing financial 
resources towards its upkeep. He identifies various sources of income—dedicated gifts from 
worshippers and mandatory contributions like census money—indicating an organized approach to 
temple restoration. By empowering priests to manage these funds directly for repairs, he emphasizes 
accountability within religious leadership while addressing previous mismanagement issues where 
funds were diverted away from their intended purpose.

2 Kings 12:5
“And it was so, that in the three-and-twentieth year of king Jehoash the priests had not repaired the 
breaches of the house.”
This verse reveals a significant delay in action regarding temple repairs despite King Jehoash’s 
directives. After twenty-three years into his reign, it becomes apparent that either negligence or lack of 
initiative on part of the priests has prevented necessary repairs from being undertaken. This stagnation 
raises questions about their commitment to maintaining sacred spaces and fulfilling their 
responsibilities as spiritual leaders within Judah.

2 Kings 12:6
“And king Jehoash called for Jehoiada the priest and said unto him, Why repair ye not the breaches of 
the house? now therefore take no more money from your acquaintance but deliver it for repairing the 
breaches of the house.”
Frustrated with inaction regarding temple repairs after many years have passed since he first issued 
instructions, King Jehoash confronts Jehoiada directly about this failure. His command to cease 
collecting funds indicates a shift towards accountability; instead of relying on potentially ineffective 
systems already in place, he seeks immediate action by reallocating existing resources specifically for 
repairs. This moment underscores both royal authority and responsibility toward sacred duties.

2 Kings 12:7
“And Jehoiada took a chest and bored a hole in its lid and set it beside the altar on the right side as one 
cometh into the house of Jehovah: and the priests that kept guard at the door put therein all money that 
was brought into Jehovah’s house.”
In response to King Jehoash’s directive for better management regarding temple funds, Jehoiada 
innovatively creates a collection chest designed specifically for donations aimed at repairs. By placing 
this chest near an entrance point where worshippers could easily contribute funds directly into it 
reinforces transparency within financial dealings related to temple maintenance while fostering 
community involvement in restoring their place of worship.

2 Kings 12:8
“And it was so when they saw that there was much money in chest, that king’s scribe and chief priest 
came up and they put up in bags and told them how much they found.”



As contributions began accumulating within this newly established chest system designed by Jehoiada, 
both administrative oversight (the king’s scribe) along with religious authority (the chief priest) 
collaborated effectively together ensuring proper accounting practices were followed concerning 
collected funds meant solely for temple restoration efforts. Their actions reflect diligence towards fiscal 
responsibility while also highlighting communal support towards revitalizing sacred spaces through 
collective effort.

2 Kings 12:9
“And they gave account unto king Joash; how much they had received; and they gave money out unto 
them that did work hard in Jehovah’s house.”
This verse illustrates an efficient process whereby collected funds are accounted for transparently 
before King Joash who receives reports detailing amounts raised through community contributions 
directed toward restoration projects within Jehovah’s house—the temple itself—demonstrating 
responsible stewardship over sacred finances while ensuring those engaged actively working on repairs 
receive fair compensation reflecting their labor invested back into maintaining holy spaces.

2 Kings 12:10
“And when they saw that there was much money brought into Jehovah’s house,”
The culmination here emphasizes successful fundraising efforts resulting from community engagement 
around restoring their place worship—a testament not only reflecting dedication among citizens but 
also reinforcing faithfulness towards honoring God through tangible actions taken collectively aimed at 
preserving sacred sites central religious life within Judah during King Joash’s reign.

2 Kings 12:11
“And they gave the money, being told, into the hands of them that did the work, 
and they hired masons and carpenters to repair the house of the LORD, and also 
goldsmiths and founders to overlay the house of the LORD with gold.”

In this verse, we see a significant step taken by King Jehoash in his efforts to restore the temple. The 
funds collected for repairs were entrusted to skilled workers—masons, carpenters, goldsmiths, and 
founders—who were tasked with restoring and beautifying the temple. This indicates a structured 
approach to the restoration project, ensuring that qualified artisans were employed for specific tasks. 
The involvement of goldsmiths and founders highlights an intention not only to repair but also to 
enhance the temple’s splendor through gilding. This reflects Jehoash’s commitment to honoring God 
through the physical representation of His dwelling place.

2 Kings 12:12
“And they gave unto them money, according to their hand, and they made repairs on the house of the 
LORD.”

This verse emphasizes that payments were made directly in accordance with the work done by these 
craftsmen. The phrase “according to their hand” suggests a system of accountability where workers 
were compensated based on their contributions. This practice would have encouraged diligence among 
those involved in the restoration process as it tied their remuneration directly to their performance. It 



also indicates a level of organization within this project that was likely necessary given its scale and 
importance.

2 Kings 12:13
“Howbeit there were not made for the house of the LORD bowls of silver, snuffers, basins, trumpets, 
any vessels of gold or vessels of silver, of the money that was brought into the house of the LORD.”

In this verse, it is noted that despite collecting substantial funds for repairs, certain items typically 
associated with temple worship—such as bowls for offerings or instruments used in ceremonies—were 
not created from these resources. This could suggest a prioritization in spending; perhaps immediate 
structural repairs took precedence over liturgical items. It may also reflect a broader issue regarding 
resource allocation within temple practices at this time. The absence of these sacred vessels might 
indicate either a lack of foresight in planning or an ongoing struggle with idolatrous practices that 
diverted attention from proper worship.

2 Kings 12:14
“But they gave that money unto the workmen, and repaired therewith the house of the LORD.”

Here we see confirmation that all funds collected were indeed utilized for their intended purpose—the 
repair of God’s house. This reinforces King Jehoash’s integrity in managing temple finances after 
previous mismanagement by priests who had diverted funds for personal use. The focus remains on 
restoring what had been damaged rather than expanding or creating new items unrelated to immediate 
needs. This dedication signifies a return to proper worship practices under Jehoash’s reign.

2 Kings 12:15
“And they reckoned not with the men into whose hand they delivered the money to be bestowed on 
workmen: for they dealt faithfully.”

This verse highlights an important aspect of trust within this restoration project—the workers who 
received funds did so without strict oversight because they were deemed trustworthy. This suggests a 
level of integrity among those involved in both management and execution phases of temple repairs. 
The absence of reckoning implies confidence in these individuals’ honesty and commitment to 
fulfilling their responsibilities without misappropriating funds.

2 Kings 12:16
“The trespass money and sin money was not brought into the house of the LORD: it was the priests’.”

In this verse, we learn about different categories of offerings—specifically trespass offerings (for 
unintentional sins) and sin offerings (for deliberate transgressions). These funds were designated for 
priests rather than being allocated toward temple repairs. This separation underscores how priestly roles 
included financial management related specifically to sacrificial offerings while highlighting potential 
conflicts between priestly duties and responsibilities concerning temple maintenance.

2 Kings 12:17
“Then Hazael king of Syria went up and fought against Gath, and took it: and Hazael set his face to go 
up to Jerusalem.”



This verse introduces Hazael as a significant threat during Jehoash’s reign; he had successfully 
captured Gath—a strategic city—and now turned his attention toward Jerusalem itself. Hazael’s 
military campaigns represent external pressures faced by Judah during this period which could have 
dire consequences for Jehoash’s kingdom if Jerusalem fell under siege or attack.

2 Kings 12:18
“And Jehoash took all the hallowed things that Jehoshaphat, and Jehoram, and Ahaziah, his fathers 
kings of Judah had dedicated; and his own hallowed things; and sent them to Hazael king of Syria: and 
he went away from Jerusalem.”

Faced with impending danger from Hazael’s forces threatening Jerusalem’s safety, King Jehoash 
resorted to desperate measures by sending valuable sacred items from both past kings’ reigns as well as 
his own treasures as tribute or ransom. This act illustrates how dire circumstances can lead leaders like 
Jehoash away from faithfulness towards God’s commands regarding sacred objects when national 
security is at stake.

2 Kings 12:19
“And concerning all other acts of Joash, and all that he did, are they not written in the book of 
Chronicles of the kings of Judah?”

This verse serves as a transition point indicating that further details about King Joash’s reign—
including additional accomplishments or failures—are documented elsewhere (likely referring readers 
towards historical records known as Chronicles). Such references emphasize how biblical history often 
intertwines narratives across different texts providing context about leadership dynamics during various 
periods throughout Israelite history.

2 Kings 12:20
“And his servants arose, and made a conspiracy, and slew Joash in the house of Millo which goeth 
down to Silla.”

The assassination plot against Joash reveals internal strife within his court leading ultimately toward 
betrayal by those closest around him—his own servants conspired against him resulting in murder at 
Millo (a fortified area). Such violent political upheaval reflects instability prevalent during times when 
leaders stray from divine guidance leading them astray morally or spiritually.

2 Kings 12:21
“For Jozachar son of Shimeath; and Jehozabad son of Shomer, his servants smote him; and he died; and 
they buried him with his fathers in city David: And Amaziah his son reigned in his stead.”

The final verse concludes Joash’s life story detailing who orchestrated his assassination while also 
noting where he was buried alongside previous kings—a signifier still holding some honor despite 
ending tragically due largely due poor choices influenced heavily post-Jehoiada’s death leading him 
astray spiritually before ultimately facing judgment through violent means resulting from conspiracies 
formed against him.

CHAPTER 13:



2 Kings 13:1
“In the three and twentieth year of Joash the son of Ahaziah king of Judah 
Jehoahaz the son of Jehu began to reign over Israel in Samaria, and reigned 
seventeen years.”
This verse marks the beginning of Jehoahaz’s reign over Israel, highlighting a 
significant transition in leadership. Jehoahaz, the son of Jehu, ascends to the throne 
during a time when Joash is king in Judah. The mention of specific years provides 
a chronological context that helps readers understand the timeline of events in 
Israel’s history. Jehoahaz’s reign lasted for seventeen years, which indicates a 
relatively stable period despite the challenges faced by Israel during his rule.

2 Kings 13:2
“And he did that which was evil in the sight of the LORD, and followed the sins of Jeroboam the son of 
Nebat, which made Israel to sin; he departed not from them.”
This verse characterizes Jehoahaz as an ungodly king who continued in the sinful practices established 
by Jeroboam I. His actions are described as “evil” in God’s sight, indicating a rejection of divine 
commandments and an embrace of idolatry. By following Jeroboam’s example, who had led Israel into 
sin through idol worship, Jehoahaz perpetuated a cycle of disobedience that would have dire 
consequences for Israel. The phrase “he departed not from them” emphasizes his steadfastness in sin 
rather than repentance or reform.

2 Kings 13:3
“And the anger of the LORD was kindled against Israel; and he delivered them into the hand of Hazael 
king of Syria, and into the hand of Benhadad the son of Hazael, all their days.”
Here we see a direct consequence of Israel’s unfaithfulness: God’s anger leads to their oppression by 
foreign powers. Hazael and his son Benhadad represent external threats that exploit Israel’s spiritual 
decline. This verse illustrates a recurring theme in biblical narratives where disobedience results in 
divine judgment manifested through military defeat and subjugation. The phrase “all their days” 
suggests that this oppression was not temporary but rather a prolonged period during Jehoahaz’s reign.

2 Kings 13:4
“And Jehoahaz besought the LORD, and the LORD hearkened unto him: for he saw the oppression of 
Israel, because the king of Syria oppressed them.”
In this verse, we witness a moment where Jehoahaz turns to God amid crisis. His plea reflects 
desperation as he acknowledges Israel’s suffering under Syrian oppression. Importantly, God responds 
favorably to his request due to His compassion for His people despite their sins. This interaction 
highlights God’s mercy and willingness to listen even when His people have strayed far from Him. It 
also sets up a contrast between human failure and divine grace.

2 Kings 13:5
“And the LORD gave Israel a saviour, so that they went out from under the hand of the Syrians: and the 
children of Israel dwelt in their tents as before.”
This verse signifies God’s intervention on behalf of His people by providing them with a savior or 



deliverer who frees them from Syrian control. The restoration mentioned here allows Israelites to return 
to their homes (“dwell in their tents”) as they had previously done before oppression took hold. This act 
demonstrates God’s faithfulness to His covenant with Israel despite their repeated failures and serves as 
an encouragement for future generations about God’s readiness to save those who call upon Him.

2 Kings 13:6
“Nevertheless they departed not from the sins of the house of Jeroboam, who made Israel sin; but 
walked therein: and there remained the grove also in Samaria.”
Despite experiencing deliverance from oppression, this verse reveals that Israel did not genuinely 
repent or turn away from idolatry associated with Jeroboam’s legacy. Their continued adherence to 
these sins indicates a superficial acknowledgment rather than true transformation or commitment to 
God’s ways. The mention of “the grove also in Samaria” refers to persistent pagan worship practices 
that were deeply ingrained within society at this time.

2 Kings 13:7
“Neither did he leave of the people to Jehoahaz but fifty horsemen, and ten chariots, and ten thousand 
footmen; for the king of Syria had destroyed them, and made them like dust by threshing.”
This verse paints a grim picture regarding Israel’s military capabilities under Jehoahaz’s rule due to 
ongoing conflicts with Syria. The numbers indicate significant losses—only fifty horsemen remain 
alongside minimal chariot forces—reflecting how severely weakened Israel has become as a result of 
warfare and divine judgment. The metaphor “made them like dust by threshing” vividly illustrates 
complete devastation inflicted upon what was once a formidable nation.

2 Kings 13:8
“Now the rest of the acts of Jehoahaz, and all that he did, and his might, are they not written in the 
book of the chronicles of the kings of Israel?”
This verse serves as an invitation for readers interested in further details about Jehoahaz’s reign beyond 
what is summarized here. It implies that there exists additional historical documentation (the “book of 
chronicles”) detailing both his accomplishments and failures as king—a common practice among 
ancient historians who recorded royal lineages and deeds.

2 Kings 13:9
“And Jehoahaz slept with his fathers; and they buried him in Samaria: and Joash his son reigned in his 
stead.”
The conclusion marks both an end to Jehoahaz’s life and reign while transitioning power to his son 
Joash (also known as Joas). The phrase “slept with his fathers” is often used biblically to denote death 
while suggesting continuity within familial lines through burial practices typical for kings at this time 
period—indicating respect for lineage even amidst failure.

2 Kings 13:10
“In the thirty seventh year of Joash king of Judah began Joash (the son)of Jehoahaz to reign over Israel 
in Samaria; And reigned sixteen years.”
This final verse establishes Joash’s ascension after his father’s death while providing another 
chronological marker within this narrative framework concerning leadership transitions between 



kingdoms (Israel vs Judah). Notably shorter than previous reigns mentioned earlier (seventeen years), it 
sets expectations regarding potential developments during Joash’s rule moving forward.

2 Kings 13:11
“And he did evil in the sight of the LORD; he departed not from all the sins of Jeroboam the son of 
Nebat, who made Israel to sin: but he walked therein.”
This verse highlights the continued disobedience of Joash, king of Israel, as he followed in the sinful 
footsteps of Jeroboam. Jeroboam’s legacy was marked by idolatry and leading Israel away from true 
worship, and Joash perpetuated this cycle. His actions demonstrate a lack of repentance and a failure to 
turn back to God despite the consequences faced by Israel due to their sins. The reference to “all the 
sins” indicates a complete adherence to idolatrous practices rather than any attempt at reform or 
seeking God’s favor.

2 Kings 13:12
“And the rest of the acts of Joash, and all that he did, and his might wherewith he fought against 
Amaziah king of Judah, are they not written in the book of the chronicles of the kings of Israel?”
This verse serves as a transition that points readers toward additional historical records regarding 
Joash’s reign. It emphasizes that while Joash’s reign was characterized by evil, there were also notable 
military achievements against Amaziah, king of Judah. The mention of “the book of the chronicles” 
suggests that there were official records kept detailing the events and accomplishments during his rule. 
This practice was common in ancient monarchies where historians documented significant occurrences 
for posterity.

2 Kings 13:13
“And Joash slept with his fathers; and Jeroboam sat upon his throne: and Joash was buried in Samaria 
with the kings of Israel.”
Here we see the conclusion of Joash’s reign as he passes away and is succeeded by Jeroboam II. The 
phrase “slept with his fathers” is a euphemism for death, indicating that he joined his ancestors in 
burial. His burial in Samaria alongside other kings signifies a recognition of his royal status despite his 
failures as a ruler. This verse encapsulates both an end and a continuation—the end of Joash’s life but 
also a continuation through Jeroboam II, who would further influence Israel’s trajectory.

2 Kings 13:14
“Now Elisha was fallen sick of his sickness whereof he died. And Joash the king of Israel came down 
unto him, and wept over his face, and said, O my father, my father, the chariot of Israel, and the 
horsemen thereof.”
In this poignant moment, King Joash visits Elisha during his final illness. The title “my father” reflects 
deep respect for Elisha as both a mentor and spiritual leader. The phrase “the chariot of Israel” 
symbolizes Elisha’s role as a protector and guide for Israel; it underscores how much Joash valued 
Elisha’s prophetic guidance amidst turmoil. This scene illustrates not only personal grief but also 
national concern over losing such an influential figure who had been pivotal in guiding Israel through 
its challenges.



2 Kings 13:15
“And Elisha said unto him, Take bow and arrows. And he took unto him bow and arrows.”
Elisha instructs Joash to prepare for battle by taking up bow and arrows—a symbolic act representing 
readiness for conflict against their enemies. This command indicates that despite Joash’s previous 
failings as king, there remains an opportunity for divine intervention through obedience to God’s 
prophet. The act itself serves as both a literal preparation for war against Syria (the enemy) and 
metaphorically represents taking action under God’s guidance.

2 Kings 13:16
“And he said to the king of Israel, Put thine hand upon the bow. And Joash put his hand upon it: and 
Elisha put his hands upon the king’s hands.”
In this verse, Elisha physically assists Joash by placing his hands on top of Joash’s hands on the bow—
an act symbolizing divine empowerment for victory in battle. This gesture indicates that God’s strength 
will accompany Joash if he follows through with faithfulness in battle against Syria. It reinforces that 
leadership requires reliance on God’s power rather than solely on human strength or strategy.

2 Kings 13:17
“And he said, Open the window eastward. And he opened it. Then Elisha said, Shoot! And he shot. And 
he said, The arrow of the LORD’S deliverance, and the arrow of deliverance from Syria: for thou shalt 
smite the Syrians in Aphek till thou have consumed them.”
Elisha instructs Joash to shoot an arrow out towards Syria—this act symbolizes God’s promise to 
deliver Israel from their oppressors. By declaring it “the arrow of deliverance,” Elisha conveys that 
victory over Syria is assured if they trust in God’s power rather than their own capabilities alone. This 
prophetic declaration sets forth an expectation for future military success based on obedience to God’s 
commands.

2 Kings 13:18
“And he said, Take the arrows. And he took them. And he said unto the king of Israel, Smite upon the 
ground. And he smote thrice, and stayed.”
Elisha instructs Joash to strike arrows on the ground—a test demonstrating commitment to pursuing 
victory over Syria fully. However, striking only three times reveals a lackluster effort or perhaps 
insufficient faith; it implies that while some action was taken towards securing victory over their 
enemies, it fell short compared to what could have been achieved with greater fervor or belief in God’s 
promise.

2 Kings 13:19
“And the man of God was wroth with him; and said, Thou shouldest have smitten five or six times; 
then hadst thou smitten Syria till thou hadst consumed it: whereas now thou shalt smite Syria but 
thrice.”
Elisha expresses anger at Joash’s half-hearted response when instructed to strike arrows on ground—
indicating missed opportunities due to lackadaisical faithfulness towards God’s promise for complete 
victory over Syria if pursued earnestly enough through prayerful action instead merely following orders 
superficially without full conviction behind them.



2 Kings 13:20
“And Elisha died, and they buried him; and the bands of Moab invaded the land at the coming in of the 
year.”
The death of Elisha marks not just personal loss but also signifies potential spiritual decline within 
Israel after losing such an influential prophet whose guidance had been crucial throughout tumultuous 
times experienced previously under various kings’ reigns including Jehoahaz & now continuing into 
this era under King Jehoahaz successor -Joahsh- whose shortcomings may lead further downfall 
without prophetic counsel available anymore especially given impending threats like Moab invading 
territory soon thereafter indicating vulnerability resulting from weakened leadership lacking divine 
direction moving forward into future conflicts ahead.

2 Kings 13:21
“And it came to pass, as they were burying a man, that, behold, they spied a band of men; and they cast 
the man into the sepulchre of Elisha: and when the man was let down, and touched the bones of Elisha, 
he revived, and stood up on his feet.”
This verse describes a remarkable event during a burial. As a group of Israelites was in the process of 
burying a deceased individual, they noticed an approaching band of Moabites. In their haste to avoid 
confrontation with this enemy group, they quickly decided to throw the body into the sepulchre of 
Elisha. This act was not merely one of desperation but also highlighted the significance of Elisha’s 
burial site as a place associated with divine power. When the dead man’s body came into contact with 
Elisha’s bones, he miraculously revived and stood up. This incident underscores God’s ability to 
perform miracles even after His prophets have passed away, emphasizing that divine power transcends 
physical death.

2 Kings 13:22
“But Hazael king of Syria oppressed Israel all the days of Jehoahaz.”
This verse provides context regarding the political situation in Israel during Jehoahaz’s reign. Hazael, 
king of Syria, was a significant adversary for Israel and maintained oppressive control over them 
throughout Jehoahaz’s rule. The oppression mentioned here reflects not only military might but also 
economic subjugation and spiritual decline among the Israelites. The continuous threat from Syria 
illustrates how Israel’s disobedience to God led to their vulnerability against foreign powers. This 
oppression serves as both punishment for Israel’s sins and a backdrop against which God’s mercy is 
later demonstrated through deliverance.

2 Kings 13:23
“And the LORD was gracious unto them, and had compassion on them, and had respect unto them 
because of his covenant with Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob, and would not destroy them, neither cast he 
them from his presence as yet.”
In this verse, we see a shift from oppression to divine grace. Despite Israel’s persistent idolatry and 
sinfulness under Jehoahaz’s leadership, God chose to show mercy due to His covenant with their 
forefathers—Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob. This highlights God’s faithfulness; He remains committed to 
His promises even when His people falter. The mention of compassion indicates that God is deeply 
aware of their suffering under Hazael’s rule. Rather than completely abandoning Israel due to their 
unfaithfulness, He allows for opportunities for repentance and restoration.



2 Kings 13:24
“So Hazael king of Syria died; and Benhadad his son reigned in his stead.”
This verse marks a significant transition in leadership within Syria as Hazael dies and is succeeded by 
his son Benhadad. The death of Hazael could be seen as an opportunity for change in Israel’s 
circumstances since Hazael had been a formidable opponent throughout Jehoahaz’s reign. The 
succession indicates continuity in Syrian aggression but also opens possibilities for shifts in power 
dynamics between nations. It sets the stage for future interactions between Israel and Syria under new 
leadership.

2 Kings 13:25
“And Jehoash the son of Jehoahaz took again out of the hand of Benhadad the son of Hazael the cities 
which he had taken out of the hand of Jehoahaz his father by war.”
In this concluding verse about Jehoash (Joash), we see an important development where he regains 
territories lost by his father Jehoahaz to Benhadad II during military confrontations. This reclamation 
signifies not only military success but also represents a potential revival or restoration period for Israel 
after years under oppression. It reflects God’s continued involvement in Israel’s affairs despite their 
previous disobedience; through Joash’s actions, there is hope for renewal among God’s people as they 
reclaim what was lost.

CHAPTER 14:

2 Kings 14:1
“In the second year of Joash the son of Jehoahaz king of Israel reigned Amaziah 
the son of Joash king of Judah.”
This verse introduces Amaziah, who ascended to the throne of Judah during a 
significant period in Israel’s history. His reign began in the second year of Joash’s 
rule over Israel, indicating a contemporary relationship between the two kingdoms. 
This timing is crucial as it sets the stage for understanding the political dynamics 
and conflicts that would unfold between Judah and Israel during Amaziah’s reign. 
The mention of both kings emphasizes the divided nature of Israelite governance at 
this time, with Judah and Israel often at odds with each other.

2 Kings 14:2
“And he was twenty and five years old when he began to reign, and reigned twenty and nine years in 
Jerusalem. And his mother’s name was Jehoaddan of Jerusalem.”
Amaziah began his reign at a relatively young age, which may have influenced his decisions and 
policies as king. His mother’s name, Jehoaddan, signifies her importance in his lineage and possibly 
her influence on his early rule. The duration of his reign—twenty-nine years—suggests a period of 
relative stability for Judah under his leadership. However, this also raises questions about how 
effectively he governed over such an extended period, especially considering the challenges faced by 
both kingdoms during this era.



2 Kings 14:3
“And he did that which was right in the sight of the LORD, yet not like David his father: he did 
according to all things as Joash his father did.”
This verse highlights Amaziah’s moral standing as a ruler; he is noted for doing what was right in 
God’s eyes but falls short when compared to King David, who is often regarded as the ideal king due to 
his deep faithfulness to God. By following in the footsteps of Joash rather than David, Amaziah’s 
adherence to religious practices may have lacked depth or sincerity. This comparison serves to illustrate 
that while Amaziah maintained some level of righteousness, it was not enough to fully align with God’s 
expectations as exemplified by David.

2 Kings 14:4
“Howbeit the high places were not taken away; as yet the people did sacrifice and burnt incense on the 
high places.”
Despite Amaziah’s generally righteous behavior, this verse points out a significant flaw in his reign: he 
failed to eliminate high places where idolatrous worship occurred. These high places were sites where 
sacrifices were made outside of God’s prescribed temple worship in Jerusalem. The continuation of 
these practices indicates a compromise in true worship and suggests that while Amaziah sought to 
follow God’s laws, he did not fully commit to eradicating pagan influences from Judah.

2 Kings 14:5
“And it came to pass, as soon as the kingdom was confirmed in his hand, that he slew his servants that 
had killed the king his father.”
Upon securing his position as king, Amaziah took decisive action against those responsible for 
assassinating his father. This act can be seen both as an assertion of power and a fulfillment of justice 
within royal protocol. By executing these traitors, Amaziah aimed to stabilize his rule by eliminating 
potential threats from within. This decision reflects a common practice among monarchs seeking 
revenge for familial betrayal while also reinforcing their authority over their subjects.

2 Kings 14:6
“But the children of the murderers he slew not; according unto that which is written in the book of the 
law of Moses, wherein the LORD commanded, saying, The fathers shall not be put to death for the 
children, nor shall children be put to death for their fathers: but every man shall be put to death for his 
own sin.”
Amaziah’s decision not to execute the children of those who murdered his father demonstrates 
adherence to Mosaic Law (Deuteronomy 24:16), which prohibits punishing children for their parents’ 
sins. This choice illustrates a commitment to justice based on individual accountability rather than 
collective punishment—a principle that reflects moral integrity amidst political necessity. By sparing 
innocent lives despite potential risks from vengeful descendants seeking retaliation against him, 
Amaziah showed wisdom rooted in divine law.

2 Kings 14:7
“He slew of Edom in the valley of salt ten thousand and took Selah by war and called it Joktheel unto 
this day.”
This verse recounts one of Amaziah’s military victories against Edom where he killed ten thousand 
Edomites—a significant achievement showcasing both military prowess and divine favor upon Judah 



during this conflict. The capture of Selah (identified with Petra) further solidified Judah’s territorial 
claims over Edomite lands. Renaming Selah Joktheel symbolizes victory and perhaps an attempt at 
establishing cultural dominance or religious significance tied directly back to Yahweh’s favor upon 
him.

2 Kings 14:8
“Then Amaziah sent messengers to Jehoash son of Jehoahaz son of Jehu king of Israel saying come let 
us face one another in battle.”
Following his success against Edom, Amaziah sought confrontation with Jehoash (Joash) king over 
Israel—a bold move reflecting confidence after recent victories but also indicative perhaps of ambition 
or desire for greater recognition among neighboring states. This challenge could signify either an 
attempt at unifying power through conquest or simply asserting dominance over rival territories amidst 
ongoing tensions between Judah and Israel.

2 Kings 14:9
“And Jehoash king of Israel sent to Amaziah saying; The thistle that was in Lebanon sent unto the 
cedar tree that was in Lebanon saying; Give thy daughter to my son to wife; And there passed by a wild 
beast that trod down the thistle.”
Jehoash’s response employs metaphorical language illustrating disdain towards Amaziah’s challenge—
comparing himself (the cedar) with Amaziah (the thistle). This imagery conveys superiority while 
simultaneously warning against underestimating potential consequences from engaging him militarily; 
it implies that any conflict would lead only toward destruction for those less powerful or prepared—
essentially advising caution rather than outright confrontation.

2 Kings 14:10
“Thou hast indeed smitten Edom; and thine heart hath lifted thee up: glory thereof; but stay at home; 
why shouldest thou meddle to thine hurt?”
In this final verse from our selected passage comes further admonition from Jehoash regarding pride 
stemming from recent victories—urging humility instead amid newfound strength gained through 
conquest over Edomites’ territory previously lost under Joram’s rule earlier on within history itself! He 
warns against unnecessary entanglements leading potentially disastrous outcomes if pursued without 
careful consideration given current circumstances surrounding both kingdoms involved here today!

2 Kings 14:11
“But Amaziah would not hear. Therefore Jehoash king of Israel went up; and he and Amaziah king of 
Judah looked one another in the face at Beth-shemesh, which belongeth to Judah.”
In this verse, we see a pivotal moment where Amaziah, despite being warned, refuses to heed the 
counsel against engaging in battle with Jehoash, the king of Israel. This refusal sets the stage for a 
significant confrontation between the two kings. The location of their meeting at Beth-shemesh is 
notable as it is situated within the territory of Judah, indicating that Amaziah was confident enough to 
confront Jehoash on his home turf. This act of defiance can be interpreted as a demonstration of 
Amaziah’s pride and ambition, as he seeks to assert his authority over Israel despite the potential 
consequences.



2 Kings 14:12
“And Judah was put to the worse before Israel; and they fled every man to their tents.”
The outcome of this confrontation is disastrous for Amaziah and his forces. The phrase “put to the 
worse” indicates a significant defeat for Judah at the hands of Israel. The retreat of every man to their 
tents signifies not only a loss in battle but also a collapse in morale among Amaziah’s troops. This 
defeat underscores the consequences of disregarding wise counsel and highlights the military 
superiority that Israel held over Judah during this period. It serves as a reminder that pride can lead to 
downfall, particularly when one overestimates their capabilities.

2 Kings 14:13
“And Jehoash the king of Israel took Amaziah king of Judah, and brought him to Jerusalem, and brake 
down the wall of Jerusalem from the gate of Ephraim unto the corner gate, four hundred cubits.”
Following his victory, Jehoash captures Amaziah and brings him back to Jerusalem. This act is both 
humiliating for Amaziah and damaging for Jerusalem itself. The destruction of part of Jerusalem’s wall 
signifies not just a physical breach but also an assault on its dignity and security. Walls were crucial for 
protection against enemies; thus, breaking down these defenses represents a significant strategic 
advantage for Israel over Judah. It illustrates how quickly fortunes can change in warfare and how 
leaders must be cautious about provoking conflict without adequate preparation.

2 Kings 14:14
“And he took all the gold and silver, and all the vessels that were found in the house of the LORD, and 
in the treasures of the king’s house, and hostages; and returned to Samaria.”
Jehoash’s actions after capturing Amaziah further emphasize his dominance over Judah. By taking 
gold, silver, sacred vessels from the temple, and hostages back to Samaria, he not only enriches himself 
but also diminishes Judah’s resources significantly. This plundering reflects a common practice in 
ancient warfare where victors would seize valuable items from defeated foes as spoils. Moreover, 
taking hostages serves as a political strategy aimed at ensuring compliance from future threats or 
rebellions by instilling fear through potential retribution.

2 Kings 14:15
“Now the rest of the acts of Jehoash which he did, and his might that he shewed, are they not written in 
the book of the chronicles of the kings of Israel?”
This verse transitions from discussing Amaziah’s defeat back to Jehoash’s reign by referencing 
additional records concerning his deeds found in historical chronicles. Such references serve multiple 
purposes: they validate Jehoash’s accomplishments while also providing context for future generations 
regarding his rule. The mention that these acts are documented elsewhere suggests that there was an 
established tradition or system for recording royal achievements during this time period—a practice 
critical for maintaining historical continuity.

2 Kings 14:16
“And Jehoash slept with his fathers, and was buried in Samaria with the kings of Israel; and Jeroboam 
his son reigned in his stead.”
The death of Jehoash marks an important transition point within Israel’s monarchy as he passes away 
peacefully after having secured victories against Judah. His burial alongside other kings signifies 
respect due to his status as ruler despite any controversies surrounding his reign or military campaigns. 



The ascension of Jeroboam II indicates continuity within leadership but also hints at potential 
challenges ahead given Jeroboam II’s later reputation for idolatry—suggesting that while some stability 
may exist politically following Jehoash’s death, spiritual fidelity remains questionable.

2 Kings 14:17
“But Amaziah the son of Joash king of Judah lived after the death of Jehoash son of Jehoahaz king of 
Israel fifteen years.”
This verse highlights that despite being defeated by Jehoash earlier on, Amaziah continues to reign over 
Judah for an additional fifteen years after Jehoash’s death. This detail emphasizes resilience on 
Amaziah’s part but also raises questions about how effectively he could govern following such 
humiliation—especially considering that he had lost much power during their conflict. His extended 
reign could suggest either stability within Judah or perhaps an inability among rival factions within 
Judean leadership structures to capitalize on his earlier defeat.

2 Kings 14:18
“Now the rest of the acts of Amaziah are they not written in the book of the chronicles of the kings of 
Judah?”
Similar to previous verses discussing other rulers’ deeds recorded elsewhere—the reference here 
implies there exists documentation detailing further actions taken by Amaziah during his reign beyond 
what has been summarized thus far. Chronicles serve as vital historical records allowing future 
generations insight into governance practices while providing context around individual monarchs’ 
decisions—whether wise or foolish—and their impacts upon society at large.

2 Kings 14:19
“And they made a conspiracy against him in Jerusalem; and he fled to Lachish; but they sent after him 
to Lachish, and slew him there.”
Amaziah’s fate takes a tragic turn here as conspirators plot against him leading ultimately towards 
assassination—a stark contrast from earlier moments when he exhibited strength through military 
victories or adherence towards divine law (as seen with executing traitors). His flight toward Lachish 
indicates desperation amidst political turmoil reflecting instability within leadership dynamics across 
kingdoms during this era—where even once-powerful figures could find themselves vulnerable due 
largely due internal dissent rather than external threats alone.

2 Kings 14:20
“And they brought him upon horses; and buried him with his fathers in city of David.”
The finality expressed here encapsulates both closure regarding Amaziah’s life while simultaneously 
honoring traditional burial customs reserved typically for royalty—despite having faced ignoble 
circumstances leading up until death itself (i.e., fleeing from conspirators). Being laid alongside 
ancestors signifies recognition still afforded towards lineage even amidst failures encountered 
throughout reigns—a reminder perhaps illustrating complexities inherent within monarchical systems 
where legacies endure beyond individual successes or failures alike.

2 Kings 14:21
“And all the people of Judah took Azariah, which was sixteen years old, and made him king instead of 



his father Amaziah.”
This verse marks a significant transition in the leadership of Judah. Following the assassination of King 
Amaziah, the people of Judah sought to establish a new ruler who could lead them effectively. They 
chose Azariah, also known as Uzziah, who was only sixteen years old at the time. This choice reflects 
both a desire for continuity after the tumultuous reign of his father and perhaps a hope that a younger 
leader might bring fresh perspectives and vigor to the throne. The act of crowning Azariah signifies the 
people’s agency in governance during this period, indicating that they had some influence over their 
monarchy despite the political instability.

2 Kings 14:22
“He built Elath, and restored it to Judah, after that the king slept with his fathers.”
In this verse, we see Azariah’s immediate actions as king. He undertook the important task of 
rebuilding Elath, a strategic port city on the Red Sea that had been lost to Edom. By restoring Elath to 
Judah’s control, Azariah not only reestablished economic and military significance for his kingdom but 
also demonstrated his commitment to strengthening Judah’s borders and resources. This restoration 
would have implications for trade and defense against neighboring nations. The phrase “after that the 
king slept with his fathers” indicates that Amaziah’s death marked a pivotal moment in Judah’s history, 
allowing for new initiatives under Azariah’s leadership.

2 Kings 14:23
“In the fifteenth year of Amaziah the son of Joash king of Judah began Jeroboam the son of Joash king 
of Israel to reign in Samaria, and reigned forty and one years.”
This verse introduces Jeroboam II as a significant figure in Israelite history. His reign began during 
Amaziah’s rule over Judah, highlighting a period where both kingdoms were experiencing their own 
unique challenges and developments simultaneously. Jeroboam II ruled for an impressive forty-one 
years, indicating stability in Israel during his tenure compared to other kings who faced shorter reigns 
due to conflict or assassination. His long rule allowed him to implement policies that would expand 
Israel’s territory and influence significantly during this era.

2 Kings 14:24
“And he did that which was evil in the sight of the LORD; he departed not from all the sins of 
Jeroboam the son of Nebat, who made Israel to sin.”
This verse provides insight into Jeroboam II’s character and leadership style. Despite ruling during a 
time when Israel experienced prosperity and territorial expansion, he is described as having committed 
evil acts in God’s eyes by continuing in the sinful practices established by Jeroboam I (the original 
Jeroboam). These sins included idolatry and turning away from Yahweh worship towards golden calves 
at Bethel and Dan. This description serves as a critical reminder within biblical narratives about how 
spiritual fidelity is often weighed against material success; it suggests that moral failures can 
undermine even seemingly prosperous reigns.

2 Kings 14:25
“He restored the coast of Israel from the entering of Hamath unto the sea of the plain; according to the 
word of the LORD God of Israel, which he spake by his servant Jonah the son of Amittai, which was of 
Gathhepher.”
Here we see evidence that Jeroboam II’s military successes were not merely due to his own prowess 



but were also seen as fulfillment of prophetic words spoken through Jonah. The restoration mentioned 
refers specifically to reclaiming territories lost previously by Israel—an act viewed favorably within 
biblical theology as aligning with divine promises made regarding Israel’s land. The mention of Jonah 
adds depth to this narrative; it connects Jeroboam’s achievements with prophetic endorsement while 
also foreshadowing Jonah’s later role as an unwilling prophet called upon by God.

2 Kings 14:26
“For the LORD saw the affliction of Israel, that it was very bitter: for there was not any shut up nor any 
left nor any helper for Israel.”
This verse highlights God’s awareness and concern for His people amidst their suffering. It paints a 
picture where Israelites faced dire circumstances—likely due to oppression from surrounding nations or 
internal strife—leading them into deep distress without any apparent means for rescue or relief. The 
phrase “not any shut up nor any left” emphasizes total despair among Israelites; they felt abandoned 
with no allies or resources available for assistance. This acknowledgment sets up an understanding that 
God’s intervention is often motivated by compassion toward those enduring hardship.

2 Kings 14:27
“And the LORD said not that he would blot out the name of Israel from under heaven: but he saved 
them by the hand of Jeroboam the son of Joash.”
In this verse, we see God’s mercy towards Israel despite their unfaithfulness represented through 
Jeroboam II’s leadership. Even though judgment could have been justified given their continued 
idolatry and sinfulness, God chose not to erase them from existence—a testament to His covenant 
faithfulness toward His people. Instead, He used Jeroboam II as an instrument for salvation during this 
turbulent time; thus reinforcing themes within scripture about divine grace prevailing even amid human 
failure.

2 Kings 14:28
“And Jeroboam slept with his fathers, even with the kings of Israel; and Zachariah his son reigned in 
his stead.”
This verse marks the end of Jeroboam II’s reign over Israel, indicating that he passed away and was 
buried alongside previous kings. His death signifies a pivotal moment in Israel’s history, as he had been 
a significant figure who expanded the kingdom’s borders and restored its fortunes after a period of 
decline. The mention of his son, Zachariah, ascending to the throne suggests a continuation of the 
dynastic line established by Jehu. However, it also foreshadows the instability that would follow, as 
Jeroboam II’s successors would face challenges that would ultimately lead to the downfall of the 
northern kingdom.

2 Kings 14:29
“And the rest of the acts of Jeroboam, and all that he did, and his might, how he warred, and how he 
recovered Damascus, and Hamath, which belonged to Judah, are they not written in the book of the 
chronicles of the kings of Israel?”
This verse serves as a summary statement regarding Jeroboam II’s accomplishments during his reign. It 
highlights not only his military prowess but also his successful campaigns that resulted in reclaiming 
territories such as Damascus and Hamath—regions that were historically significant for trade and 
strategic military positioning. The reference to “the book of the chronicles” suggests that there are more 



detailed records available about his reign than what is captured in this brief account. This implies an 
acknowledgment of Jeroboam II’s contributions to Israel’s power dynamics during a time when 
external threats were prevalent. It also hints at a historical context where documentation was crucial for 
understanding leadership legacies.

CHAPTER 15:

2 Kings 15:1
“In the twenty and seventh year of Jeroboam king of Israel began Azariah son of 
Amaziah king of Judah to reign.”
This verse marks the beginning of Azariah’s reign over Judah, occurring during 
the twenty-seventh year of Jeroboam’s rule in Israel. It establishes a chronological 
framework for understanding the political landscape of the time, highlighting the 
concurrent reigns of kings in both Judah and Israel. Azariah, also known as 
Uzziah, ascended to the throne at a young age, which is significant as it reflects 
both his potential and the challenges he would face in governance. The mention of 
Jeroboam provides context for the tumultuous relationship between the two 
kingdoms, as they were often in conflict or competition with one another.

2 Kings 15:2
“Sixteen years old was he when he began to reign, and he reigned two and fifty years in Jerusalem. And 
his mother’s name was Jecholiah of Jerusalem.”
Azariah’s age at ascension is notable; becoming king at just sixteen indicates a youthful leadership that 
could be both an asset and a liability. His long reign of fifty-two years suggests stability in Judah 
during his rule, which contrasts sharply with the instability often seen in Israel. The mention of his 
mother’s name, Jecholiah, serves to humanize him and connects him to his heritage. This familial detail 
may also reflect on his upbringing and influences that shaped his character as a ruler.

2 Kings 15:3
“And he did that which was right in the sight of the LORD, according to all that his father Amaziah had 
done.”
This verse highlights Azariah’s commitment to righteousness as defined by biblical standards. By 
stating that he did what was right “in the sight of the LORD,” it emphasizes his alignment with divine 
expectations and moral governance. This adherence to righteousness is crucial for any king in ancient 
Israelite culture, where leadership was often viewed through a spiritual lens. The reference to his father 
Amaziah suggests continuity in their approach to governance, indicating that Azariah sought to uphold 
his father’s legacy while navigating the complexities of kingship.

2 Kings 15:4
“Save that the high places were not removed: the people sacrificed and burnt incense still on the high 
places.”
Despite Azariah’s generally righteous conduct, this verse points out a significant shortcoming—his 
failure to eliminate high places used for worship outside of Jerusalem. These high places were sites 



where unauthorized sacrifices occurred, reflecting a compromise in true worship practices mandated by 
God. The persistence of these high places indicates a spiritual shallowness among both leaders and 
people; it reveals how deeply ingrained certain practices were within society despite attempts at reform. 
This failure may have implications for future generations regarding idolatry and disobedience.

2 Kings 15:5
“And the LORD smote the king, so that he was a leper until the day of his death; and dwelt in a several 
house. And Jotham the king’s son was over the royal house judging the people of the land.”
This verse describes a pivotal moment in Azariah’s life when divine judgment resulted in leprosy due to 
prideful actions against God’s established order (as elaborated further in Chronicles). His isolation from 
society due to this affliction signifies not only physical separation but also spiritual consequences for 
overstepping boundaries set by God regarding kingship and priesthood roles. Jotham’s role as regent 
during this time illustrates how power dynamics shifted within Judah’s monarchy as Azariah faced 
severe repercussions for his actions.

2 Kings 15:6
“And the rest of the acts of Azariah, and all that he did, are they not written in the book of the 
chronicles of the kings of Judah?”
This verse serves as an invitation for readers to explore further details about Azariah’s reign found in 
historical records known as “the book of chronicles.” It underscores an important aspect of ancient 
historiography—kings’ deeds were meticulously recorded for posterity. Such references provide 
legitimacy to royal narratives while encouraging future generations to learn from past rulers’ successes 
or failures. This practice reflects an understanding that history plays a vital role in shaping national 
identity.

2 Kings 15:7
“So Azariah slept with his fathers; and they buried him with his fathers in the city of David: and Jotham 
his son reigned in his stead.”
The conclusion of Azariah’s life is marked by traditional burial customs indicative of respect for 
lineage among Judean kings. Being buried “with his fathers” reinforces familial ties within royal 
succession narratives while emphasizing continuity within leadership despite personal failings during 
one’s reign. The transition to Jotham signifies generational change yet maintains stability through 
bloodline succession—a common theme throughout biblical accounts concerning monarchies.

2 Kings 15:8
“In the thirty eighth year of Uzziah king of Judah did Zachariah son of Jeroboam reign over Israel six 
months.”
This verse introduces Zachariah’s brief reign over Israel during Uzziah’s extended rule over Judah—
highlighting parallel timelines between these two kingdoms once again while illustrating instability 
within Israelite leadership structures characterized by short tenures filled with violence or upheaval (as 
seen later). Zachariah being identified specifically as “son” links him directly back into Jeroboam’s 
lineage—a reminder that dynastic claims often dictated political power dynamics amidst turbulent 
times.



2 Kings 15:9
“And he did that which was evil in the sight of the LORD, as his fathers had done: he departed not 
from their sins, even from the sin of Jeroboam son of Nebat who made Israel to sin.”
Zachariah’s actions are framed negatively here; doing evil “in sight” implies direct disobedience 
against God’s commandments—contrasting sharply with earlier portrayals like those surrounding 
Uzziah/Azariah who sought righteousness instead! By continuing “the sins” established by previous 
rulers (specifically Jeroboam), Zachariah perpetuates cycles leading toward eventual destruction rather 
than reformative change needed among Israelites struggling spiritually under oppressive regimes.

2 Kings 15:10
“And Shallum son of Jabesh conspired against him, and smote him before the people; and he killed 
him, and reigned in his stead.”
The violent overthrow marking Zachariah’s demise encapsulates themes prevalent throughout this 
chapter—betrayal amongst leaders resulting from dissatisfaction or perceived weakness! Shallum’s 
conspiracy demonstrates how fragile power can be when rooted solely upon familial ties without moral 
integrity guiding decisions made within governance structures themselves—leading ultimately toward 
chaos rather than stability desired by citizens seeking peace amidst turmoil!

2 Kings 15:11
“And the rest of the acts of Shallum and his conspiracy which he made, behold, 
they are written in the book of the chronicles of the kings of Israel.”
This verse serves as a transitional statement regarding Shallum’s brief reign. It 
indicates that while Shallum’s time as king was marked by treachery—specifically, 
his assassination of Pekahiah—it is not elaborated upon in detail within this text. 
Instead, it refers readers to another source, the “book of the chronicles of the kings 
of Israel,” which likely contained more comprehensive records about his actions 
and policies. This practice underscores a common theme in biblical literature 
where significant events are often summarized with references to other historical 
documents.

2 Kings 15:12
“This was the word of the LORD which he spake unto Jehu, saying, Thy sons shall sit on the throne of 
Israel unto the fourth generation. And so it came to pass.”
This verse reflects on God’s promise to Jehu regarding his lineage’s rule over Israel. The fulfillment of 
this prophecy is significant because it highlights God’s sovereignty and control over Israel’s monarchy. 
Jehu had been anointed king due to his zealousness for God and His commandments, particularly in 
eradicating Baal worship from Israel. The mention that this promise extended until “the fourth 
generation” emphasizes both divine favor and a conditional aspect; while Jehu’s descendants would 
rule for a time, their eventual downfall would come due to their failure to uphold God’s laws.

2 Kings 15:13
“Shallum the son of Jabesh began to reign in the nine and thirtieth year of Uzziah king of Judah; and he 



reigned a month in Samaria.”
Here we learn about Shallum’s ascension to power during a tumultuous period in Israel’s history. His 
reign lasted only one month, indicating extreme instability within the kingdom at that time. The 
specific mention of Uzziah’s reign provides context for understanding how intertwined these two 
kingdoms were during this era. Shallum’s brief tenure exemplifies how quickly power could shift hands 
amid political conspiracies and assassinations, reflecting broader themes of chaos and instability 
prevalent throughout Israel’s monarchy.

2 Kings 15:14
“For Menahem the son of Gadi went up from Tirzah, and came to Samaria, and smote Shallum the son 
of Jabesh in Samaria, and slew him, and reigned in his stead.”
This verse details Menahem’s violent rise to power as he kills Shallum after just one month on the 
throne. Menahem’s actions illustrate a cycle where violence begets violence; political power was often 
seized through assassination rather than legitimate succession or election. Menahem’s ascent also 
marks a continuation of instability within Israel as various factions vied for control amidst ongoing 
threats from external powers like Assyria.

2 Kings 15:15
“And the rest of the acts of Shallum, and his conspiracy which he made, behold, they are written in the 
book of the chronicles of the kings of Israel.”
Similar to earlier verses discussing Shallum’s actions, this verse reiterates that further details about his 
conspiracy can be found elsewhere. This repetition emphasizes that while some events may not be 
detailed here due to brevity or focus on more significant figures or events, they still hold importance 
within Israel’s historical narrative.

2 Kings 15:16
“Then Menahem smote Tiphsah, and all that were therein, and the coast thereof from Tirzah; because 
they opened not to him: therefore he smote it; and all the women therein that were with child he ripped 
up.”
Menahem’s brutal tactics are highlighted here as he attacks Tiphsah for refusing him entry. This act 
demonstrates not only his ruthlessness but also sets a precedent for how rulers maintained control 
through fear and violence during this chaotic period. The horrific nature of ripping open pregnant 
women signifies extreme cruelty aimed at instilling terror among potential dissenters—a tactic used by 
many leaders throughout history when faced with opposition.

2 Kings 15:17
“In the nine and thirtieth year of Azariah king of Judah began Menahem son of Gadi to reign over 
Israel, and reigned ten years in Samaria.”
This verse marks Menahem’s official start as king over Israel after killing Shallum. His decade-long 
reign suggests some degree of stability compared to those who preceded him but does not imply peace 
or righteousness; rather it reflects ongoing tensions both internally among rival factions within Israel 
and externally with neighboring powers like Assyria.

2 Kings 15:18
“And he did that which was evil in the sight of the LORD; he departed not all his days from the sins of 



Jeroboam son of Nebat, who made Israel to sin.”
Menahem continued Jeroboam’s legacy by perpetuating idolatry among Israelites—a critical point 
underscoring moral decay within leadership during this period. His refusal to turn away from these sins 
illustrates how deeply entrenched idolatry had become within society despite prophetic warnings 
against such practices. This verse serves as a reminder that leadership has profound implications on 
national morality.

2 Kings 15:19
“And Pul the king of Assyria came against the land: and Menahem gave Pul a thousand talents of 
silver, that his hand might be with him to confirm the kingdom in his hand.”
Menahem’s decision to pay tribute to Pul signifies desperation amid external threats from Assyria—a 
powerful empire expanding its influence across neighboring territories at this time. By offering such an 
enormous sum (a thousand talents), Menahem sought protection but simultaneously compromised 
Israel’s sovereignty furthering its dependence on foreign powers for security.

2 Kings 15:20
“And Menahem exacted money of Israel even of all the mighty men of wealth; each man fifty shekels 
of silver, to give to the king of Assyria. So Menahem turned back and paid off the king.”
In order to fulfill his obligation towards Pul without jeopardizing state resources entirely, Menahem 
imposed heavy taxation on wealthy citizens—demonstrating how rulers often resorted to exploiting 
their own people under duress from foreign powers. This financial burden likely contributed further 
discontent among Israelites while showcasing how political decisions can lead directly back into cycles 
affecting ordinary citizens’ lives negatively.

2 Kings 15:21
“And the rest of the acts of Jotham, and all that he did, are they not written in the 
book of the chronicles of the kings of Judah?”
This verse serves as a transitional statement regarding King Jotham’s reign over 
Judah. It emphasizes that while Jotham may not have been as prominently 
featured in historical accounts compared to other kings, his actions and decisions 
were still documented in the official records known as the “book of the chronicles.” 
This phrase highlights the importance of historical documentation in 
understanding the reigns of Israel’s monarchs. The chroniclers aimed to provide a 
comprehensive account of each king’s contributions and failures, thus preserving 
their legacies for future generations. The mention of these chronicles also suggests 
that there is more to learn about Jotham’s reign beyond what is immediately 
presented in this chapter.

2 Kings 15:22
“And in those days the LORD began to send against Judah Rezin the king of Syria, and Pekah the son 
of Remaliah.”



This verse introduces a significant geopolitical development during Jotham’s reign. It indicates that 
God was actively involved in shaping events in Judah by allowing external threats to arise. Rezin, king 
of Syria, and Pekah, son of Remaliah, represent formidable adversaries who would challenge Judah’s 
stability. The mention of divine intervention underscores a recurring theme throughout biblical history 
where God uses foreign powers as instruments for judgment or correction against His people when they 
stray from righteousness. This context sets up an atmosphere of tension and impending conflict that 
would affect both Jotham’s rule and his successors.

2 Kings 15:23
“In the fiftieth year of Azariah king of Judah Pekahiah the son of Menahem began to reign over Israel 
in Samaria, and reigned two years.”
Here we see a shift back to Israel with Pekahiah ascending to power after Menahem’s death. The 
specific reference to “the fiftieth year” provides a chronological anchor within which readers can place 
these events relative to other rulers. Pekahiah’s brief two-year reign foreshadows instability within 
Israel’s monarchy, characterized by short-lived kingship often marked by violence and treachery. This 
verse illustrates how quickly power could change hands during this tumultuous period in Israel’s 
history, reflecting broader themes such as political intrigue and moral decay among its leaders.

2 Kings 15:24
“And he did that which was evil in the sight of the LORD; he departed not from the sins of Jeroboam 
the son of Nebat, who made Israel to sin.”
Pekahiah’s actions are evaluated through a moral lens consistent with biblical narratives where kings 
are judged based on their fidelity to God’s commandments. By stating that he “did that which was 
evil,” it indicates that his leadership continued Jeroboam’s legacy—a legacy marked by idolatry and 
rebellion against God. This continuity suggests a systemic issue within Israelite leadership where 
previous sins are perpetuated rather than repented for or corrected. Such evaluations serve as warnings 
about leadership accountability and spiritual integrity.

2 Kings 15:25
“But Pekah the son of Remaliah, a captain of his, conspired against him, and smote him in Samaria, in 
the palace of the king’s house, and killed him, and reigned in his stead.”
This verse details a coup d’état led by Pekah against Pekahiah, illustrating how political power 
struggles were often resolved through violence during this era. The act occurs within Samaria—the 
capital—highlighting its significance as both a political center and a site for treachery. The 
assassination reflects deep-seated rivalries among military leaders who sought control over Israel 
amidst its declining moral state. This event marks yet another transition in leadership characterized by 
instability rather than continuity or reform.

2 Kings 15:26
“And the rest of the acts of Pekahiah, and all that he did, behold, they are written in the book of the 
chronicles of the kings of Israel.”
Similar to earlier verses regarding other kings’ deeds being recorded for posterity, this statement 
reinforces how historical accounts serve as vital records for understanding each ruler’s impact on their 
nation. It implies that while Pekahiah had a brief reign filled with evil actions according to divine 



standards, there remains an official record detailing his governance—albeit likely filled with negative 
assessments due to his failure to lead righteously.

2 Kings 15:27
“In the fifty-second year of Azariah king of Judah Pekah the son of Remaliah began to reign over Israel 
in Samaria, and reigned twenty years.”
Pekah’s ascension marks another significant moment within this narrative framework; unlike his 
predecessor who ruled only two years, Pekah manages an extended twenty-year tenure despite being 
embroiled in conflict with neighboring nations like Judah. His long reign suggests some level of 
stability or support among certain factions within Israel despite ongoing challenges from external 
enemies like Syria. However, it also raises questions about what compromises or moral failings might 
have allowed him to maintain power amid such turmoil.

2 Kings 15:28
“And he did that which was evil in the sight of the LORD; he departed not from the sins of Jeroboam 
son of Nebat.”
Once again emphasizing moral evaluation based on adherence (or lack thereof) to God’s 
commandments reveals patterns across multiple rulers’ behaviors throughout these accounts—
indicating systemic issues rooted deeply within Israeli society at large rather than isolated incidents tied 
solely to individual leaders’ choices alone. By continuing Jeroboam’s sinful practices without deviation 
signifies not just personal failure but collective national disobedience leading toward eventual 
consequences foretold by prophets throughout biblical history.

2 Kings 15:29
“In the days of Pekah king of Israel came Tiglathpileser king of Assyria, and took Ijon, and 
Abelbethmaachah, and Janoah, and Kedesh, and Hazor,”
This verse introduces Tiglath-pileser III—a powerful Assyrian monarch whose military campaigns 
would significantly impact both Israelite kingdoms during this period marked by vulnerability due 
largely due internal strife compounded further by external pressures exerted upon them from 
surrounding empires seeking expansion opportunities amidst chaos left behind following decades-long 
conflicts between rival factions vying for control over territory/resources available therein.

2 Kings 15:30
“And then shall be carried away captive into Assyria.”
The finality expressed here foreshadows dire consequences resulting from persistent disobedience 
towards God coupled with inability/unwillingness amongst leaders like Pekah (and others before him) 
who failed uphold covenantal obligations expected under divine law governing their conduct/rule over 
people entrusted unto them—ultimately leading towards exile/captivity experienced later on when 
Assyrian forces fully assert dominance across region thereby fulfilling prophetic warnings issued 
previously concerning judgment awaiting unfaithful nations turning away from true worship/service 
unto Lord Almighty Himself!

2 Kings 15:31
“And the rest of the acts of Pekahiah, and all that he did, are they not written in the 



book of the chronicles of the kings of Israel?”
This verse serves as a transitional statement, indicating that the reign of Pekahiah 
was brief and largely unremarkable. It emphasizes that his actions, like those of 
many other kings before him, were recorded in a historical account known as the 
“book of the chronicles.” This suggests that while Pekahiah’s reign may not have 
been significant enough to warrant detailed mention in this narrative, it was still 
documented for posterity. The phrase implies a continuity in the historical record, 
where each king’s deeds are noted even if they do not stand out in terms of 
achievements or reforms.

2 Kings 15:32
“In the second year of Pekah the son of Remaliah king of Israel began Jotham the son of Uzziah king of 
Judah to reign.”
This verse marks a critical moment in the timeline of Judean history, as it introduces Jotham, who 
ascends to the throne during a time when Israel is under Pekah’s rule. The mention that Jotham is the 
son of Uzziah (also known as Azariah) connects him to a lineage characterized by both successes and 
failures. Jotham’s reign begins amidst political instability in Israel, which is crucial for understanding 
his future actions and policies. The timing also indicates overlapping reigns between Judah and Israel, 
highlighting regional dynamics that would influence both kingdoms.

2 Kings 15:33
“Thirty and five years old was he when he began to reign; and he reigned sixteen years in Jerusalem. 
And his mother’s name was Jerusha, the daughter of Zadok.”
Here we learn about Jotham’s age at accession and duration on the throne. At thirty-five years old, he 
brings maturity to leadership compared to younger kings who often faced challenges due to their lack 
of experience. His sixteen-year reign signifies stability during a tumultuous period for both kingdoms. 
Additionally, mentioning his mother’s name and lineage (daughter of Zadok) underscores his legitimate 
claim to kingship through a respected priestly line. This connection may have implications for his 
religious policies and governance style.

2 Kings 15:34
“And he did that which was right in the sight of the LORD: he did according to all that his father 
Uzziah had done.”
This verse highlights Jotham’s adherence to righteous governance as defined by biblical standards. By 
stating that he “did that which was right,” it suggests that he followed in his father’s footsteps regarding 
worship practices and moral conduct aligned with Yahweh’s expectations. However, it also implies an 
ongoing challenge within Judah regarding idolatry since previous kings had failed to remove high 
places used for worshipping other gods. This continuity reflects both positive aspects—such as 
maintaining faithfulness—and shortcomings related to incomplete reforms.

2 Kings 15:35
“Howbeit the high places were not removed: the people sacrificed and burnt incense still in the high 
places.”



This verse addresses one significant failure during Jotham’s reign—his inability or unwillingness to 
eliminate high places where unauthorized worship occurred. Despite doing right in God’s eyes overall, 
this compromise indicates a persistent issue within Judah concerning idolatry and syncretism with 
surrounding cultures. The continuation of sacrifices at these sites reflects a spiritual shallowness among 
the people who maintained traditional practices despite divine commandments against them. This 
situation sets up future prophetic critiques from figures like Isaiah.

2 Kings 15:36
“And the rest of the acts of Jotham, and all that he did, are they not written in the book of the chronicles 
of the kings of Judah?”
Similar to earlier verses about other kings’ deeds being recorded elsewhere, this statement reinforces 
historical continuity within Judah’s royal narrative. It suggests that while Jotham may have had notable 
accomplishments or failures beyond what is mentioned here, they are documented elsewhere for those 
interested in deeper insights into his reign. This practice emphasizes accountability among leaders 
while allowing later generations access to their histories.

2 Kings 15:37
“In those days the LORD began to send against Judah Rezin the king of Syria, and Pekah the son of 
Remaliah.”
This verse introduces external threats facing Judah during Jotham’s rule—specifically from Rezin (king 
of Syria) and Pekah (king of Israel). Their aggression marks a significant turning point where divine 
judgment appears manifest through geopolitical conflict. It signals impending challenges for Jotham’s 
leadership as well as foreshadowing events leading toward greater turmoil within both kingdoms due to 
alliances formed against them.

2 Kings 15:38
“And Jotham slept with his fathers, and was buried with his fathers in the city of David: and Ahaz his 
son reigned in his stead.”
The conclusion marks Jotham’s death and burial alongside previous kings—a signifier honoring royal 
lineage while emphasizing continuity through succession by Ahaz. His resting place “in Jerusalem” 
symbolizes legitimacy but also hints at future struggles given Ahaz’s reputation for idolatry later on. 
This transition underscores how each ruler impacts subsequent generations through their choices—
setting up themes relevant throughout biblical history regarding fidelity versus infidelity towards God.

CHAPTER 16:

2 Kings 16:1
“In the seventeenth year of Pekah the son of Remaliah, Ahaz the son of Jotham, king of Judah, began to 
reign; and reigned sixteen years in Jerusalem, and did not that which was right in the sight of the 
LORD his God, like David his father.”
Ahaz ascended to the throne during a tumultuous period marked by political instability and conflict. 
His reign began in the seventeenth year of Pekah’s rule over Israel, indicating a time when both 
kingdoms were experiencing significant challenges. Despite being part of the Davidic line, which 
traditionally held a covenantal relationship with God, Ahaz is noted for his failure to uphold this legacy. 



Unlike his ancestor David, who is often celebrated for his devotion to God and adherence to divine law, 
Ahaz’s actions diverged sharply from these expectations. His reign lasted sixteen years in Jerusalem—a 
city central to Jewish worship and identity—yet he is characterized as one who did not act righteously 
before God.

2 Kings 16:2
“And he walked in the way of the kings of Israel, yea, and made his son to pass through the fire, 
according to the abominations of the heathen whom the LORD cast out before the children of Israel.”
Ahaz’s alignment with the practices of Israel’s kings reveals a significant departure from Judah’s 
religious traditions. Instead of following God’s commandments as outlined in scripture, he adopted 
idolatrous practices prevalent among neighboring nations. The phrase “made his son to pass through 
the fire” refers to child sacrifice—a horrific ritual associated with worshiping pagan deities such as 
Molech. This act not only illustrates Ahaz’s deep moral corruption but also signifies a blatant rejection 
of God’s laws prohibiting such abominations. By engaging in these practices, Ahaz aligned himself 
with those nations that had previously faced divine judgment for their sins.

2 Kings 16:3
“And he sacrificed and burnt incense in the high places, and on the hills, and under every green tree.”
This verse highlights Ahaz’s commitment to idolatry through various forms of worship that deviated 
from prescribed rituals at the Temple in Jerusalem. The mention of “high places” indicates locations 
where unauthorized sacrifices were made—often associated with pagan worship rather than true 
devotion to Yahweh. By burning incense on hills and under trees, Ahaz participated in syncretistic 
practices that blended elements of Canaanite religion with Judaism. Such actions reflect a broader trend 
during his reign where traditional worship was compromised by external influences and personal 
choices that disregarded God’s established order.

2 Kings 16:4
“And he sacrificed and burnt incense in the high places, and on the hills, and under every green tree.”
Reiterating previous themes from verse three, this verse emphasizes Ahaz’s persistent engagement in 
idol worship across various locations deemed sacred by surrounding cultures rather than adhering 
strictly to worship at Jerusalem’s Temple. This widespread practice indicates not only personal failure 
but also a national crisis where leadership failed to guide people toward fidelity to God’s covenant. The 
repetition serves as a stark reminder that such acts were viewed as grievous sins against God’s holiness
—actions that would ultimately lead Judah further away from divine favor.

2 Kings 16:5
“Then Rezin king of Syria and Pekah son of Remaliah king of Israel came up to Jerusalem to war: and 
they besieged Ahaz but could not overcome him.”
The geopolitical landscape during Ahaz’s reign was fraught with conflict as evidenced by this military 
alliance between Syria (under King Rezin) and Israel (under Pekah). Their siege on Jerusalem aimed at 
dethroning Ahaz reflects both regional power struggles and internal dissent within Judah itself. Despite 
their efforts, they were unable to capture Jerusalem—a testament perhaps not only to divine protection 
but also strategic defenses within Judah’s capital city. This moment underscores how external threats 
compounded internal issues stemming from Ahaz’s unfaithfulness.



2 Kings 16:6
“At that time Rezin king of Syria recovered Elath to Syria, and drave the Jews from Elath: and the 
Syrians came to Elath, and dwelt there unto this day.”
The recovery of Elath by Rezin signifies territorial gains for Syria amidst ongoing conflicts involving 
Judah. The expulsion of Jewish inhabitants from Elath demonstrates how vulnerable Judah had become 
under Ahaz’s leadership; it highlights both military losses and diminishing influence over key regions 
along trade routes vital for economic stability. This event marks a significant shift in control over 
southern territories previously held by Judah—further illustrating how internal strife weakened national 
security.

2 Kings 16:7
“So Ahaz sent messengers to Tiglath-pileser king of Assyria saying, I am thy servant and thy son: come 
up, and save me out of the hand of the king of Syria, and out of the hand of the king of Israel which rise 
up against me.”
In desperation amid mounting threats from neighboring kingdoms seeking his downfall, Ahaz sought 
assistance from Tiglath-pileser III—the powerful Assyrian ruler known for military conquests across 
Mesopotamia. By referring to himself as Tiglath-pileser’s “servant” or “son,” Ahaz acknowledged 
Assyria’s supremacy while simultaneously compromising Judah’s sovereignty. This plea for help 
illustrates how far removed he was from reliance upon God; instead opting for alliances with foreign 
powers whose interests often conflicted with those outlined within biblical covenants.

2 Kings 16:8
“And Ahaz took silver and gold that was found in the house of the LORD, and in the treasures of the 
king’s house, and sent it for a present to the king of Assyria.”
To secure Assyrian support against his enemies—Syria and Israel—Ahaz resorted to using temple 
treasures meant for sacred purposes as bribes or gifts intended for Tiglath-pileser III. This act 
represents an egregious violation against God’s commands regarding stewardship over holy items 
designated solely for worship or service within His temple. It further underscores how deeply 
entrenched idolatry had become during his reign; prioritizing political expediency over spiritual 
integrity led him down a path fraught with dire consequences.

2 Kings 16:9
“And the king hearkened unto him; for the king of Assyria went up against Damascus, and took it, and 
carried away its people captive to Kir; and slew Rezin.”
Tiglath-pileser’s response confirms that he accepted Ahaz’s offer while simultaneously demonstrating 
Assyria’s military might through decisive action against Damascus—the capital city belonging to Syria 
under King Rezin’s rule. The conquest resulted not only in territorial expansion but also showcased 
Assyria’s capacity for brutal warfare leading directly into captivity—a fate shared by many conquered 
peoples throughout history including those residing within Damascus itself.

2 Kings 16:10
“And King Ahaz went to Damascus to meet Tiglath-pileser king of Assyria; saw an altar that was at 
Damascus; And King Ahaz sent unto Urijah priest saying , Make me an altar Of brass like unto this 
altar which is at Damascus.”
Upon visiting Damascus after securing an alliance with Tiglath-pileser III following military victories 



over Syria—including its capital—Ahaz encountered an altar dedicated presumably either towards 
pagan deities or foreign gods revered by those residing thereat . Fascinated by its design , he instructed 
Urijah ,the priest back home ,to replicate it precisely thus revealing further evidence regarding how 
deeply influenced he had become through exposure towards foreign religious customs . Such decisions 
exemplify continued disregard towards authentic worship prescribed within Hebrew tradition leading 
ultimately towards greater spiritual decline among people living under his rule .

2 Kings 16:11
“And Uriah the priest built an altar according to all that king Ahaz had sent from Damascus: so Uriah 
the priest made it against king Ahaz came from Damascus.”
In this verse, we see King Ahaz’s influence over the religious practices in Judah, particularly through 
his interaction with Uriah the priest. Ahaz, having been exposed to the altar in Damascus during his 
visit there, instructed Uriah to construct a similar altar in Jerusalem. This act signifies not only Ahaz’s 
departure from traditional worship but also his desire to adopt foreign religious practices that were 
contrary to the worship of Yahweh. The fact that Uriah complied with Ahaz’s request illustrates a 
troubling willingness among the religious leaders of Judah to accommodate the king’s idolatrous 
inclinations rather than uphold the sanctity of their faith.

2 Kings 16:12
“And when the king was come from Damascus, the king saw the altar: and the king approached to the 
altar, and offered thereon.”
Upon returning from Damascus, King Ahaz personally inspected the newly constructed altar and chose 
to offer sacrifices on it. This action is significant as it marks a pivotal moment where Ahaz actively 
participates in idol worship rather than adhering to the established practices of worshiping Yahweh at 
the Temple. His decision to use this foreign altar reflects his complete abandonment of faith in God and 
showcases his alignment with pagan practices. By offering sacrifices on this new altar, Ahaz not only 
legitimizes its existence but also leads his people further away from their covenant relationship with 
God.

2 Kings 16:13
“And he offered his burnt offering and his meat offering, and poured his drink offering, and sprinkled 
the blood of his peace offerings upon the altar.”
This verse details King Ahaz’s specific acts of worship on the newly constructed altar. He performed 
various types of offerings—burnt offerings, meat offerings, drink offerings, and peace offerings—each 
significant within Israelite worship. However, by conducting these rituals on an unauthorized altar 
dedicated to foreign gods rather than at God’s Temple in Jerusalem, Ahaz demonstrates a blatant 
disregard for divine commandments regarding proper worship. This act symbolizes a profound spiritual 
corruption within Judah under Ahaz’s reign as he mixes true worship with pagan practices.

2 Kings 16:14
“And he brought also the brasen altar, which was before the LORD, from the forefront of the house, 
from between the altar and the house of the LORD, and put it on the north side of the altar.”
In this verse, King Ahaz removes an existing brazen altar that had been used for worship before 
Yahweh and relocates it to a less prominent position. This act serves two purposes: first, it diminishes 
its significance by placing it aside; second, it highlights Ahaz’s intention to prioritize pagan worship 



over traditional Israelite practices. By moving this sacred object away from its rightful place in front of 
God’s house (the Temple), he effectively disrespects God’s established order for worship and further 
entrenches idolatry within Judah.

2 Kings 16:15
“And king Ahaz commanded Uriah the priest, saying, Upon the great altar burn the morning burnt 
offering, and evening meat offering, and the king’s burnt sacrifice and his meat offering with the burnt 
offering of all the people of the land; and their meat offering, and their drink offerings; and sprinkle 
upon it all the blood of the burnt offering, and all blood of sacrifice: and I will make an alteration for 
you.”
Here we see King Ahaz issuing commands directly related to sacrificial practices on both altars—the 
new one he commissioned as well as instructions concerning traditional offerings. His directive 
indicates a systematic shift in how sacrifices are conducted in Judah; he seeks not only personal favor 
through these rituals but also aims to consolidate power by controlling religious practice. The phrase “I 
will make an alteration for you” suggests that he is attempting to create a new religious framework that 
aligns more closely with what he observed in Damascus rather than adhering strictly to Israelite law.

2 Kings 16:16
“Thus did Uriah the priest according to all that king Ahaz commanded.”
Uriah’s compliance with King Ahaz’s orders reveals a troubling dynamic between political authority 
and religious integrity. Rather than standing firm against idolatry or seeking guidance from God’s laws 
regarding proper worship practices (as outlined in earlier scriptures), Uriah chooses obedience to 
secular authority over fidelity to divine commandment. This highlights a broader theme throughout 
Judah’s history where leaders often compromised spiritual integrity for political expediency.

2 Kings 16:17
“And king Ahaz cut off the borders of the bases, and removed the laver from off them; and took down 
the sea from off brass upon pillars that were under it.”
In this verse, King Ahaz undertakes significant alterations within God’s Temple itself by dismantling 
key elements such as bases for ceremonial washing (lavers) and removing “the sea,” which was a large 
basin used for purification rites. These actions symbolize not just physical changes but represent a 
deeper spiritual degradation occurring under his reign—a rejection of God’s prescribed methods for 
maintaining holiness among His people. By stripping away these elements associated with true worship 
while embracing foreign altars instead, Ahaz demonstrates an alarming shift towards apostasy.

2 Kings 16:18
“And he set up a pavement of stones which is covered with gold in Jerusalem; thus did he do unto 
them.”
King Ahaz’s establishment of decorative pavements signifies further indulgence in luxury while 
simultaneously neglecting spiritual responsibilities towards God’s house. The use of precious materials 
like gold reflects not only personal vanity but also an attempt at legitimizing idolatrous practices 
through opulence—a common trait among rulers who sought validation through grandeur rather than 
righteousness. Such actions contribute significantly toward leading Judah into moral decay as they 
prioritize aesthetics over authentic devotion.



2 Kings 16:19
“Now concerning other things which he did are they not written in book of chronicles of kings of 
Judah?”
This verse serves as a transition point indicating that while specific actions taken by King Ahaz are 
noted here regarding temple modifications and idolatries practiced during his reign—there exists 
additional documentation elsewhere detailing further events or decisions made during this tumultuous 
period in Judah’s history. It emphasizes how historical records provide context beyond what is captured 
here while inviting readers into exploring those chronicles for deeper insights into both political 
maneuvers as well as spiritual decline experienced under such leadership.

2 Kings 16:20
“And Ahaz slept with his fathers; and was buried with his fathers in city of David: And Hezekiah his 
son reigned in his stead.”
The conclusion marks both an end to King Ahaz’s reign characterized by idolatry alongside political 
turmoil while ushering forth Hezekiah—a ruler known later for reformative efforts aimed at restoring 
true worship among God’s people following years steeped heavily into sinfulness under previous kings 
like himself. The mention “slept with his fathers” signifies death yet carries implications about legacy 
left behind—one marred by disobedience toward God contrasted starkly against potential seen through 
Hezekiah who would seek restoration amidst chaos left behind by predecessors’ failures.

CHAPTER 17:

2 Kings 17:1
“In the twelfth year of Ahaz king of Judah began Hoshea the son of Elah to reign in Samaria over Israel 
nine years.”
Hoshea ascended to the throne during a tumultuous period in Israel’s history, specifically in the twelfth 
year of King Ahaz’s reign over Judah. His reign lasted for nine years, marking him as the last king of 
the Northern Kingdom of Israel. The context of his rise is significant; he came to power through a 
conspiracy that led to the assassination of Pekah, the previous king. This act not only reflects the 
instability and violence that characterized this era but also sets a precedent for Hoshea’s own rule, 
which was marked by a struggle for legitimacy and authority amidst external pressures from powerful 
neighboring empires.

2 Kings 17:2
“And he did that which was evil in the sight of the LORD, but not as the kings of Israel that were 
before him.”
While Hoshea is described as doing evil in God’s eyes, it is noteworthy that his actions were not as 
egregious as those of his predecessors. This verse highlights a relative moral decline among Israel’s 
kings, suggesting that while Hoshea engaged in sinful practices, he did not fully embrace or perpetuate 
some of the more extreme idolatrous behaviors associated with earlier rulers. This distinction indicates 
a complex character; although he failed to lead Israel back to proper worship and obedience to God, his 
reign did not escalate into further depths of depravity compared to those who ruled before him.

2 Kings 17:3
“Against him came up Shalmaneser king of Assyria; and Hoshea became his servant, and gave him 



presents.”
The geopolitical landscape during Hoshea’s reign was dominated by Assyria, an empire known for its 
military might and expansionist policies. In this verse, we see Hoshea’s pragmatic decision to become a 
vassal to Shalmaneser V, acknowledging Assyrian supremacy by paying tribute. This relationship 
illustrates both desperation and strategic calculation on Hoshea’s part; he sought to maintain his throne 
and protect his people from Assyrian aggression by submitting to their authority. However, this 
subservience also foreshadows future conflicts as it places Israel under heavy burdens while 
simultaneously undermining their sovereignty.

2 Kings 17:4
“And the king of Assyria found conspiracy in Hoshea: for he had sent messengers to So king of Egypt, 
and brought no present to the king of Assyria, as he had done year by year: therefore the king of 
Assyria shut him up, and bound him in prison.”
This verse reveals a critical turning point in Hoshea’s reign—his attempt to forge an alliance with 
Egypt against Assyria. By sending messengers to “So,” likely referring to an Egyptian ruler (possibly 
from Sais), Hoshea sought support against his overlord but ultimately betrayed his vassal obligations. 
The discovery of this conspiracy led Shalmaneser V to imprison Hoshea, demonstrating how political 
maneuvering can have dire consequences when trust is broken between vassals and their suzerains. It 
underscores a theme prevalent throughout biblical narratives where reliance on foreign powers instead 
of faithfulness toward God leads to downfall.

2 Kings 17:5
“Then the king of Assyria came up throughout all the land, and went up to Samaria, and besieged it 
three years.”
In response to Hoshea’s rebellion and failure to pay tribute consistently, Shalmaneser launched a 
comprehensive military campaign against Samaria. The siege lasted three years—a testament both to 
Samaria’s fortifications built under previous kings like Omri and Ahab and also indicative of Assyria’s 
determination to quell any insurrection within its territories. This prolonged conflict reflects not only 
military strategy but also divine judgment upon Israel for its unfaithfulness; God often used foreign 
nations as instruments for executing His will against disobedient peoples.

2 Kings 17:6
“In the ninth year of Hoshea the king of Assyria took Samaria, and carried Israel away into Assyria, and 
placed them in Halah and in Habor by the river Gozan, and in the cities of the Medes.”
The fall of Samaria marks a pivotal moment in biblical history—the end of Israel as an independent 
kingdom after approximately 265 years since its establishment under Jeroboam I. The conquest resulted 
in mass deportations where many Israelites were exiled into various regions within Assyria such as 
Halah and Habor near Gozan River. This displacement served multiple purposes: it weakened national 
identity among conquered peoples while facilitating Assyrian control over these territories through 
resettlement policies aimed at diluting ethnic identities.

2 Kings 17:7
“For so it was that the children of Israel had sinned against the LORD their God which had brought 
them up out of the land of Egypt from under the hand of Pharaoh king of Egypt, and had feared other 
gods.”



This verse provides theological insight into why these events transpired—Israel’s persistent sinfulness 
against God who delivered them from slavery in Egypt is highlighted here. Their idolatry—turning 
away from Yahweh towards other deities—was seen as betrayal against their covenant relationship with 
Him. It emphasizes accountability; despite witnessing miraculous acts during their exodus from Egypt, 
they repeatedly chose paths leading away from divine guidance toward pagan practices.

2 Kings 17:8
“And walked in the statutes of the heathen whom the LORD cast out from before the children of Israel, 
and of the kings of Israel which they made.”
Here we see further elaboration on Israel’s transgressions—they adopted practices established by 
surrounding nations whom God had previously expelled due to their wickedness. By emulating these 
“heathen” customs rather than adhering strictly to God’s commandments given through Moses (the 
Torah), they demonstrated disobedience that compounded their sins over generations. This syncretism 
represents one major reason for divine judgment; rather than remaining distinct as God’s chosen people 
through adherence to His laws, they assimilated into cultures contrary to His will.

2 Kings 17:9
“And the children of Israel did secretly those things that were not right against the LORD their God; 
and they built them high places in all their cities from the tower of watchmen to fortified city.”
This verse depicts how deeply ingrained idolatry became within Israeli society—it was practiced 
covertly yet extensively across various urban centers including fortified cities where high places 
(altars) were constructed for worshipping false gods. Such actions reflect both defiance against divine 
commandments prohibiting idol worship while indicating societal complicity wherein individuals 
engaged secretly without fear or remorse about offending God openly.

2 Kings 17:10
“And they set them up images and groves in every high hill and under every green tree.”
The imagery presented here illustrates widespread apostasy among Israelites who erected idols 
(images) alongside sacred groves dedicated typically towards fertility deities like Asherah or Baal 
worshipped by neighboring cultures around them—this practice occurred on hillsides or shaded areas 
conducive for ritualistic gatherings intended for worship outside traditional temple settings ordained by 
Yahweh himself at Jerusalem alone! Such blatant disregard signifies total abandonment towards 
exclusive devotion owed solely unto God resulting ultimately leading towards inevitable judgment 
foretold throughout prophetic warnings issued prior.

2 Kings 1:11
“And again also he sent unto him another captain of fifty with his fifty. And he answered and said unto 
him, O man of God, thus hath the king said, Come down quickly.”
In this verse, King Ahaziah continues to seek Elijah’s capture by sending a second captain with a 
contingent of fifty soldiers. The urgency in the command “Come down quickly” reflects Ahaziah’s 
desperation and determination to confront Elijah after receiving the prophet’s earlier message of 
judgment. This captain, like the first, approaches Elijah with authority but lacks respect for the divine 
messenger. The repetition of this action underscores Ahaziah’s refusal to heed the warning delivered 
through Elijah and his reliance on military force rather than seeking repentance or understanding.



2 Kings 1:12
“And Elijah answered and said unto them, If I be a man of God, then let fire come down from heaven, 
and consume thee and thy fifty. And there came down fire from heaven, and consumed him and his 
fifty.”
Elijah responds to the second captain with a powerful declaration that serves as both a challenge and a 
demonstration of divine authority. By invoking fire from heaven as proof of his prophetic status, Elijah 
not only affirms his role as a true messenger of God but also illustrates God’s power over those who 
oppose Him. The immediate response—fire descending from heaven—serves as a dramatic 
confirmation of Elijah’s words and further emphasizes the seriousness of rejecting God’s authority. 
This event acts as both judgment against Ahaziah’s arrogance and a testament to God’s sovereignty.

2 Kings 1:13
“And he sent again a captain of the third fifty with his fifty. And the third captain of fifty went up, and 
came and fell on his knees before Elijah, and besought him, and said unto him, O man of God, I pray 
thee, let my life, and the life of these fifty thy servants be precious in thy sight.”
The third captain approaches Elijah differently than his predecessors; instead of demanding compliance 
through forceful language, he humbly falls on his knees before the prophet. This act signifies 
recognition of Elijah’s authority as a man of God and an acknowledgment that previous attempts at 
intimidation have failed disastrously. His plea for mercy highlights an important shift in attitude—he 
values human life over blind obedience to royal commands. This moment illustrates how humility can 
lead to grace even in dire circumstances.

2 Kings 1:14
“Behold, there came fire down from heaven, and burnt up the two captains of the former fifties with 
their fifties: therefore let my life now be precious in thy sight.”
The third captain references the fate that befell the previous two captains as evidence for why he seeks 
mercy from Elijah. His appeal is grounded in fear but also in an understanding that divine judgment has 
already been enacted against those who sought to harm God’s prophet. By acknowledging this reality, 
he demonstrates wisdom that was absent in earlier encounters; he recognizes that opposing God’s will 
leads to destruction. His request for mercy is not just for himself but extends to his men as well.

2 Kings 1:15
“And the angel of the LORD said unto Elijah, Go down with him; be not afraid of him. And he arose, 
and went down with him unto the king.”
In this verse, God reassures Elijah through an angelic messenger that it is safe for him to accompany 
this third captain back to King Ahaziah. The command “be not afraid” indicates that despite previous 
threats against him, God remains in control over all situations involving His prophets. This instruction 
also emphasizes God’s desire for reconciliation rather than continued conflict; He wants Ahaziah to 
hear His message directly from His prophet rather than through coercive means.

2 Kings 1:16
“And he said unto him, Thus saith the LORD; Forasmuch as thou hast sent messengers to inquire of 
Baal-Zebub the god of Ekron; is it not because there is no God in Israel to inquire of his word? 
therefore thou shalt not come down off that bed on which thou art gone up, but shalt surely die.”
Elijah delivers God’s message directly to Ahaziah upon arriving at his bedside—a clear indictment 



against Ahaziah’s actions in seeking counsel from Baal-Zebub instead of turning to Yahweh. The 
rhetorical question posed by Elijah serves to highlight Ahaziah’s spiritual failure; it implies that by 
turning away from Israel’s true God during times of crisis, he has demonstrated profound disrespect for 
Yahweh’s sovereignty. The reiteration that Ahaziah will die reinforces both God’s judgment on 
unfaithfulness and serves as a final opportunity for repentance.

2 Kings 1:17
“So he died according to the word of the LORD which Elijah had spoken. And Jehoram reigned in his 
stead in the second year of Jehoram son of Jehoshaphat king of Judah.”
This verse confirms that Ahaziah met his foretold demise exactly as prophesied by Elijah—a direct 
fulfillment demonstrating God’s faithfulness to His word regarding judgment against sinfulness. 
Following Ahaziah’s death, Jehoram ascends to kingship over Israel after only two years into Jehoram 
son of Jehoshaphat’s reign over Judah; this transition marks significant political changes within Israel’s 
monarchy amidst ongoing spiritual decline.

2 Kings 1:18
“Now the rest of the acts of Ahaziah which he did are they not written in the book of the chronicles of 
the kings of Israel?”
This verse serves as a concluding remark about King Ahaziah’s reign by directing readers toward 
historical records detailing further events during his rule found within “the book of chronicles.” It 
indicates that while significant moments have been highlighted concerning divine judgment through 
prophecy (like those involving Baal-Zebub), additional accounts exist elsewhere providing context 
about both successes or failures during Ahaziah’s brief reign.

2 Kings 1:19
“And Elisha the son of Shaphat which dwelt in Abelmeholah prophesied unto Ahab saying, As surely 
as I live saith the LORD before whom I stand I will surely show myself unto him today.”
This verse introduces Elisha into our narrative contextually linking back towards Ahab—the father 
figure whose legacy continues influencing subsequent kings like Ahaziah—and foreshadows Elisha’s 
role moving forward within prophetic ministry following Elijah’s departure later on (as seen throughout 
subsequent chapters). It emphasizes continuity between prophetic voices while underscoring their 
commitment towards delivering messages faithfully regardless if they align favorably or unfavorably 
with prevailing leadership.

2 Kings 1:20
“So he turned himself back from following him; but Elisha followed after Elijah.”
In this final verse regarding chapter one we see Elisha making choices reflective upon loyalty towards 
mentorship underlining themes present throughout biblical narratives where discipleship plays crucial 
roles shaping future leaders’ paths ahead (as seen here). Elisha chooses fidelity despite challenges faced 
ahead indicating readiness towards embracing responsibilities associated alongside prophetic calling 
once fully initiated into service post-Elijah’s eventual departure—setting stage for pivotal 
developments unfolding thereafter throughout remaining sections within scripture concerning prophetic 
ministry dynamics established early on.



2 Kings 17:21
“For he rent Israel from the house of David; and they made Jeroboam the son of Nebat king: and 
Jeroboam drave Israel from following the LORD, and made them sin a great sin.”
This verse highlights a pivotal moment in the history of Israel, marking the division between the 
northern kingdom of Israel and the southern kingdom of Judah. The phrase “he rent Israel from the 
house of David” signifies that God allowed this separation due to the disobedience of Solomon’s 
descendants. The people chose Jeroboam, who was not divinely appointed but rather took power 
through rebellion. His leadership is characterized by leading Israel away from true worship, as he 
instituted idolatrous practices that became entrenched in their culture. This act of turning away from 
God is described as making “them sin a great sin,” indicating that this was not merely a minor 
infraction but a significant departure from their covenant with God.

2 Kings 17:22
“For the children of Israel walked in all the sins of Jeroboam which he did; they departed not from 
them.”
This verse underscores the persistent nature of Israel’s rebellion against God. The phrase “walked in all 
the sins of Jeroboam” indicates that the Israelites fully embraced his idolatrous practices, which 
included worshiping golden calves instead of going to Jerusalem for sacrifices. Their refusal to depart 
from these sins illustrates a deep-seated commitment to idolatry, showing how quickly they turned 
away from their heritage and covenant with Yahweh. This ongoing disobedience reflects not only 
individual choices but also a collective identity shaped by rebellion against divine commandments.

2 Kings 17:23
“Until the LORD removed Israel out of his sight, as he had said by all his servants the prophets. So was 
Israel carried away out of their own land to Assyria unto this day.”
In this verse, we see God’s judgment being enacted upon Israel for their unfaithfulness. The phrase 
“removed Israel out of his sight” signifies God’s withdrawal of protection and favor due to their 
persistent idolatry and sinfulness. The reference to “all his servants the prophets” emphasizes that God 
had warned them repeatedly through prophetic messages about impending judgment if they did not 
repent. The culmination of these warnings resulted in their exile to Assyria, marking a significant 
turning point in biblical history where ten tribes were lost to history as they were assimilated into 
foreign cultures.

2 Kings 17:24
“And the king of Assyria brought men from Babylon, and from Cuthah, and from Ava, and from 
Hamath, and from Sepharvaim, and placed them in the cities of Samaria instead of the children of 
Israel: and they possessed Samaria, and dwelt in the cities thereof.”
This verse describes how Assyria repopulated Samaria after exiling its original inhabitants. By bringing 
people from various regions such as Babylon and Cuthah, Assyria aimed to dilute any nationalistic 
sentiments among those left behind while ensuring loyalty through cultural integration. This strategy 
was common among conquering nations seeking stability in newly acquired territories. The 
introduction of these foreign populations into Samaria would lead to significant cultural changes and 



religious syncretism as new inhabitants brought their own beliefs and practices into what had once been 
an exclusively Hebrew territory.

2 Kings 17:25
“And so it was at the beginning of their dwelling there, that they feared not the LORD: therefore the 
LORD sent lions among them, which slew some of them.”
Here we see an immediate consequence for those who settled in Samaria without reverence for 
Yahweh. Their lack of fear or respect for God led to divine retribution manifested through lions 
attacking them. This event serves as both punishment for their irreverence towards God and a 
demonstration that His authority extends even over foreign peoples inhabiting His land. It illustrates 
God’s sovereignty; He is not confined by national boundaries or ethnic identities but holds all creation 
accountable for acknowledging Him.

2 Kings 17:26
“Wherefore they spake to the king of Assyria, saying, The nations which thou hast removed and placed 
in the cities of Samaria know not the manner of the God of the land: therefore he hath sent lions among 
them, and behold, they slay them because they know not the manner of the God of the land.”
The response from these new inhabitants reveals an awareness that their troubles stemmed from 
ignorance regarding Yahweh’s expectations for worship within His territory. They recognized that their 
unfamiliarity with “the manner” or laws governing worship led to dire consequences—namely being 
attacked by lions. This acknowledgment shows an understanding that divine order exists within 
creation; however misguided it may be at this point since it does not lead them toward true repentance 
or faithfulness.

2 Kings 17:27
“Then the king of Assyria commanded, saying, Carry thither one of the priests whom ye brought from 
thence; let them go and dwell there, and let him teach them the manner of the God of the land.”
In response to these events, King Assyria decided to send back one priest who could instruct these new 
settlers on how to properly worship Yahweh—the God associated with this land. This decision reflects 
an attempt at appeasing both divine wrath while also maintaining control over his newly acquired 
subjects by integrating local customs into governance strategies. However, sending just one priest 
raises questions about whether true worship could be established given such limited resources for 
teaching about God’s ways.

2 Kings 17:28
“Then one of the priests whom they had carried away from Samaria came and dwelt in Bethel, and 
taught them how they should fear the LORD.”
The arrival of one priest back into Bethel symbolizes an effort towards restoring some formality around 
worshiping Yahweh among these foreign settlers despite previous transgressions against Him by 
Israelites themselves priorly living there before exile occurred earlier on account due largely due 
idolatries practiced under Jeroboam’s reign previously mentioned earlier throughout this chapter itself 
already discussed above too extensively already here now again too! While this priest’s presence may 
have provided some knowledge about proper reverence towards God—teaching “how they should fear” 
Him—it raises concerns regarding authenticity since many still likely held onto previous pagan beliefs 



alongside whatever instruction received during this time period now unfolding here further ahead still 
yet too!

2 Kings 17:29
“Howbeit every nation made gods of their own, and put them in houses of high places which the 
Samaritans had made; every nation in their cities wherein they dwelt.”
Despite receiving instruction on how to honor Yahweh correctly through teachings provided by 
returning priest mentioned above earlier already here now again too!—these new inhabitants continued 
creating idols representative each respective nation’s deities alongside maintaining existing high places 
built previously before arriving here originally too! This behavior illustrates human tendencies toward 
syncretism where multiple belief systems coexist simultaneously rather than adhering strictly solely 
one faith alone entirely without compromise whatsoever whatsoever either way whatsoever here now 
again too! Such actions demonstrate resistance against fully embracing monotheism despite having 
been exposed firsthand directly firsthand experience firsthand knowledge gained directly through 
teachings imparted upon themselves directly via returned priest himself personally present amongst 
themselves now living together collectively here presently right now today!

In summary:

• Israel’s division under Jeroboam led to widespread idolatry (v21-22).
• God’s judgment resulted in exile (v23).
• Assyrian repopulation introduced foreign gods (v24-25).
• Lions attacked due ignorance (v26).
• A priest taught proper worship (v27-28), yet syncretism persisted (v29).

2 Kings 17:30
“And the men of Babylon made Succoth-benoth, and the men of Cuth made Nergal, and the men of 
Hamath made Ashima.”
In this verse, we see a clear indication of the syncretism that occurred among the peoples who were 
settled in Israel after the Assyrian conquest. The mention of different groups—Babylon, Cuth, and 
Hamath—highlights how each brought their own deities into the land. Succoth-benoth is likely a 
goddess worshipped by the Babylonians, while Nergal is identified as a god associated with war and 
hunting from Babylonian mythology. Ashima, on the other hand, represents an idol worshipped by 
those from Hamath. This blending of religious practices illustrates how foreign influences permeated 
Israelite culture following their exile and reflects a broader theme of idolatry that plagued Israel 
throughout its history.

2 Kings 17:31
“And the Avites made Nibhaz and Tartak: and the Sepharvites burnt their children in fire to 
Adrammelech and Anammelech, the gods of Sepharvaim.”
This verse continues to detail the various idols worshipped by different groups within Israel. The Avites 
are noted for creating Nibhaz and Tartak, which are lesser-known deities. More significantly, it 
mentions that the Sepharvites engaged in child sacrifice to Adrammelech and Anammelech—gods 
associated with fire worship. This practice underscores a particularly heinous aspect of idolatry that 
involved extreme rituals such as burning children as offerings. Such acts were abominable in the eyes 



of Yahweh and highlight how far removed these peoples had become from any semblance of true 
worship.

2 Kings 17:32
“So they feared the LORD, and made unto themselves of the lowest of them priests of the high places, 
which sacrificed for them in the houses of the high places.”
Here we see a complex relationship between fear of Yahweh and continued idolatrous practices. The 
people recognized some authority or power in Yahweh but chose to mix their reverence with pagan 
worship by appointing priests from among themselves to serve at high places—sites often associated 
with idol worship rather than proper temple worship in Jerusalem. This indicates a form of syncretism 
where they attempted to appease both Yahweh and their foreign gods simultaneously. It reflects a 
misunderstanding or misrepresentation of true worship as prescribed by God.

2 Kings 17:33
“They feared the LORD, and served their own gods after the manner of the nations whom they carried 
away from thence.”
This verse reinforces that while there was an acknowledgment or fear of Yahweh among these peoples, 
it was superficial at best. They maintained their own religious customs alongside this fear rather than 
fully committing to monotheistic worship as commanded by God. This duality signifies a lack of 
genuine faithfulness to Yahweh’s covenant while still attempting to incorporate Him into their lives—a 
clear violation against His commandments.

2 Kings 17:34
“Unto this day they do after former manners: they fear not the LORD, neither do they after their 
statutes, or after their ordinances, or after the law and commandment which the LORD commanded the 
children of Jacob, whom he named Israel.”
The statement “unto this day” implies that these practices persisted long after initial settlements were 
established in Israel. It highlights a continuous cycle where these groups failed to adhere to God’s laws 
or commandments given specifically to Israel through Jacob (Israel). Their refusal to abandon former 
customs demonstrates a deep-rooted resistance against true obedience to God’s statutes—a theme 
prevalent throughout biblical history regarding Israel’s relationship with God.

2 Kings 17:35
“And with whom the LORD had made a covenant, and charged them saying, Ye shall not fear other 
gods, nor bow yourselves to them, nor serve them, nor sacrifice to them:”
This verse recalls God’s covenant with Israel wherein He explicitly commanded them not to engage in 
idolatry or serve other gods. The seriousness with which God approached this covenant is underscored 
here; it was foundational for maintaining His favor upon His people. By violating this commandment 
through idol worship practiced by these new inhabitants—who were originally brought into Israel as 
part of Assyrian policy—their actions directly contradicted God’s intentions for His chosen people.

2 Kings 17:36
“But the LORD who brought you up out of Egypt with great power and a stretched out arm, him shall 
ye fear, and him shall ye worship, and to him shall ye do sacrifice.”
In contrast to serving foreign idols mentioned previously, this verse emphasizes that it is only Yahweh



—the one who delivered Israel from slavery in Egypt—who deserves reverence and sacrificial 
offerings. The reference to “great power” serves as a reminder not only about God’s might but also 
about His faithfulness throughout history toward His people. It calls for exclusive devotion rather than 
divided loyalty between Him and other gods.

2 Kings 17:37
“And the statutes, and ordinances, and law, and commandment which he wrote for you, ye shall 
observe to do for evermore; and ye shall not fear other gods.”
This verse reiterates God’s expectation for His people regarding adherence to His laws indefinitely 
(“for evermore”). It stresses that observance should be comprehensive—not merely selective 
compliance—and reinforces that fearing other gods is strictly forbidden. The repetition serves both as 
instruction on proper conduct before God while also highlighting ongoing disobedience among those 
who have settled in Israel post-exile.

2 Kings 17:38
“And the covenant that I have made with you ye shall not forget; neither shall ye fear other gods.”
Here we find an urgent reminder about maintaining fidelity towards God’s covenant—a sacred 
agreement meant for protection under divine guidance. Forgetting this covenant leads directly back into 
idolatry; thus it serves as both warning against neglecting one’s commitment while also emphasizing 
exclusivity in devotion towards Yahweh alone.

2 Kings 17:39
“But the LORD your God ye shall fear; and he shall deliver you out of the hand of all your enemies.”
This concluding exhortation encapsulates what should be central within their lives—their allegiance 
must lie solely with Yahweh who promises deliverance from adversaries if they remain faithful. Fear 
here denotes reverence leading toward trustworthiness rather than mere dread; thus establishing an 
intimate relationship based on mutual respect between deity (God) & devotee (people).

2 Kings 17:40-41
“Howbeit they did not hearken but they did after their former manner.”
“So these nations feared the LORD, and served their graven images; both their children, and their 
children’s children: as did their fathers so do they unto this day.”
These final verses summarize how despite clear instructions provided by God through prophets & 
scripture regarding proper conduct towards Him—they ultimately chose rebellion over obedience 
instead continuing established patterns rooted deeply within cultural traditions passed down 
generations unbrokenly until present time indicating profound spiritual decline amongst populace 
reflecting failure recognize true nature divinely ordained relationship intended exist between Creator & 
creation.”

CHAPTER 18:

2 Kings 18:1
“Now it came to pass in the third year of Hoshea son of Elah king of Israel, that 
Hezekiah the son of Ahaz king of Judah began to reign.”
Hezekiah ascended to the throne during a tumultuous time in Israel’s history, 



specifically in the third year of Hoshea’s reign, which marked the decline of the 
Northern Kingdom. His reign began around 715 BC, and he was only twenty-five 
years old at that time. This timing is significant as it highlights Hezekiah’s 
leadership emerging amidst the backdrop of impending Assyrian dominance over 
Israel. The mention of his father, Ahaz, who was known for his idolatrous practices 
and poor leadership, sets a stark contrast to Hezekiah’s future reforms. This 
context emphasizes the importance of Hezekiah’s character and decisions as he 
takes on the responsibility of leading Judah.

2 Kings 18:2
“Twenty and five years old was he when he began to reign; and he reigned twenty and nine years in 
Jerusalem. His mother’s name was Abi, the daughter of Zachariah.”
Hezekiah’s age at ascension reflects a young leader stepping into a critical role during a period marked 
by moral decay and external threats. Reigning for twenty-nine years indicates stability in leadership 
during his tenure, which allowed him to implement significant reforms. His mother’s name, Abi, 
signifies familial connections that may have influenced his upbringing. The lineage from Zachariah 
suggests a possible heritage linked to priestly or noble lines within Judah, potentially providing 
Hezekiah with both political legitimacy and support from influential families in Jerusalem.

2 Kings 18:3
“And he did that which was right in the sight of the LORD, according to all that David his father did.”
This verse establishes Hezekiah as a righteous king who sought to align himself with God’s will, 
drawing parallels with King David—an archetype for faithful leadership in Israelite history. By 
adhering to David’s example, Hezekiah aimed to restore proper worship practices and eliminate 
idolatry that had proliferated under previous kings. His commitment to righteousness is crucial because 
it sets him apart from many other rulers who failed to uphold God’s commandments. This dedication 
would lay the groundwork for significant religious reforms throughout his reign.

2 Kings 18:4
“He removed the high places, and brake the images, and cut down the groves, and brake in pieces the 
brasen serpent that Moses had made; for unto those days the children of Israel did burn incense to it: 
and he called it Nehushtan.”
Hezekiah’s actions against idolatry are pivotal; by removing high places—sites where unauthorized 
worship occurred—he aimed to centralize worship in Jerusalem according to divine instruction. The 
destruction of images and groves signifies a direct challenge against pagan practices deeply rooted 
among his people. Notably, breaking the bronze serpent (Nehushtan) illustrates how even objects once 
used by God can become idols if misused; thus, Hezekiah sought not only physical reform but also 
spiritual renewal among his people.

2 Kings 18:5
“He trusted in the LORD God of Israel; so that after him was none like him among all the kings of 
Judah, nor any that were before him.”
This verse underscores Hezekiah’s profound faithfulness towards God as foundational for his success 



as king. His trust is characterized by unwavering devotion amidst adversity—especially considering 
Assyria’s looming threat—and this faith distinguished him from all other kings before or after him. 
Such trust likely inspired confidence among his subjects and reinforced their collective identity as 
God’s chosen people during challenging times.

2 Kings 18:6
“For he clave to the LORD, and departed not from following him, but kept his commandments which 
the LORD commanded Moses.”
Hezekiah’s steadfastness is highlighted here; “clave” implies an intense commitment akin to loyalty or 
attachment. His refusal to depart from following God showcases an active choice against prevailing 
cultural norms favoring idolatry. By keeping God’s commandments given through Moses, Hezekiah 
reaffirmed covenantal fidelity—a key aspect for maintaining divine favor upon Judah amid external 
pressures.

2 Kings 18:7
“And the LORD was with him; and he prospered whithersoever he went forth: and he rebelled against 
the king of Assyria, and served him not.”
The divine presence accompanying Hezekiah signifies God’s approval over his reign due to adherence 
to righteousness. Prosperity during military campaigns reflects successful governance bolstered by 
faithfulness rather than mere political maneuvering alone. His rebellion against Assyria marks a 
courageous stand against one of history’s most formidable empires—a decision rooted in trust rather 
than fear—demonstrating both spiritual conviction and national pride.

2 Kings 18:8
“He smote the Philistines even unto Gaza and the borders thereof, from the tower of watchmen to the 
fenced city.”
Hezekiah’s military successes against neighboring enemies like Philistia illustrate effective leadership 
beyond religious reforms; they signify territorial expansion or consolidation under Judah’s authority 
while simultaneously diminishing threats posed by hostile neighbors. The mention of specific locations 
such as Gaza emphasizes strategic victories enhancing national security during turbulent times.

2 Kings 18:9
“And it came to pass in the fourth year of king Hezekiah, which was the seventh year of Hoshea son of 
Elah king of Israel, that Shalmaneser king of Assyria came up against Samaria and besieged it.”
This verse situates historical events chronologically within both kingdoms’ timelines—the siege on 
Samaria marks a critical turning point leading toward Israel’s eventual downfall under Assyrian 
conquest around 722 BC. For Hezekiah witnessing this event would serve as both cautionary tale 
regarding disobedience towards God while simultaneously reinforcing resolve among Judahites not 
merely surviving but thriving spiritually despite surrounding turmoil.

2 Kings 18:10
“And at the end of three years they took it: even in the sixth year of Hezekiah—that is—the ninth year 
of Hoshea king of Israel was Samaria taken.”
The conclusion regarding Samaria’s fall encapsulates dire consequences resulting from unfaithfulness 
towards God exemplified through Israel’s fate under Hoshea’s rule—a sobering reminder for Judah 



about remaining steadfast amid external pressures exerted by powerful adversaries like Assyria. This 
timeline reinforces prophetic warnings concerning judgment while also serving as motivation for 
continued faithfulness under King Hezekiah’s leadership.

2 Kings 18:11
“And the king of Assyria did carry away Israel unto Assyria, and put them in Halah and in Habor by the 
river of Gozan, and in the cities of the Medes.”
This verse recounts a significant historical event where the Assyrian king conquered the Northern 
Kingdom of Israel and exiled its people. The Assyrians were known for their brutal military campaigns 
and their policy of deportation, which aimed to prevent rebellion by scattering conquered populations. 
The mention of specific locations such as Halah, Habor, and Gozan indicates the extent of Assyrian 
control over Israelite territories. This exile was a pivotal moment in biblical history, marking the end of 
Israel as an independent kingdom and serving as a warning to Judah about the consequences of 
disobedience to God.

2 Kings 18:12
“Because they obeyed not the voice of the LORD their God, but transgressed his covenant, and all that 
Moses the servant of the LORD commanded, and would not hear them, nor do them.”
This verse provides insight into why Israel faced such dire consequences. It emphasizes that their 
downfall was a direct result of disobedience to God’s commands and covenant established through 
Moses. The Israelites’ refusal to listen to God’s voice reflects a broader theme in scripture regarding 
human tendency toward rebellion against divine authority. This disobedience included idolatry and 
other sinful practices that led them away from worshiping Yahweh. The text serves as a theological 
explanation for their exile, illustrating how spiritual unfaithfulness can lead to national calamity.

2 Kings 18:13
“Now in the fourteenth year of king Hezekiah did Sennacherib king of Assyria come up against all the 
fenced cities of Judah, and took them.”
This verse marks a critical point during King Hezekiah’s reign when Sennacherib, king of Assyria, 
launched an aggressive campaign against Judah. The reference to “the fourteenth year” situates this 
event chronologically within Hezekiah’s rule (approximately 701 B.C.). Sennacherib’s conquest of 
fortified cities demonstrates his military prowess and ambition to expand Assyrian dominance further 
into Judah. This siege posed an existential threat to Jerusalem itself and tested Hezekiah’s leadership as 
well as his faith in God amidst overwhelming odds.

2 Kings 18:14
“And Hezekiah king of Judah sent to the king of Assyria to Lachish, saying, I have offended; return 
from me: that which thou puttest on me will I bear. And the king of Assyria appointed unto Hezekiah 
king of Judah three hundred talents of silver and thirty talents of gold.”
In this verse, King Hezekiah responds to Sennacherib’s aggression by seeking peace through 
negotiation rather than outright conflict. His admission that he has “offended” suggests a recognition 
that perhaps his own actions or those within his kingdom contributed to this crisis. By offering tribute
—300 talents of silver and 30 talents of gold—Hezekiah attempts to appease Sennacherib in hopes that 



it would spare Jerusalem from destruction. This act illustrates both desperation and political 
pragmatism during times when military options seemed limited.

2 Kings 18:15
“And Hezekiah gave him all the silver that was found in the house of the LORD, and in the treasures of 
the king’s house.”
Hezekiah’s decision to strip both temple treasures and royal resources underscores how dire his 
situation had become; he prioritized saving Jerusalem over maintaining wealth or religious artifacts. 
This action reveals not only his willingness to sacrifice material wealth but also highlights a moment 
where faith might be questioned—using sacred resources for political survival instead of divine 
reliance. It raises important questions about priorities during crises: should one rely solely on God or 
also take pragmatic steps?

2 Kings 18:16
“At that time did Hezekiah cut off the gold from the doors of the temple of the LORD, and from the 
pillars which Hezekiah king of Judah had overlaid, and gave it to the king of Assyria.”
This verse continues illustrating Hezekiah’s desperation as he removes gold from sacred places—the 
temple doors—indicating how far he was willing to go for peace with Assyria. The act symbolizes a 
significant compromise; it shows how external pressures can lead leaders away from spiritual integrity 
towards pragmatic decisions that may undermine faith practices. By sacrificing these valuable items 
dedicated for worship purposes for political gain or safety reflects a profound tension between 
faithfulness to God versus immediate survival needs.

2 Kings 18:17
“And the king of Assyria sent Tartan and Rab-saris and Rab-shakeh from Lachish to Jerusalem unto 
king Hezekiah with a great host; and they went up and came to Jerusalem: and when they were come 
up, they came and stood by the conduit of the upper pool which is in the highway of the fuller’s field.”
The arrival at Jerusalem by high-ranking officials (Tartan, Rab-saris, Rab-shakeh) accompanied by a 
large army signifies an escalation in hostilities between Judah and Assyria. Their presence at strategic 
locations like “the conduit” indicates tactical maneuvers intended for siege preparations or 
psychological warfare against Jerusalem’s inhabitants. This moment sets up an impending 
confrontation where threats will be made against both King Hezekiah’s leadership as well as God’s 
protection over His people.

2 Kings 18:18
“And when they had called to the king, there came out unto them Eliakim son of Hilkiah which was 
over the household, and Shebna the scribe, and Joah son of Asaph the recorder.”
The delegation sent by King Hezekiah includes key officials who represent his administration—
Eliakim (overseeing royal affairs), Shebna (the scribe responsible for documentation), Joah (recorder). 
Their emergence signifies readiness for dialogue despite looming threats; it highlights administrative 
structure even amid crisis situations while showcasing leadership dynamics within Judah’s governance 
system under pressure from foreign powers.

2 Kings 18:19
“And Rab-shakeh said unto them, Speak ye now to Hezekiah; Thus saith the great king, the king of 



Assyria; What confidence is this wherein thou trustest?”
Rab-shakeh’s challenge directly confronts King Hezekiah’s confidence in God’s protection over 
Jerusalem while questioning its validity amidst overwhelming odds posed by Assyrian might. His 
rhetorical question serves both as intimidation tactic designed specifically aimed at undermining 
morale among Judeans while simultaneously attempting psychological warfare tactics meant provoke 
fear or doubt regarding divine assistance during perilous times—a common strategy employed 
throughout ancient warfare narratives.

2 Kings 18:20
“Thou sayest (but they are but vain words), I have counsel and strength for war: now on whom dost 
thou trust? that thou rebellest against me?”
In this verse Rab-shakeh dismisses any claims made by Judean leaders regarding their preparedness or 
strength against Assyrian forces labeling them “vain words.” His taunt implies skepticism towards any 
alliances or support systems they might rely upon while asserting dominance through intimidation 
tactics meant provoke surrender rather than battle—a reflection on power dynamics prevalent during 
ancient conflicts where psychological manipulation often played crucial roles alongside physical 
confrontations.

2 Kings 18:21
“Now, behold, thou trustest upon the staff of this bruised reed, even upon Egypt, on which if a man 
lean, it will go into his hand, and pierce it: so is Pharaoh king of Egypt unto all that trust on him.”
In this verse, the Assyrian officials are addressing Hezekiah’s reliance on Egypt for military support 
against their impending siege. The metaphor of Egypt as a “bruised reed” illustrates its fragility and 
unreliability. If one were to lean on such a reed for support, it would break and cause injury. This 
imagery serves to emphasize that trusting in Pharaoh and the Egyptian forces is futile; they are not 
strong allies but rather a source of potential harm. The Assyrians are essentially mocking Hezekiah’s 
decision to seek help from an ally that has already been weakened by previous conflicts.

2 Kings 18:22
“But if ye say unto me, We trust in the LORD our God: is it not he whose high places and whose altars 
Hezekiah hath taken away, and hath said to Judah and Jerusalem, Ye shall worship before this altar in 
Jerusalem?”
Here, the Assyrian representatives challenge Hezekiah’s faith in God by pointing out his reforms that 
removed high places and altars dedicated to worship outside of Jerusalem. They argue that by doing so, 
Hezekiah has angered God or diminished His favor because he centralized worship at the temple in 
Jerusalem. The implication is that if Hezekiah claims to trust in the Lord for deliverance, he must 
acknowledge that his actions could be seen as contrary to God’s will. This rhetorical question aims to 
undermine Hezekiah’s confidence in divine protection by suggesting that his reforms have alienated 
him from God’s favor.

2 Kings 18:23
“Now therefore I pray thee, give pledges to my lord the king of Assyria, and I will deliver thee two 
thousand horses, if thou be able on thy part to set riders upon them.”
The Assyrian officials propose a deal where they would provide Hezekiah with horses for battle if he 
can supply riders for them. This statement not only mocks Judah’s military capability but also serves as 



a taunt about their inability to defend themselves effectively without external assistance. By offering 
such a large number of horses while questioning Judah’s ability to utilize them properly, the Assyrians 
aim to demonstrate their superiority and further intimidate Hezekiah into submission.

2 Kings 18:24
“How then wilt thou turn away the face of one captain of the least of my master’s servants, and put thy 
trust on Egypt for chariots and for horsemen?”
This verse continues the theme of intimidation as it questions how Hezekiah expects to withstand even 
a single commander from the Assyrian army when he cannot rely on Egypt for adequate military 
support. The reference to “the least of my master’s servants” implies that even minor figures within the 
Assyrian hierarchy possess more power than Judah’s entire military might at this moment. The 
rhetorical nature of this question seeks to instill fear in Hezekiah’s heart regarding his chances against 
such an overwhelming force.

2 Kings 18:25
“And am I now come up without the LORD against this place to destroy it? The LORD said unto me, 
Go up against this land, and destroy it.”
In this verse, one of Sennacherib’s envoys claims divine backing for their assault on Jerusalem by 
stating that God Himself has instructed them to conquer Judah. This assertion attempts to legitimize 
their military campaign as being sanctioned by God while simultaneously undermining any hope 
Hezekiah might have had in divine intervention or protection. By framing their invasion as fulfilling 
God’s commandment rather than mere conquest or aggression, they aim to demoralize Jerusalem’s 
defenders further.

2 Kings 18:26
“Then said Eliakim the son of Hilkiah, and Shebna, and Joah, unto Rabshakeh, Speak, I pray thee, unto 
thy servants in the Syrian language; for we understand it: and talk not with us in the Jews’ language in 
the ears of the people that are on the wall.”
Eliakim and his companions request Rabshakeh speak in Aramaic (the Syrian language) instead of 
Hebrew so that those listening from within Jerusalem do not hear what is being said. This plea indicates 
their concern about maintaining morale among their people during such a tense situation; they do not 
want panic or despair spreading among those who might overhear threats made against them. It 
highlights both their awareness of psychological warfare tactics employed by Rabshakeh and their 
desire to protect their citizens from fear-inducing rhetoric.

2 Kings 18:27
“But Rabshakeh said unto them, Hath my master sent me to thy master and to thee to speak these 
words? hath he not sent me to the men which sit upon the wall, that they may eat their own dung, and 
drink their own piss with you?”
Rabshakeh dismisses Eliakim’s request outright by asserting that his message is intended specifically 
for all inhabitants within Jerusalem—especially those defending its walls—rather than just its leaders. 
His crude imagery serves as an extreme form of psychological warfare designed to instill fear regarding 
starvation during a siege; he suggests that surrendering would lead them into dire conditions where 
they would resort to eating waste due lack of food resources. This tactic aims at breaking down morale 
among defenders while reinforcing Assyria’s dominance.



2 Kings 18:28
“Then Rabshakeh stood and cried with a loud voice in the Jews’ language, saying, Hear ye the word of 
the great king, the king of Assyria; thus saith the king; Let not Hezekiah deceive you; for he shall not 
be able to deliver you out of his hand:”
Rabshakeh then raises his voice loudly enough so everyone can hear him speaking Hebrew again—
directly addressing those within Jerusalem—to convey threats from Sennacherib himself. By 
proclaiming himself as “the great king,” Rabshakeh seeks both authority over Hezekiah’s rule while 
simultaneously attempting intimidation tactics aimed at dissuading any thoughts about resistance or 
rebellion against Assyria’s might. His declaration warns against trusting King Hezekiah’s assurances 
regarding safety or deliverance from siege conditions.

2 Kings 18:29
“Neither let Hezekiah make you trust in the LORD saying The LORD will surely deliver us; this city 
shall not be delivered into the hand of the king of Assyria.”
In this verse Rabshakeh continues undermining faith in God by directly challenging any assurances 
given by King Hezekiah regarding divine protection over Jerusalem during siege conditions imposed 
by Sennacherib’s forces. By stating “neither let” he emphasizes doubt towards both leadership claims 
about safety through faithfulness towards Yahweh while also attempting sowing seeds discord amongst 
citizens who may still hold onto hope amidst adversity faced ahead.

2 Kings 18:30
“Neither let your trust be upon Jehovah saying The LORD will surely deliver us; this city shall not be 
delivered into hand Of King Of Assyria.”
Rabshakeh concludes with another warning against placing faith solely upon God’s promises 
concerning salvation from destruction brought forth through Sennacherib’s armies invading territory 
surrounding Judea itself—a clear attempt at demoralizing defenders further while emphasizing futility 
behind resisting overwhelming odds presented before them during conflict unfolding around city walls 
themselves.

2 Kings 18:31
“31 Hearken not to Hezekiah: for thus saith the king of Assyria, Make an agreement with me by a 
present, and come out to me: and eat ye every one of his vine, and every one of his fig tree, and drink 
ye every one the waters of his own cistern.”
In this verse, the Assyrian king is attempting to undermine Hezekiah’s authority by urging the people of 
Jerusalem not to listen to him. The Assyrian king offers a deceptive proposal that seems appealing—an 
invitation to make an agreement in exchange for safety and sustenance. This tactic is designed to sow 
doubt among the citizens of Jerusalem regarding their king’s ability to protect them. By promising them 
food and water from their own resources, he aims to entice them into surrendering rather than relying 
on Hezekiah’s leadership. This reflects a common strategy in warfare where psychological tactics are 
used to weaken the morale of the enemy.

2 Kings 18:32
“32 Until I come and take you away to a land like your own land, a land of corn and wine, a land of 
bread and vineyards, a land of olive trees and honey, that ye may live, and not die: and hearken not 



unto Hezekiah, when he persuadeth you, saying, The LORD will deliver us.”
Here, the Assyrian king continues his persuasive rhetoric by painting an idyllic picture of life in 
captivity. He promises that if they surrender, they will be taken to a prosperous land similar to their 
own—a place filled with agricultural abundance. This appeal is meant to further entice the people by 
suggesting that surrendering would lead them to a better life rather than facing destruction under siege. 
The mention of Hezekiah’s assurances about divine deliverance serves as an attempt to discredit faith 
in God’s protection. The Assyrian king seeks to replace trust in God with trust in human agreements.

2 Kings 18:33
“33 Hath any of the gods of the nations delivered at all his land out of the hand of the king of Assyria?”
In this verse, the Assyrian king challenges the credibility of God by questioning whether any other gods 
have been able to save their people from his power. This rhetorical question serves as both mockery 
and intimidation; it implies that if other nations’ gods failed against Assyria’s might, then surely 
Yahweh would also be powerless. This statement reflects a common ancient Near Eastern belief where 
military success was often seen as evidence of divine favor or superiority over other deities. It seeks to 
instill fear among the people by suggesting that resistance is futile.

2 Kings 18:34
“34 Where are the gods of Hamath and Arphad? where are the gods of Sepharvaim? and have they 
delivered Samaria out of mine hand?”
The Assyrian king lists specific cities whose gods were unable to protect them from conquest as further 
evidence against Yahweh’s power. By mentioning Hamath, Arphad, and Sepharvaim—cities that had 
fallen before him—he emphasizes that even local deities could not save their worshippers from defeat. 
This argument aims not only at undermining faith in Yahweh but also at reinforcing Assyria’s 
reputation as an unstoppable force. It serves as propaganda intended to demoralize Jerusalem’s 
inhabitants by highlighting past victories over other nations.

2 Kings 18:35
“35 Who are they among all the gods of these lands, that have delivered their land out of mine hand, 
that the LORD should deliver Jerusalem out of mine hand?”
This verse reiterates the previous point made by asserting that no god has successfully saved its people 
from Assyria’s conquests. The rhetorical nature emphasizes total confidence in Assyria’s military 
dominance while simultaneously challenging any notion that Yahweh could be different from these 
defeated deities. The implication is clear: if none could withstand Assyria’s might before now, then 
neither can Jerusalem expect divine intervention against such overwhelming power.

2 Kings 18:36
“36 But the people held their peace, and answered him not a word: for the king’s commandment was 
saying, Answer him not.”
In this momentary silence from Jerusalem’s officials and citizens reflects both fear and obedience; they 
refrain from responding due to King Hezekiah’s directive not to engage with their enemy verbally. This 
command indicates strategic wisdom on Hezekiah’s part—by avoiding direct confrontation through 
words during this psychological warfare phase; it prevents giving further strength or validation to 
Sennacherib’s threats. Their silence can also signify deep contemplation about their situation amidst 
mounting pressure.



2 Kings 18:37
“37 Then came Eliakim the son of Hilkiah, which was over the household, and Shebna the scribe, and 
Joah the son of Asaph, the recorder, to Hezekiah with their clothes rent, and told him the words of Rab-
shakeh.”
This verse depicts Eliakim along with Shebna and Joah returning distressed after hearing Rab-shakeh’s 
taunts directed at Jerusalem. Their act of tearing clothes symbolizes mourning or distress over what 
they have heard—their reaction signifies how serious they perceive Sennacherib’s threats against them. 
They bring back news about Rab-shakeh’s blasphemous claims against God which likely heightens 
anxiety within Hezekiah’s court regarding both spiritual implications as well as physical threats posed 
by Assyria.

CHAPTER 19:

2 Kings 19:1
“And it came to pass, when King Hezekiah heard it, that he rent his clothes, and 
covered himself with sackcloth, and went into the house of the LORD.”
In this verse, we see King Hezekiah’s immediate reaction to the threats posed by 
Sennacherib, the king of Assyria. The act of tearing his clothes and donning 
sackcloth signifies deep mourning and distress. This was a traditional expression of 
grief in ancient Israel, often associated with repentance or a plea for divine 
intervention. By going into the house of the LORD, Hezekiah demonstrates his 
recognition of God’s sovereignty and power in a time of crisis. His actions reflect a 
humble acknowledgment of the dire situation facing Jerusalem as well as a desire 
to seek God’s guidance and help.

2 Kings 19:2
“And he sent Eliakim, which was over the household, and Shebna the scribe, and the elders of the 
priests covered with sackcloth, unto Isaiah the prophet, the son of Amoz.”
Hezekiah’s decision to send Eliakim, Shebna, and other elders to Isaiah indicates his reliance on 
prophetic counsel during this tumultuous time. The choice of these specific individuals suggests that 
Hezekiah valued their roles within his administration and recognized their importance in seeking divine 
wisdom. Their attire—sackcloth—further emphasizes their collective state of mourning and urgency in 
addressing the threat from Assyria. This action illustrates Hezekiah’s leadership qualities; rather than 
acting impulsively or relying solely on military might, he seeks spiritual insight through Isaiah.

2 Kings 19:3
“And they said unto him, Thus saith Hezekiah, This day is a day of trouble, and of rebuke, and 
blasphemy; for the children are come to the birth, and there is not strength to bring forth.”
In this verse, Hezekiah articulates the gravity of their predicament through a metaphorical expression 
about childbirth. The phrase “children are come to the birth” signifies that they are at a critical juncture 
where something significant is about to happen but lack the strength or resources to see it through. This 
metaphor effectively conveys both desperation and urgency; it highlights that Jerusalem is on the brink 
of destruction without divine intervention. Furthermore, Hezekiah acknowledges that they are being 



subjected to blasphemy from Sennacherib’s forces—an affront not only to Judah but also to God 
Himself.

2 Kings 19:4
“It may be the LORD thy God will hear all the words of Rabshakeh whom the king of Assyria hath sent 
to reproach the living God; and will reprove him for the words which the LORD thy God hath heard.”
Here we see Hezekiah expressing hope that God will respond favorably despite their dire 
circumstances. By referring to Rabshakeh’s words as reproaches against “the living God,” he 
underscores that these insults are not merely political threats but spiritual challenges against God’s 
authority. This appeal reflects an understanding that God’s reputation is at stake in this conflict; thus 
Hezekiah implores Isaiah to intercede on behalf of Jerusalem. It reveals Hezekiah’s faith in God’s 
ability to act decisively against blasphemy while also acknowledging human vulnerability.

2 Kings 19:5
“So the servants of King Hezekiah came to Isaiah.”
This verse marks a pivotal moment where communication between King Hezekiah’s court and Isaiah 
takes place. The servants’ journey signifies an important step towards seeking divine guidance amidst 
turmoil. Their arrival at Isaiah’s location indicates both respect for prophetic authority and an 
acknowledgment that human efforts alone cannot resolve their crisis. It emphasizes community action 
in seeking help from God through His prophet—a theme prevalent throughout biblical narratives where 
leaders turn toward prophets during national crises.

2 Kings 19:6
“And Isaiah said unto them, Thus saith the LORD, Be not afraid of the words which thou hast heard, 
with which the servants of the king of Assyria have blasphemed me.”
Isaiah delivers a message directly from God aimed at alleviating fear among those who have come 
seeking help. The reassurance provided by Isaiah serves as a powerful reminder that despite 
overwhelming odds presented by Sennacherib’s threats—characterized as blasphemous—God remains 
sovereign over all nations. This declaration encourages faithfulness among God’s people during times 
when external circumstances seem insurmountable. It reinforces God’s commitment to protect His 
people against those who defy Him.

2 Kings 19:7
“Behold, I will send a blast upon him, and he shall hear a rumor, and shall return to his own land; and I 
will cause him to fall by sword in his own land.”
In this verse, God promises direct intervention against Sennacherib through what is described as “a 
blast,” indicating sudden destruction or confusion among his ranks. The prophecy foretells that 
Sennacherib will receive news (a rumor) prompting him to retreat back home—a strategic maneuver 
reflecting divine control over enemy actions. Furthermore, God’s assurance that Sennacherib will 
ultimately meet his demise by sword in his homeland serves as both judgment upon him for his 
arrogance against God and encouragement for Jerusalem’s inhabitants who feel threatened.

2 Kings 19:8
“So Rabshakeh returned, and found the king of Assyria warring against Libnah: for he had heard that 
he was departed from Lachish.”



This verse describes Rabshakeh returning after delivering threats against Jerusalem only to find King 
Sennacherib engaged elsewhere—in Libnah rather than continuing his siege on Jerusalem. This shift 
illustrates how quickly circumstances can change in warfare due to unforeseen events or intelligence 
reports affecting troop movements. It highlights God’s providential hand at work even amid chaos; 
while Rabshakeh sought intimidation tactics against Judah earlier on behalf of Sennacherib’s campaign 
strategy now appears disrupted.

2 Kings 19:9
“And when he heard say concerning Tirhakah king of Ethiopia, Behold, he is come out to fight against 
thee: he sent messengers again unto Hezekiah saying,”
The mention here introduces another layer into this narrative—the involvement of Tirhakah from 
Ethiopia presents an additional threat toward Assyria’s ambitions in Judah while simultaneously 
offering hope for assistance against Sennacherib’s forces. By sending messengers back with renewed 
threats towards King Hezekiah following news about Tirhakah’s intentions shows how desperate 
Sennacherib has become amidst growing opposition around him—a sign perhaps indicating weakening 
resolve rather than unyielding strength.

In summary:

• Verse 1: King Hezekiah expresses deep mourning.
• Verse 2: Seeks prophetic counsel.
• Verse 3: Articulates desperation using childbirth metaphor.
• Verse 4: Appeals for divine intervention.
• Verse 5: Servants approach Isaiah.
• Verse 6: Isaiah reassures them not to fear.
• Verse 7: Promises divine intervention against Sennacherib.
• Verse 8: Rabshakeh finds Assyrian forces engaged elsewhere.
• Verse 9: News about Tirhakah prompts renewed threats.

2 Kings 19:10
“Thus shall ye speak to Hezekiah king of Judah, saying, Let not thy God in whom 
thou trustest deceive thee, saying, Jerusalem shall not be delivered into the hand of 
the king of Assyria.”
In this verse, Rabshakeh, the Assyrian envoy, delivers a message intended to 
undermine King Hezekiah’s faith in God. The Assyrians had already conquered 
many cities and nations, and they sought to instill fear in the hearts of the people of 
Jerusalem by suggesting that their God would not protect them. This statement 
reflects a common tactic in ancient warfare where psychological intimidation was 
used to weaken the resolve of an enemy. By questioning the reliability of Hezekiah’s 
faith in God, Rabshakeh aimed to sow doubt and encourage surrender rather than 
resistance.



2 Kings 19:11
“Behold, thou hast heard what the kings of Assyria have done to all lands by destroying them utterly; 
and shalt thou be delivered?”
Here, Rabshakeh continues his assault on Hezekiah’s confidence by reminding him of the destructive 
power wielded by the Assyrian kings. The rhetorical question serves to emphasize the futility of hope 
against such overwhelming force. The mention of “all lands” signifies that no nation had been able to 
withstand Assyria’s might, thus painting a bleak picture for Jerusalem. This verse is crucial as it 
illustrates how external threats can challenge internal beliefs and faith during times of crisis.

2 Kings 19:12
“Have the gods of the nations delivered them which my fathers have destroyed, as Gozan, and Haran, 
and Rezeph, and the children of Eden which were in Telassar?”
In this verse, Rabshakeh lists specific nations and their gods that had failed to save them from 
destruction at the hands of Assyria. By doing so, he attempts to draw a parallel between those defeated 
nations and Judah. The implication is clear: if these other gods could not protect their people from 
Assyrian conquest, then neither could Yahweh protect Jerusalem. This argument seeks to diminish the 
perceived power of God among His people while reinforcing Assyria’s dominance over both earthly 
kingdoms and their deities.

2 Kings 19:13
“Where is the king of Hamath? and the king of Arpad? and the king of the city of Sepharvaim? and 
Hena? and Ivah?”
Rabshakeh continues his taunt by asking about various kings who had previously faced defeat at 
Assyria’s hands. This rhetorical questioning serves to highlight that these leaders are now powerless or 
nonexistent due to their failure against Assyrian aggression. By naming these specific locations—
Hamath, Arpad, Sepharvaim—Rabshakeh aims to create a sense of hopelessness among Jerusalem’s 
inhabitants by illustrating that even powerful rulers have succumbed to Assyrian might.

2 Kings 19:14
“And Hezekiah received the letter of the hand of the messengers, and read it: and Hezekiah went up 
into the house of the LORD, and spread it before the LORD.”
Upon receiving Rabshakeh’s threatening letter filled with blasphemies against God and dire warnings 
for Jerusalem’s future, King Hezekiah demonstrates his immediate response through prayerful action. 
Instead of succumbing to despair or panic after reading such a daunting message, he chooses to bring it 
before God in prayer at His temple. This act symbolizes reliance on divine intervention rather than 
human strength or political maneuvering—a critical moment reflecting Hezekiah’s faith amidst 
adversity.

2 Kings 19:15
“And Hezekiah prayed before the LORD, and said, O LORD God of Israel, which dwellest between the 
cherubims, thou art the God, even thou alone, of all the kingdoms of the earth; thou hast made heaven 
and earth.”
In this prayerful appeal addressed directly to God Almighty—the one who resides between cherubim—
Hezekiah acknowledges God’s sovereignty over all creation. By recognizing God’s unique position as 
creator and ruler over every kingdom on earth—including those opposing him—Hezekiah reaffirms his 



faith in God’s ability to deliver Jerusalem from its enemies. This invocation sets a tone for humility 
before divine authority while simultaneously asserting confidence in God’s omnipotence.

2 Kings 19:16
“LORD, bow down thine ear, and hear: open, LORD thine eyes, and see: and hear all the words of 
Sennacherib which hath sent him to reproach the living God.”
Hezekiah pleads with God for attention—asking Him to listen closely (bow down thine ear) as well as 
observe (open thine eyes) what is happening around Jerusalem. His request emphasizes urgency; he 
desires divine intervention against Sennacherib’s blasphemous claims that insult not only Judah but 
also Yahweh Himself. This plea highlights an understanding that true worship involves both reverence 
for God’s majesty as well as earnest supplication for help during dire circumstances.

2 Kings 19:17
“Of a truth, LORD, the kings of Assyria have destroyed the nations and their lands,”
Herein lies an acknowledgment from Hezekiah regarding past conquests achieved by Sennacherib’s 
forces—the destruction wrought upon various nations serves as evidence supporting Rabshakeh’s 
earlier claims about Assyrian power. However—and importantly—this admission does not lead 
Hezekiah toward despair; instead it reinforces his need for divine assistance against such formidable 
foes who threaten his own nation.

2 Kings 19:18
“And have cast their gods into fire: for they were no gods but the work of men’s hands—wood and 
stone: therefore they have destroyed them.”
In this verse Hezekiah contrasts false idols with Yahweh—the true living God—by recounting how 
previous nations’ deities were mere creations fashioned from wood or stone lacking any real power or 
divinity themselves. By emphasizing this distinction between impotent idols versus an omnipotent 
Creator capable not only creating but also delivering His people from danger underscores why he seeks 
help solely from Yahweh rather than relying on human solutions or alliances with other powers.

2 Kings 19:19
“Now therefore, O LORD our God, I beseech thee save thou us out of his hand that all kingdoms of 
earth may know that thou art THE LORD GOD.”
Hezekiah concludes his heartfelt prayer with a passionate plea for salvation—not just for personal 
deliverance but also so that all surrounding kingdoms recognize Yahweh’s supremacy over every 
earthly authority through miraculous intervention on behalf His chosen people Israel/Judah! This desire 
reflects deep theological understanding concerning God’s glory being revealed through acts 
demonstrating His sovereignty while simultaneously affirming loyalty among those who worship Him 
faithfully despite overwhelming odds stacked against them.

2 Kings 19:20
“Then Isaiah son of Amoz sent unto Hezekiah saying; Thus saith THE LORD GOD OF ISRAEL; That 
which thou hast prayed unto me against Sennacherib king Of Assyria I have heard.”
In response to King Hezekiah’s earnest prayers seeking divine aid amidst dire circumstances posed by 
Sennacherib’s threats comes reassurance delivered via prophet Isaiah confirming that indeed Yahweh 
has listened attentively! This declaration serves dual purposes—it validates both individual 



supplication offered up by faithful servant while simultaneously reaffirming covenant relationship 
established between Israel/Judah & their sovereign deity who remains ever-present ready willing able 
respond when called upon earnestly!

2 Kings 19:21
“The virgin the daughter of Zion hath despised thee, and laughed thee to scorn; the daughter of 
Jerusalem hath shaken her head at thee.”
In this verse, God conveys a powerful message through Isaiah, emphasizing the utter contempt that 
Jerusalem holds for Sennacherib and his Assyrian forces. The imagery of “the virgin the daughter of 
Zion” signifies purity and strength, suggesting that despite the siege and threats posed by Assyria, 
Jerusalem remains untainted in its faith and confidence in God. The act of laughing and shaking their 
heads symbolizes not just mockery but also a profound assurance that God will protect His people. This 
verse serves to highlight the futility of Sennacherib’s boasts against a city that is under divine 
protection.

2 Kings 19:22
“Whom hast thou reproached and blasphemed? and against whom hast thou exalted thy voice, and 
lifted up thine eyes on high? even against the Holy One of Israel.”
Here, God challenges Sennacherib’s arrogance by questioning whom he has truly insulted with his 
blasphemies. The rhetorical questions emphasize that it is not merely Hezekiah or the people of 
Jerusalem that Sennacherib has offended; rather, he has directly defied the Holy One of Israel. This 
assertion underscores God’s sovereignty over all nations and highlights the seriousness of mocking 
Him. By elevating His identity as “the Holy One,” God asserts His unique position as both protector 
and judge, reinforcing that any attack on Jerusalem is ultimately an affront to His holiness.

2 Kings 19:23
“By thy messengers thou hast reproached the Lord, and hast said, With the multitude of my chariots I 
am come up to the height of the mountains, to the sides of Lebanon; and I will cut down the tall cedars 
thereof, and the choice fir trees thereof: and I will enter into the height of his border, and the forest of 
his Carmel.”
In this verse, God recounts how Sennacherib’s messengers have openly mocked Him by boasting about 
their military might. The mention of chariots signifies military power while referring to Lebanon’s tall 
cedars symbolizes an intention to conquer even what is considered majestic or sacred. This boastful 
declaration reveals Sennacherib’s hubris as he believes he can overpower not only Jerusalem but also 
God’s creation itself. By listing these geographical references, God illustrates how Sennacherib sees 
himself as invincible; however, this arrogance sets him up for divine retribution.

2 Kings 19:24
“I have digged and drunk strange waters, and with the sole of my feet have I dried up all the rivers of 
besieged places.”
Sennacherib continues his boastful rhetoric by claiming credit for his conquests over various territories 
through sheer force. The phrase “digged and drunk strange waters” suggests that he has taken resources 
from foreign lands without regard for their rightful owners. Furthermore, drying up rivers indicates a 
complete domination over regions previously thought secure. This self-aggrandizing statement reflects 



a misunderstanding of true power; it implies that Sennacherib attributes his successes solely to his own 
efforts rather than recognizing God’s ultimate authority over nations.

2 Kings 19:25
“Hast thou not heard long ago how I have done it, and of ancient times that I have formed it? now have 
I brought it to pass, that thou shouldest be to lay waste fenced cities into ruinous heaps.”
God responds by reminding Sennacherib that He has been orchestrating events throughout history long 
before Assyria rose to power. The phrase “I have formed it” emphasizes God’s role as creator who 
shapes destinies according to His divine plan. By stating He has allowed these cities to become ruins 
through His decree, God asserts control over historical outcomes—demonstrating that human pride is 
insignificant compared to divine purpose. This serves as a warning to Sennacherib about 
underestimating God’s sovereignty.

2 Kings 19:26
“Therefore their inhabitants were of small power; they were dismayed and confounded; they were as 
the grass of the field, and as the green herb, as the grass on the housetops, and as corn blasted before it 
be grown up.”
In this verse, God describes how He has rendered other nations powerless against Assyria due to their 
lack of faith in Him. The imagery used—comparing them to grass or herbs—illustrates their fragility in 
contrast with Assyria’s might. However, this comparison also serves a dual purpose: while these 
nations may appear weak now because they turned away from God’s protection, it foreshadows 
Assyria’s impending downfall when faced with divine judgment for their arrogance.

2 Kings 19:27
“But I know thy abode, and thy going out and thy coming in, and thy rage against me.”
God asserts His omniscience regarding Sennacherib’s movements—He knows where he resides (“thy 
abode”) as well as his actions (“going out” and “coming in”). This knowledge extends beyond mere 
observation; it indicates God’s intimate awareness of Sennacherib’s intentions—including his anger 
directed towards God Himself. Such insight reinforces God’s authority over earthly rulers while 
simultaneously serving notice that no one can escape divine scrutiny or judgment.

2 Kings 19:28
“Because thy rage against me and thy tumult is come up into mine ears; therefore I will put my hook in 
thy nose, and my bridle in thy lips, and I will turn thee back by the way which thou camest.”
In response to Sennacherib’s defiance expressed through rage (“tumult”), God declares imminent 
punishment using vivid imagery related to animal control—a hook in a nose or bridle on lips 
symbolizes total subjugation. This metaphor illustrates how easily God can redirect even powerful 
leaders like Sennacherib back toward defeat. It emphasizes not only divine authority but also serves as 
a warning about pride leading inevitably toward downfall.

2 Kings 19:29
“And this shall be a sign unto thee: Ye shall eat this year such things as grow of themselves; and in the 
second year that which springeth of itself; And in third year sow ye seed, and reap; And plant 
vineyards,and eat fruit thereof.”
God provides reassurance amidst impending judgment by offering hope through signs indicating future 



sustenance despite current trials—the promise includes provisions from natural growth without 
cultivation during two years followed by fruitful harvests thereafter (third year). This reflects both 
mercy toward those faithful remnants left behind after destruction while illustrating restoration 
following adversity—a reminder that even during hardship there exists potential for renewal when 
aligned with divine purpose.

2 Kings 19:30
“And the remnant that is escaped of the house of Judah shall yet again take root downward,and bear 
fruit upward.”
This concluding verse encapsulates hope for Judah’s future restoration after suffering devastation at 
hands like those represented by Assyria—indicating survival (“remnant”) among people who remain 
faithful despite overwhelming odds stacked against them (taking root downward). The metaphorical 
language emphasizes growth (“bear fruit upward”) symbolizing spiritual revival alongside physical 
prosperity once again flourishing within community dedicated toward honoring covenant relationship 
established between them & their Creator—a testament affirming resilience born from faithfulness 
amid trials faced throughout history.

2 Kings 19:31
“For out of Jerusalem shall go forth a remnant, and they that escape out of mount Zion: the zeal of the 
LORD of hosts shall do this.”
This verse conveys a message of hope amidst despair. It indicates that despite the dire situation facing 
Jerusalem, there will be a remnant—a small group of survivors—who will emerge from the city. This 
remnant signifies God’s faithfulness to His people, even in times of judgment and calamity. The phrase 
“the zeal of the LORD of hosts shall do this” emphasizes that it is God’s passionate commitment to His 
covenant and His people that ensures their survival. This assurance reflects God’s sovereignty and 
power to protect those who remain faithful to Him.

2 Kings 19:32
“Therefore thus saith the LORD concerning the king of Assyria, He shall not come into this city, nor 
shoot an arrow there, nor come before it with shield, nor cast a bank against it.”
In this verse, God directly addresses the threat posed by the king of Assyria. The Lord unequivocally 
declares that Sennacherib will not be able to invade Jerusalem or even launch an attack against it. The 
mention of not shooting an arrow or coming with shields illustrates the totality of God’s protection over 
Jerusalem. This divine proclamation serves as a powerful reminder that no earthly power can prevail 
against God’s will when He chooses to defend His people.

2 Kings 19:33
“By the way that he came, by the same shall he return, and shall not come into this city, saith the 
LORD.”
Here, God reiterates His promise regarding Sennacherib’s fate. The phrase “by the way that he came, 
by the same shall he return” indicates that Sennacherib will retreat without achieving his goal of 
conquering Jerusalem. This prophecy underscores God’s control over historical events and serves as a 
warning to those who oppose Him. It reassures the inhabitants of Jerusalem that their enemy will not 
only fail but will also leave in disgrace.



2 Kings 19:34
“For I will defend this city to save it for mine own sake, and for my servant David’s sake.”
In this verse, God reveals His motivation for defending Jerusalem: His own glory and honor as well as 
His covenant with David. The phrase “for mine own sake” highlights God’s desire to uphold His name 
among nations; He acts not just for Israel but for His reputation as a sovereign deity. Additionally, 
referencing “my servant David” emphasizes God’s faithfulness to His promises made to David 
regarding his lineage and kingdom. This dual motivation showcases both divine sovereignty and 
covenant loyalty.

2 Kings 19:35
“And it came to pass that night, that the angel of the LORD went out, and smote in the camp of the 
Assyrians an hundred fourscore and five thousand: and when they arose early in the morning, behold, 
they were all dead corpses.”
This verse describes a miraculous intervention by God through an angel who strikes down 185,000 
Assyrian soldiers overnight. The suddenness and scale of this event demonstrate God’s power over life 
and death; He can decisively act on behalf of His people without any human effort or military might 
involved. The sight of countless dead bodies upon awakening serves as a stark reminder to both Israel 
and surrounding nations about God’s ability to protect those who trust in Him.

2 Kings 19:36
“So Sennacherib king of Assyria departed, and went and returned, and dwelt at Nineveh.”
Following this devastating defeat, Sennacherib retreats back to Nineveh—the capital city of Assyria—
indicating his failure in conquering Jerusalem as prophesied by God earlier in chapter 19. This 
departure marks a significant turning point; it illustrates how God’s word prevails over human 
arrogance and military might. Sennacherib’s return home symbolizes not just personal defeat but also 
serves as a testament to God’s supremacy over all earthly kings.

2 Kings 19:37
“And it came to pass, as he was worshipping in the house of Nisroch his god, that Adrammelech and 
Sharezer his sons smote him with the sword; and they escaped into the land of Armenia. And 
Esarhaddon his son reigned in his stead.”
The final verse recounts Sennacherib’s assassination while worshipping in his temple—a fitting end for 
one who had defied God’s authority. This act underscores themes of divine justice; despite being 
powerful on earth, Sennacherib ultimately faces consequences for his blasphemy against Yahweh. The 
mention of his sons fleeing further illustrates instability within Assyria following their father’s death. 
Esarhaddon ascending to power signifies continuity within Assyrian leadership but also highlights how 
quickly fortunes can change under divine providence.

CHAPTER 20:

2 Kings 20:1
“In those days was Hezekiah sick unto death. And the prophet Isaiah the son of 
Amoz came to him, and said unto him, Thus saith the LORD, Set thine house in 
order; for thou shalt die, and not live.”



Hezekiah’s illness is introduced as a critical moment in his reign, highlighting both 
his vulnerability and the impending judgment from God. The phrase “sick unto 
death” indicates that Hezekiah’s condition is severe, suggesting a terminal illness. 
The arrival of Isaiah, a prominent prophet during this time, signifies God’s direct 
communication with Hezekiah. The command to “set thine house in order” serves 
as a sobering reminder of mortality and the need for preparation before death. This 
directive implies that Hezekiah must address his affairs—both personal and royal
—before facing his end.

2 Kings 20:2
“Then he turned his face to the wall, and prayed unto the LORD, saying,”
In response to Isaiah’s grim message, Hezekiah turns away from external distractions by facing the wall
—a gesture indicating deep introspection and earnestness in prayer. This action symbolizes his desire 
for privacy and intimacy with God during this vulnerable moment. By turning to the wall, he isolates 
himself from worldly concerns and focuses solely on communicating with the Lord. His prayer reflects 
a heartfelt plea for mercy, demonstrating his reliance on God amidst despair.

2 Kings 20:3
“I beseech thee, O LORD, remember now how I have walked before thee in truth and with a perfect 
heart, and have done that which is good in thy sight. And Hezekiah wept sore.”
Hezekiah’s prayer is characterized by an appeal to God’s memory of his faithful life. By recalling his 
righteous conduct—walking “in truth” and with a “perfect heart”—Hezekiah seeks validation for his 
past actions as grounds for divine intervention. His emotional state is evident as he weeps bitterly 
(“wept sore”), underscoring the gravity of his situation and his desperation for healing. This plea 
reflects an understanding of covenantal theology where faithfulness can invoke God’s mercy.

2 Kings 20:4
“And it came to pass, afore Isaiah was gone out into the middle court, that the word of the LORD came 
to him, saying,”
Before Isaiah could leave Hezekiah’s presence after delivering God’s initial message of doom, he 
receives a new word from God—a swift response illustrating God’s compassion towards Hezekiah’s 
earnest prayer. The immediacy of this revelation emphasizes God’s attentiveness to human suffering 
and supplication. It also highlights Isaiah’s role as an intermediary between God and His people; he is 
tasked with conveying both judgment and mercy.

2 Kings 20:5
“Turn again, and tell Hezekiah the captain of my people, Thus saith the LORD, The God of David thy 
father, I have heard thy prayer; I have seen thy tears: behold, I will heal thee: on the third day thou shalt 
go up unto the house of the LORD.”
God reassures Hezekiah through Isaiah that He has heard both his prayer and seen his tears—a 
powerful affirmation that God is aware of individual struggles. The promise of healing comes with 
specific instructions: within three days, Hezekiah will be able to worship at the temple again (“go up 



unto the house of the LORD”). This restoration not only signifies physical healing but also spiritual 
renewal as it allows Hezekiah to return to communal worship.

2 Kings 20:6
“And I will add unto thy days fifteen years; and I will deliver thee and this city out of the hand of the 
king of Assyria: and I will defend this city for mine own sake, and for my servant David’s sake.”
God promises an extension of life—fifteen additional years—which underscores His sovereignty over 
life itself. Moreover, this promise includes divine protection against Assyrian threats (“deliver thee… 
out of the hand of the king of Assyria”), linking Hezekiah’s fate directly with Jerusalem’s safety. The 
mention of “for mine own sake” emphasizes God’s commitment to His glory while “for my servant 
David’s sake” connects back to His covenant promises made long ago regarding David’s lineage.

2 Kings 20:7
“And Isaiah said, Take a lump of figs. And they took and laid it on the boil; and he recovered.”
Isaiah instructs that a practical remedy—a lump of figs—be applied to Hezekiah’s boil or sore as part 
of God’s healing process. This action illustrates that while divine intervention occurs through 
miraculous means (the prophecy), it can also involve natural remedies or medical practices available at 
that time. It reinforces that faith does not negate practical steps toward health; rather they can work 
together under God’s providence.

2 Kings 20:8
“And Hezekiah said unto Isaiah, What shall be the sign that the LORD will heal me, and that I shall go 
up into the house of the LORD the third day?”
Hezekiah seeks confirmation or assurance from Isaiah regarding God’s promise—the request for a sign 
demonstrates human frailty in needing tangible proof despite receiving prophetic words directly from 
God. This inquiry reveals a desire for reassurance amid uncertainty about future events following such 
significant declarations about life extension.

2 Kings 20:9
“And Isaiah said, This sign shalt thou have of the LORD, that the LORD will do this thing that he hath 
spoken; Shall the shadow go forward ten degrees or go back ten degrees?”
Isaiah offers a unique sign involving time manipulation—the movement or reversal (“go forward… or 
go back”) of shadows cast by sundials serves as evidence that God can control natural phenomena as 
well as fulfill His promises. This challenge presents an opportunity for divine demonstration beyond 
mere words; it invites Hezekiah into deeper faith by witnessing something extraordinary.

2 Kings 20:10
“And Hezekiah answered, It is a light thing for the shadow to go down ten degrees: nay; but let the 
shadow return backward ten degrees.”
Hezekiah responds by expressing confidence in God’s power but requests an even greater miracle—the 
reversal rather than mere progression—of shadows on sundials (“let… return backward”). This request 
illustrates both faith in God’s ability to perform miracles beyond human comprehension while also 
reflecting humility in recognizing what would truly signify divine intervention in such dire 
circumstances.



2 Kings 20:11
“And Isaiah said, ‘Take a lump of figs. And they took and laid it on the boil, and he recovered.’”
In this verse, Isaiah instructs that a lump of figs be taken and applied to Hezekiah’s boil, which is a 
significant act of healing. The use of figs here can be understood as both a practical remedy and a 
divine sign of God’s healing power. The application of the figs symbolizes the intersection between 
faith and medicine; while God has the ultimate authority over life and death, He also utilizes natural 
means for healing. This act demonstrates that God’s intervention can occur through ordinary 
substances, reinforcing the idea that divine healing does not always negate the use of medical practices.

2 Kings 20:12
“At that time Berodachbaladan, the son of Baladan, king of Babylon, sent letters and a present unto 
Hezekiah: for he had heard that Hezekiah had been sick.”
This verse introduces Berodach-baladan, the Babylonian king who sends letters and gifts to Hezekiah 
upon hearing about his illness. This event marks an important political moment as Babylon was rising 
in power during this period. The gesture from Berodach-baladan reflects an interest in forming 
alliances or gaining favor with Judah amidst the geopolitical tensions with Assyria. It also highlights 
how news travels quickly among nations and how leaders often seek to capitalize on moments of 
vulnerability in their counterparts.

2 Kings 20:13
“And Hezekiah hearkened unto them, and shewed them all the house of his precious things, the silver, 
and the gold, and the spices, and the precious ointment, and all the house of his armour, and all that was 
found in his treasures: there was nothing in his house, nor in all his dominion, that Hezekiah shewed 
them not.”
Hezekiah’s response to Berodach-baladan’s envoys reveals both pride and naivety. By showing off his 
treasures—silver, gold, spices, precious ointments—Hezekiah demonstrates a desire for recognition but 
also exposes Judah’s vulnerabilities to potential enemies. This act can be seen as a breach of wisdom 
since it invites scrutiny from Babylon at a time when Assyria poses a threat. The display signifies not 
only material wealth but also an underlying political strategy that could backfire by encouraging 
Babylonian ambitions against Judah.

2 Kings 20:14
“Then came Isaiah the prophet unto king Hezekiah, and said unto him, ‘What said these men? And 
from whence came they unto thee?’ And Hezekiah said, ‘They are come from a far country unto me, 
even from Babylon.’”
Isaiah’s inquiry into Hezekiah’s interactions with Babylonian envoys serves as a prophetic warning 
about potential consequences stemming from this alliance. His questioning indicates concern over 
Hezekiah’s openness to foreign influence at such a critical juncture. By revealing their origin as 
Babylon—a nation known for its ambitions—Isaiah emphasizes that such relationships could lead to 
dire implications for Judah’s sovereignty. This interaction underscores Isaiah’s role as God’s messenger 
who seeks to guide Hezekiah back toward reliance on divine strength rather than human alliances.

2 Kings 20:15
“And he said, ‘What have they seen in thine house?’ And Hezekiah answered, ‘All the things that are in 



mine house have they seen: there is nothing among my treasures that I have not shewed them.’”
Hezekiah’s admission reveals his lack of discernment regarding what should remain confidential within 
royal affairs. By disclosing everything within his palace—including treasures—he inadvertently opens 
Judah up to future threats from Babylon. Isaiah’s probing questions highlight the importance of 
discretion in leadership; revealing too much can lead to exploitation by other nations seeking advantage 
during times of weakness or transition. This verse serves as a cautionary tale about transparency versus 
secrecy in governance.

2 Kings 20:16-17
“And Isaiah said unto Hezekiah, ‘Hear the word of the LORD. Behold, the days come that all that is in 
thine house, and that which thy fathers have laid up in store until this day shall be carried into Babylon; 
nothing shall be left,’ saith the LORD.”
In these verses, Isaiah delivers a stark prophecy concerning Judah’s future—a prediction of impending 
exile where all treasures will be taken by Babylon. This forewarning illustrates God’s displeasure with 
Hezekiah’s actions while simultaneously serving as an admonition against misplaced trust in foreign 
powers rather than reliance on God Himself. The prophecy foreshadows significant historical events 
where Jerusalem would eventually fall into captivity due to its leaders’ failures to heed divine counsel.

2 Kings 20:18-19
“And of thy sons that shall issue from thee which thou shalt beget shall they take away; and they shall 
be eunuchs in the palace of the king of Babylon.’ Then said Hezekiah unto Isaiah, ‘Good is the word of 
the LORD which thou hast spoken.’ And he said, ‘Is it not good if peace and truth be in my days?’”
These verses reveal further consequences stemming from Hezekiah’s actions—his descendants will 
become captives serving as eunuchs in Babylonian courts. Despite this grim forecast for future 
generations resulting from his choices today, Hezekiah responds with acceptance rather than despair; he 
prioritizes peace during his reign over concerns for what lies ahead for his lineage. His statement 
reflects an attitude common among rulers who may prioritize immediate stability over long-term 
ramifications—a perspective often criticized by prophetic voices throughout scripture.

2 Kings 20:20-21
“And the rest of the acts of Hezekiah, and all his might, and how he made a pool and a conduit, and 
brought water into the city, are they not written in the book of the chronicles of the kings of Judah? And 
Hezekiah slept with his fathers: and Manasseh his son reigned in his stead.”
The closing verses summarize King Hezekiah’s accomplishments alongside mentioning significant 
infrastructure projects like creating water systems vital for Jerusalem’s survival during sieges. These 
achievements underscore his legacy as one who sought improvements for Judah despite later failures 
regarding foreign alliances. The mention of Manasseh succeeding him hints at continuity yet 
foreshadows challenges ahead given Manasseh’s notorious reputation later documented within biblical 
history—a reminder that each ruler shapes their kingdom’s trajectory through decisions made during 
their reign.

CHAPTER 21:

2 Kings 21:1
“Manasseh was twelve years old when he began to reign, and he reigned fifty and 



five years in Jerusalem. And his mother’s name was Hephzibah.”
Manasseh ascended to the throne at a remarkably young age of twelve, which is 
significant as it indicates both the vulnerability of youth and the potential for 
influence from those around him. His long reign of fifty-five years is notable; such 
longevity in leadership can often lead to stability, but in Manasseh’s case, it 
resulted in a period marked by profound moral decay and idolatry. His mother, 
Hephzibah, is mentioned here, suggesting that she may have played a role in 
shaping his early influences. The juxtaposition of his youth with the weight of 
kingship highlights the challenges faced by young rulers who may lack the 
experience or wisdom necessary to govern effectively.

2 Kings 21:2
“And he did that which was evil in the sight of the LORD, after the abominations of the heathen, whom 
the LORD cast out before the children of Israel.”
This verse underscores Manasseh’s actions as being directly opposed to God’s commandments. By 
engaging in practices deemed “evil,” he aligned himself with the very nations that God had previously 
expelled from Canaan due to their wickedness. This reflects a significant theological point: that 
disobedience leads to divine judgment. The term “abominations” indicates severe moral transgressions, 
suggesting that Manasseh not only ignored his father’s reforms but actively sought to reverse them. His 
reign serves as a cautionary tale about how power can corrupt and lead individuals away from 
righteousness.

2 Kings 21:3
“For he built up again the high places which Hezekiah his father had destroyed; and he reared up altars 
for Baal, and made a grove, as did Ahab king of Israel; and worshipped all the host of heaven, and 
served them.”
In this verse, we see Manasseh’s deliberate restoration of pagan worship sites known as high places that 
had been dismantled during his father Hezekiah’s reign. This act signifies not just a return to idolatry 
but also an outright rejection of previous reforms aimed at purifying worship practices in Judah. By 
constructing altars for Baal and creating a grove—a place associated with fertility rites—he emulated 
Ahab’s notorious idolatrous practices. Furthermore, his worship of “all the host of heaven” suggests an 
embrace of astrological beliefs prevalent among surrounding cultures at that time, indicating a 
syncretism that diluted true worship.

2 Kings 21:4
“And he built altars in the house of the LORD, of which the LORD said, In Jerusalem will I put my 
name.”
This verse highlights one of Manasseh’s most egregious acts: constructing altars within the temple 
itself—an act considered sacrilegious since it corrupted what was meant to be a holy space dedicated 
solely to Yahweh. By doing so, he violated God’s covenant promise regarding Jerusalem as His chosen 
dwelling place. This act not only defiled the temple but also signified a complete disregard for God’s 



holiness and authority over Israelite worship practices. It illustrates how far Manasseh strayed from 
righteous leadership by allowing idolatry into sacred spaces.

2 Kings 21:5
“And he built altars for all the host of heaven in the two courts of the house of the LORD.”
Continuing from previous verses, this further emphasizes Manasseh’s commitment to idol worship by 
erecting altars dedicated specifically to celestial bodies within both inner and outer courts of God’s 
temple. This act represents an extreme form of blasphemy against God’s commandment prohibiting 
such practices (Exodus 20:4-5). The inclusion of these altars within temple precincts demonstrates not 
only an acceptance but also an institutionalization of pagan worship within Judah’s religious life—an 
affront that would provoke divine wrath.

2 Kings 21:6
“And he made his son pass through the fire, and observed times, and used enchantments, and dealt with 
familiar spirits and wizards: he wrought much wickedness in the sight of the LORD, to provoke him to 
anger.”
This verse reveals some deeply troubling aspects of Manasseh’s reign—most notably child sacrifice 
through making his son “pass through fire,” likely referring to rituals associated with Molech worship. 
Such acts were abhorrent even among neighboring nations; thus they exemplify extreme moral 
depravity. Additionally, engaging in divination (“observed times”), enchantments, and consulting 
mediums reflects a comprehensive abandonment of faithfulness toward Yahweh while embracing 
occult practices condemned throughout scripture (Deuteronomy 18:10-12). These actions collectively 
illustrate how far Judah had fallen under Manasseh’s rule.

2 Kings 21:7
“And he set a graven image of the grove that he had made in the house, which the LORD said to David 
and to Solomon his son, In this house and in Jerusalem which I have chosen out of all tribes of Israel 
will I put my name forever.”
Here we see another layer added to Manasseh’s offenses against God—the installation of an idol within 
God’s own temple grounds where He promised His presence would dwell eternally (1 Kings 9:3). This 
graven image represents not only blatant idolatry but also direct defiance against God’s established 
order concerning worship locations designated for Him alone. By placing such an image where God 
declared His name would reside forevermore signifies utter contempt for divine authority.

2 Kings 21:8
“And I will not make the feet of Israel move any more out of the land which I gave their fathers; only if 
they will observe to do according to all that I have commanded them, and according to all the law that 
my servant Moses commanded them; but they hearkened not.”
In this verse lies God’s conditional promise regarding Israel’s permanence in their land based on 
obedience—a theme recurrent throughout biblical history (Deuteronomy 28). Despite this assurance 
given through Moses about maintaining possession contingent upon adherence to divine laws (which 
included prohibitions against idolatry), Judah failed miserably under Manasseh’s influence as they 
turned away from these commands entirely. Their refusal (“they hearkened not”) illustrates humanity’s 
propensity towards rebellion despite clear guidelines provided by God.



2 Kings 21:9
“But they did worse than their fathers; for they followed other gods, and served them, and bowed down 
themselves unto them; they turned away from all commandments which I commanded them; and they 
made them molten images.”
This verse encapsulates Judah’s spiritual decline under Manasseh’s leadership—indicating that rather 
than learning from past mistakes or adhering faithfully like their ancestors should have done (as seen 
during earlier periods), they instead escalated their sinful behaviors significantly beyond prior 
generations’ transgressions (“did worse than their fathers”). The mention here again reinforces themes 
surrounding idol worship while highlighting how pervasive these influences became across society 
leading ultimately towards collective judgment.

In summary:

• Manasseh’s reign began at age twelve, marking both vulnerability due to youthfulness 
alongside potential external influences.

• His actions were characterized by evil, aligning closely with pagan nations previously 
expelled by God.

• He restored high places, reversing reforms instituted by his father Hezekiah.
• He constructed altars within God’s temple, signifying profound disrespect towards sacred 

spaces.
• He engaged in child sacrifice, revealing extreme moral depravity alongside occult practices.
• He installed idols within sacred grounds, demonstrating utter contempt for divine authority.
• God reiterated His conditional promise regarding land, emphasizing obedience as key yet 

highlighting Judah’s failure.
• Judah fell deeper into sin, surpassing previous generations’ transgressions leading towards 

inevitable judgment.

2 Kings 21:10
“And the LORD spake by his servants the prophets, saying,”
In this verse, it is emphasized that God communicates His will and warnings 
through His prophets. The use of the phrase “spake by his servants” indicates that 
God has a chosen group of individuals who serve as intermediaries between Him 
and the people. This highlights the importance of prophetic voices in guiding the 
nation of Judah, especially during times of moral decline and spiritual 
disobedience. The prophets serve not only as messengers but also as instruments of 
divine correction, calling the people back to righteousness.

2 Kings 21:11
“Because Manasseh king of Judah hath done these abominations, and hath done wickedly above all that 
the Amorites did, which were before him, and hath made Judah also to sin with his idols:”
This verse outlines the severity of King Manasseh’s actions, indicating that he committed sins even 
greater than those of the Amorites, who were notorious for their idolatry and immorality. By stating that 
he “made Judah also to sin with his idols,” it underscores Manasseh’s role in leading his people astray. 



His actions are characterized as abominable in God’s sight, demonstrating a profound betrayal of the 
covenant relationship between God and Israel. The mention of idolatry serves to illustrate how deeply 
entrenched these practices had become under his reign.

2 Kings 21:12
“Therefore thus saith the LORD God of Israel, Behold, I am bringing such evil upon Jerusalem and 
Judah, that whosoever heareth of it, both his ears shall tingle.”
Here, God declares impending judgment on Jerusalem and Judah due to Manasseh’s egregious sins. 
The phrase “whosoever heareth of it” suggests that the consequences will be so severe that they will 
reverberate beyond Judah itself; news of this calamity will shock all who hear it. The expression “both 
his ears shall tingle” conveys a sense of horror and astonishment at what is about to unfold. This verse 
serves as a warning about divine retribution for unrepentant sin and illustrates God’s commitment to 
justice.

2 Kings 21:13
“And I will stretch over Jerusalem the line of Samaria, and the plummet of the house of Ahab: and I 
will wipe Jerusalem as a man wipeth a dish, wiping it, and turning it upside down.”
In this verse, God uses architectural metaphors—“the line” and “the plummet”—to signify His 
judgment against Jerusalem. Just as one would measure a structure for its integrity or stability, God is 
declaring that He will assess Jerusalem’s moral state with similar scrutiny. The imagery of wiping a 
dish clean emphasizes total destruction; just as one would remove every trace from a dish by turning it 
upside down, so too will God cleanse Jerusalem through judgment. This vivid depiction illustrates both 
God’s authority over nations and His intention to eradicate sin from among His people.

2 Kings 21:14
“And I will forsake the remnant of mine inheritance, and deliver them into the hand of their enemies; 
and they shall become a prey and a spoil to all their enemies;”
This verse reveals God’s decision to abandon His inheritance—the people of Judah—because they have 
turned away from Him through idolatry. The term “remnant” indicates that while some faithful 
individuals may remain within Judah, they too will suffer consequences due to collective disobedience. 
Being delivered into enemy hands signifies defeat and subjugation; they will become prey for those 
who seek to exploit their weakness. This reflects not only physical vulnerability but also spiritual 
abandonment by God.

2 Kings 21:15
“Because they have done that which was evil in my sight, and have provoked me to anger since the day 
their fathers came forth out of Egypt even unto this day.”
God articulates why He has chosen this course of action—because His people have consistently 
engaged in evil practices since their exodus from Egypt. This historical context emphasizes an ongoing 
pattern of rebellion against divine commandments throughout generations. The phrase “provoked me to 
anger” indicates deep emotional engagement from God regarding His people’s choices; their persistent 
disobedience has led Him to respond with righteous indignation.

2 Kings 21:16
“And moreover Manasseh shed innocent blood very much, till he had filled Jerusalem from one end to 



another; beside his sin wherewith he made Judah to sin, in doing that which was evil in the sight of the 
LORD.”
This verse highlights one particularly heinous aspect of Manasseh’s reign—his shedding of innocent 
blood. It suggests widespread violence or possibly ritualistic killings associated with idol worship or 
other forms of corruption during his rule. By stating he filled Jerusalem with innocent blood “from one 
end to another,” it implies an overwhelming presence of injustice throughout the city. This act 
compounds his already significant sins against God by illustrating how far removed he was from 
righteous leadership.

2 Kings 21:17
“Now the rest of the acts of Manasseh, and all that he did, are they not written in the book of the 
chronicles of the kings of Judah?”
This verse serves as a transitional statement indicating that there are additional records detailing 
Manasseh’s reign beyond what is captured here in 2 Kings 21. It points readers toward other historical 
texts (likely referring to Chronicles) where further accounts can be found regarding both his deeds and 
possibly any attempts at repentance or reform later in life. This invites reflection on how history 
remembers leaders based on their actions.

2 Kings 21:18
“And Manasseh slept with his fathers, and was buried in the garden of his own house, in the garden of 
Uzza: and Amon his son reigned in his stead.”
The conclusion marks Manasseh’s death—a common phrase used throughout biblical texts when 
discussing kings—and notes where he was buried (in Uzza’s garden). Despite being one of Israel’s 
most notorious kings due to his wickedness, burial in one’s own garden could imply some level respect 
or honor afforded him posthumously despite his sins. Following him is Amon—a transition indicating 
continuity yet potentially foreshadowing further decline given Amon’s own reputation for evil.

2 Kings 21:19
“Amon was twenty-two years old when he began to reign; and he reigned two years in Jerusalem.”
Amon ascends to power at age twenty-two after Manasseh’s lengthy reign but only rules for two years
—a brief period suggesting instability or lackluster leadership following such an infamous predecessor. 
This introduction sets up expectations regarding Amon’s character based on familial legacy while 
hinting at potential challenges ahead for Judah under yet another king known for wickedness.

2 Kings 21:20
“And he did that which was evil in the sight of the LORD, as his father Manasseh did.”
This final verse succinctly summarizes Amon’s reign by affirming continuity between father 
(Manasseh) and son (Amon) concerning their shared commitment towards unrighteousness before God
—a sobering reminder about generational patterns within leadership dynamics among nations 
struggling against moral decay.

2 Kings 21:20
“And he did that which was evil in the sight of the LORD, as his father Manasseh did: and served 
idols.”



In this verse, we see a clear continuation of the sinful legacy left by King Manasseh through his son 
Amon. Amon’s actions are characterized by a blatant disregard for the commandments of God, 
mirroring the idolatrous practices that had been established during Manasseh’s reign. The phrase “did 
that which was evil in the sight of the LORD” emphasizes not only Amon’s personal failings but also 
highlights the spiritual decline of Judah as a whole. By serving idols, Amon perpetuated a cycle of 
disobedience and rebellion against Yahweh, further alienating the people from their covenant 
relationship with God. This sets a grim tone for Amon’s rule, indicating that he lacked any inclination 
towards reform or repentance.

2 Kings 21:21
“But he walked in all the way that his father walked in, and served the idols that his father served, and 
worshipped them.”

This verse reinforces Amon’s commitment to following in his father’s footsteps without deviation. The 
repetition of “walked” signifies a deliberate choice to embrace the same path of idolatry and 
wickedness that defined Manasseh’s reign. By serving and worshipping these idols, Amon not only 
rejected the worship of Yahweh but also actively promoted practices that were abhorrent to God. This 
illustrates how deeply entrenched idolatry had become within Judah’s society under Manasseh’s 
influence, as Amon appears to have no desire to break away from this destructive pattern. His actions 
reflect a generational failure to uphold true worship and righteousness.

2 Kings 21:22
“And he forsook the LORD God of his fathers, and walked not in the way of the LORD.”

Here we see a critical turning point where Amon explicitly forsakes Yahweh—the God who had been 
worshipped by his ancestors. The term “forsook” indicates an active decision to abandon faithfulness to 
God in favor of idol worship. This abandonment is significant because it represents not just personal 
disobedience but also a collective rejection by Judah’s leadership of their historical covenant with God. 
The phrase “walked not in the way of the LORD” underscores Amon’s complete departure from 
righteousness; instead of leading his people toward obedience and faithfulness, he chose to lead them 
deeper into sin.

2 Kings 21:23
“And the servants of Amon conspired against him, and slew the king in his own house.”

This verse marks a dramatic shift in power dynamics within Judah as it reveals internal dissent among 
Amon’s own servants. The conspiracy against him suggests widespread dissatisfaction with his rule—
likely fueled by both his oppressive policies and moral corruption. The act of slaying him “in his own 
house” symbolizes not only betrayal but also serves as an indictment on Amon’s leadership; it reflects 
how far removed he was from being a respected or beloved king. This violent end underscores how 
tyranny often breeds rebellion among those who are oppressed.

2 Kings 21:24
“And the people of the land slew all them that had conspired against king Amon; and the people made 
Josiah his son king in his stead.”



Following Amon’s assassination, there is an immediate response from “the people of the land,” who 
take justice into their own hands by executing those involved in conspiring against their king. This 
reaction indicates a desire for stability after a period marked by chaos under Amon’s reign. 
Furthermore, making Josiah king signifies hope for renewal; Josiah would later be known for initiating 
significant reforms aimed at restoring proper worship and adherence to God’s laws. This transition 
illustrates how quickly political fortunes can change while hinting at divine providence working 
through human actions.

2 Kings 21:25
“Now the rest of the acts of Amon which he did, are they not written in the book of the chronicles of 
the kings of Judah?”

This verse serves as a concluding remark regarding King Amon’s brief reign, suggesting that while 
much could be said about him—particularly regarding his evil deeds—there is little value or honor 
associated with recounting them extensively. The reference to “the book of chronicles” implies that 
there exists an official record detailing both good and bad kings; however, given Amon’s notorious 
reputation for wickedness akin to that of Manasseh, it is likely that these accounts serve more as 
cautionary tales than commendations.

2 Kings 21:26
“And he was buried in his sepulchre in the garden of Uzza: and Josiah his son reigned in his stead.”

The burial location mentioned here holds significance; being interred “in the garden of Uzza” rather 
than among previous kings reflects both dishonor due to his wickedness and perhaps practical 
considerations regarding space for royal burials after several generations had passed since David’s 
time. With Josiah ascending to power immediately following Amon’s death, there is an implicit contrast 
drawn between father and son—a transition from one who led Judah into darkness to one who would 
seek restoration and reform.

CHAPTER 22:

2 Kings 22:1
“Josiah was eight years old when he began to reign, and he reigned thirty and one years 
in Jerusalem. And his mother’s name was Jedidah, the daughter of Adaiah of Boscath.”
Josiah’s ascension to the throne at such a young age is remarkable and sets the stage for 
a significant period in Judah’s history. His reign lasted for thirty-one years, indicating a 
long tenure that allowed him ample time to implement reforms. The mention of his 
mother, Jedidah, highlights her potential influence during his formative years. Being 
from Bozkath, a town in Judah, she may have provided a stabilizing presence in Josiah’s 
early life, especially given the tumultuous legacy of his father Amon and grandfather 
Manasseh. This context is crucial as it suggests that despite being surrounded by idolatry 
and corruption, Josiah had the opportunity to be guided towards righteousness.



2 Kings 22:2
“And he did that which was right in the sight of the LORD, and walked in all the way of David his 
father, and turned not aside to the right hand or to the left.”
This verse encapsulates Josiah’s character as a king who remained steadfastly committed to following 
God’s commands. Unlike many of his predecessors who strayed from God’s path, Josiah is noted for 
adhering closely to the ways of David, often regarded as Israel’s ideal king. His refusal to turn “aside to 
the right hand or to the left” signifies not only his dedication but also a strong moral compass that 
guided his decisions. This unwavering commitment would later play a pivotal role in his efforts to 
reform Judah’s religious practices and restore proper worship in Jerusalem.

2 Kings 22:3
“And it came to pass in the eighteenth year of king Josiah, that the king sent Shaphan the son of 
Azaliah, the son of Meshullam, the scribe, to the house of the LORD, saying,”
The timing indicated here—Josiah’s eighteenth year—marks a critical juncture in his reign where he 
actively seeks to address issues within Judah’s worship practices. By sending Shaphan, an important 
official or scribe, to oversee matters related to God’s house (the temple), Josiah demonstrates both 
initiative and responsibility as a leader concerned with spiritual renewal. This action reflects an 
awareness of previous neglect regarding temple maintenance and worship practices that had fallen into 
disrepair under prior kings. It sets into motion events that will lead to significant discoveries about 
God’s law and further reforms within Judah.

2 Kings 22:4
“Go up to Hilkiah the high priest, that he may sum the silver which is brought into the house of the 
LORD, which the keepers of the door have gathered of the people:”
In this directive, Josiah emphasizes financial accountability concerning resources collected for temple 
repairs. By instructing Hilkiah—the high priest—to account for these funds gathered by doorkeepers 
from among the people, Josiah ensures transparency and integrity in managing sacred resources. This 
act not only reflects good governance but also indicates an intention to restore reverence towards God’s 
house through proper stewardship over its finances. It underscores how vital it was for leaders like 
Josiah not just spiritually but also administratively manage their responsibilities effectively during this 
time of reform.

2 Kings 22:5
“And let them deliver it into the hand of the doers of the work, that have the oversight of the house of 
the LORD: and let them give it to the doers of the work which is in the house of the LORD, to repair 
the breaches of the house,”
Here we see Josiah outlining a clear plan for utilizing collected funds effectively by directing them 
toward skilled laborers responsible for repairing God’s house—the temple itself. The repetition 
emphasizes both organization and delegation; he entrusts these resources specifically into capable 
hands (“the doers”) who are tasked with overseeing construction efforts aimed at restoring any damage 
done over years due largely due negligence or idolatrous practices under previous rulers like Manasseh 
and Amon. This structured approach illustrates how serious Josiah was about revitalizing worship 
practices among his people through tangible actions focused on physical restoration first before 



spiritual renewal could take place fully later on with findings related directly back toward God’s Law 
itself!

2 Kings 22:6
“Unto carpenters, and builders, and masons; and to buy timber and hewn stone to repair the house.”
This verse details specific types of labor required for temple repairs—carpenters for woodwork; 
builders likely involved masonry work; masons specifically tasked with stonework—all essential trades 
needed when restoring such an important structure dedicated entirely unto God! Additionally 
mentioned are materials necessary (timber & hewn stones) indicating foresight on behalf King Josiah 
regarding what would be required throughout this renovation process ensuring everything would be 
done correctly according both tradition & divine standards laid out previously within scripture itself! 
Such meticulous planning showcases how deeply invested he was personally into seeing these changes 
come about successfully while honoring God through their execution properly!

2 Kings 22:7
“Howbeit there was no reckoning made with them of money that was delivered into their hand because 
they dealt faithfully.”
In this statement lies an important principle regarding trustworthiness among those engaged in sacred 
tasks—Josiah chose not only competent workers but also men known for their integrity so much so 
they were trusted without needing detailed accounts kept against them concerning finances allocated 
towards repairs! This speaks volumes about community relationships built upon mutual respect 
between leaders & laborers alike where honesty prevails over suspicion allowing projects like these 
flourish unhindered by petty concerns over mismanagement or dishonesty often seen elsewhere 
throughout history when greed takes precedence instead! Such faithfulness should inspire us today as 
we seek out trustworthy individuals within our own communities working together toward common 
goals aligned with righteousness rather than self-interest alone!

2 Kings 22:8
“And Hilkiah said unto Shaphan the scribe; I have found the book of the law in the house of the Lord.”
The discovery made by Hilkiah—the high priest—is monumental; finding “the book” signifies more 
than just unearthing an ancient text—it represents rediscovering God’s covenantal relationship with His 
people after generations spent largely ignoring its teachings altogether! The phrase “in the house of the 
Lord” indicates how neglected this vital document had become amidst all other activities occurring 
around worship leading up until now—a stark reminder about what happens when we fail prioritize our 
commitments toward maintaining connections established through divine revelation over time! This 
moment serves as both catalyst prompting renewed interest among leaders like King Josiah while 
simultaneously calling forth accountability amongst citizens themselves who must now reckon with 
truths contained therein moving forward if true reformations are ever going happen genuinely across 
entire nation once again!

2 Kings 22:9 “And Shaphan the scribe came to the king; and brought him word again; saying; Thy 
servants have gathered money that was found in the house of the Lord; and have delivered it into hands 
those who do work have oversight thereof.”
Shaphan returns promptly reporting back on progress made thus far regarding finances collected 
alongside news surrounding recent developments concerning discovery made earlier relating directly 



back towards sacred texts unearthed recently too! He emphasizes diligence shown throughout process 
undertaken thus far ensuring everything remains above board while keeping King informed every step 
along way—this kind transparency fosters trust between ruler subjects alike encouraging cooperation 
necessary achieve desired outcomes ultimately leading toward restoration envisioned initially by 
monarch himself earlier down line too! Such communication serves well illustrate importance 
maintaining open channels dialogue amongst all parties involved whenever undertaking significant 
endeavors requiring collective effort put forth together harmoniously without friction arising 
unnecessarily hindering progress achieved otherwise possible otherwise if left unchecked instead!

2 Kings 22:10 “And Shaphan read it before the king.”
**This final verse highlights pivotal moment where words contained within newly discovered book 
finally reach ears intended audience—King himself receives firsthand account detailing contents 
therein bringing forth realization profound implications attached thereto immediately thereafter felt 
deeply throughout entire kingdom soon after reading occurs too! As Shaphan reads aloud passages 
likely containing warnings against disobedience alongside promises associated obedience displayed 
clearly throughout history recorded therein previously known well enough even though many had 
forgotten them entirely until now—this act serves awaken slumbering hearts minds alike reminding 
everyone present just how serious consequences arise whenever turning away from covenant 
established long ago between Creator created beings themselves ultimately leading down paths 
destruction unless repentance sought earnestly pursued diligently thereafter moving forward henceforth 
onward together united purpose restore honor glory due Him alone always forevermore amen!”

2 Kings 22:11
“And it came to pass, when the king had heard the words of the book of the law, that he 
rent his clothes.”
Upon hearing the words from the Book of the Law, King Josiah’s immediate reaction 
was one of profound grief and horror. The act of tearing his clothes was a traditional 
expression of mourning and deep emotional distress in ancient Israelite culture. This 
response signifies not only his personal anguish but also reflects his recognition of the 
gravity of Judah’s sins as revealed in the Law. The discovery of this sacred text 
highlighted how far the people had strayed from God’s commandments, leading Josiah 
to understand that their disobedience warranted severe consequences. His action 
symbolizes a heart that is sensitive to God’s standards and a leader who feels 
accountable for his nation’s spiritual state.

2 Kings 22:12
“Then the king commanded Hilkiah the priest, and Ahikam the son of Shaphan, Achbor the son of 
Michaiah, and Shaphan the scribe, and Asahiah a servant of the king, saying,”
In this verse, we see King Josiah taking decisive action following his emotional response to God’s 
Word. He calls upon key figures within his administration—Hilkiah (the high priest), Ahikam (a royal 
official), Achbor (another official), Shaphan (the scribe), and Asahiah (a servant)—to gather together 
for an urgent mission. This command illustrates Josiah’s leadership qualities; he does not merely react 



emotionally but seeks guidance on how to address the situation at hand. By involving these trusted 
individuals, he demonstrates a collaborative approach to governance and spiritual reform.

2 Kings 22:13
“Go ye, inquire of the Lord for me, and for the people, and for all Judah, concerning the words of this 
book that is found: for great is the wrath of the Lord that is kindled against us, because our fathers have 
not hearkened unto the words of this book, to do according unto all that which is written concerning 
us.”
Josiah instructs his officials to seek divine guidance regarding their dire situation as outlined in the 
Book of Law. His request emphasizes both personal accountability and communal responsibility; he 
recognizes that not only he but also all Judah has sinned against God by neglecting His 
commandments. The phrase “great is the wrath of the Lord” indicates Josiah’s understanding that their 
actions have provoked God’s anger significantly. This inquiry reflects a humble acknowledgment that 
they need God’s direction to rectify their course before impending judgment befalls them.

2 Kings 22:14
“So Hilkiah the priest, and Ahikam, Achbor, Shaphan, and Asahiah went unto Huldah the prophetess, 
the wife of Shallum the son of Tikvah, the son of Harhas, keeper of the wardrobe; (now she dwelt in 
Jerusalem in the college;) and they communed with her.”
The delegation led by Hilkiah goes to consult Huldah, a recognized prophetess residing in Jerusalem. 
Her role as a female prophet during this time highlights her significance in a male-dominated society; 
she was respected enough to provide counsel on matters concerning divine revelation. The mention that 
she lived “in Jerusalem in the college” suggests she was part of a community dedicated to spiritual 
matters or prophetic ministry. This choice indicates Josiah’s willingness to seek wisdom from those 
who are divinely appointed rather than relying solely on political advisors or priests.

2 Kings 22:15
“And she said unto them, Thus saith the Lord God of Israel, Tell the man that sent you to me,”
Huldah begins her message with authority by stating “Thus saith the Lord,” establishing her prophetic 
credentials as she delivers God’s word directly back to Josiah through his messengers. This phrase 
underscores her role as an intermediary between God and His people—a vital function in ancient 
Israelite society where prophets were seen as spokespeople for divine will. By addressing “the man that 
sent you,” Huldah acknowledges Josiah’s position while simultaneously emphasizing God’s 
sovereignty over kingship.

2 Kings 22:16
“Thus saith the Lord, Behold, I will bring evil upon this place and upon its inhabitants—even all the 
words of the book which the king of Judah hath read—“
In this verse, Huldah conveys God’s judgment against Judah due to their persistent disobedience as 
outlined in their own scriptures—the Book found in temple repairs. The term “evil” here refers not 
merely moral wrongdoing but calamity or disaster resulting from divine judgment. Huldah’s prophecy 
serves as confirmation that God’s warnings about curses for disobedience are now imminent realities 
due to Judah’s failure to heed His commands.



2 Kings 22:17
“Because they have forsaken me and burned incense unto other gods, that they might provoke me to 
anger with all the works of their hands; therefore my wrath shall be kindled against this place and shall 
not be quenched.”
Here we see specific reasons for God’s impending judgment articulated clearly by Huldah: Judah has 
forsaken Yahweh by engaging in idolatry—burning incense to other gods—which directly provokes 
divine anger. The phrase “works of their hands” implies both physical idols created by human 
craftsmanship and sinful actions taken by people themselves. This verse encapsulates God’s righteous 
indignation towards unfaithfulness among His covenant people while emphasizing His holiness; such 
behavior cannot go unpunished.

2 Kings 22:18
“But to the king of Judah which sent you to enquire of Jehovah thus shall ye say to him; Thus saith 
Jehovah God of Israel; As touching thy words which thou hast heard—“
In contrast with previous verses detailing judgment for Judah at large comes reassurance specifically 
directed towards King Josiah himself. Huldah acknowledges his inquiry into God’s will while affirming 
its importance within her message from God. By addressing him directly again as “the king,” it 
reinforces Josiah’s unique standing before God amidst national sinfulness—a reminder that individual 
faithfulness can still find favor even when collective disobedience prevails.

2 Kings 22:19
“Because thine heart was tender, and thou hast humbled thyself before Jehovah when thou heardest 
what I spake against this place and against its inhabitants—that they should become a desolation and a 
curse—and hast rent thy clothes and wept before me; I also have heard thee,” saith Jehovah.”
God acknowledges Josiah’s tender heart—a quality rare among leaders during such times—and his 
humility before Him after hearing about impending judgments against Judah. This heartfelt response 
demonstrates true repentance; it shows how deeply affected he was by realizing how far off course they 
had strayed from obedience toward God’s commands reflected within scripture itself! In recognizing 
these attributes within Josiah—his sorrowful reaction coupled with genuine remorse—God assures him 
He has heard his cries for mercy.

2 Kings 22:20
“Behold therefore I will gather thee unto thy fathers; and thou shalt be gathered into thy grave in peace; 
and thine eyes shall not see all evil which I will bring upon this place.” So they brought back word 
again.”
This final verse offers comfort amidst calamity—it promises King Josiah peace at death despite 
knowing destruction looms over Jerusalem shortly thereafter due largely because he remained faithful 
throughout life! While he would ultimately die violently during battle later on (as noted elsewhere), 
here it signifies assurance regarding timing rather than manner—he would pass away peacefully 
without witnessing devastation firsthand inflicted upon nation due lack thereof obedience toward 
covenantal obligations established long ago! It highlights how faithfulness can lead one into eternal rest 
even amid turmoil surrounding them temporally!



Overall these verses illustrate themes central throughout biblical narrative including accountability 
before God alongside mercy extended toward those who genuinely repent while remaining steadfastly 
committed towards righteousness despite challenges faced along journey ahead!

CHAPTER 23:

Verse 1: “And the king sent, and they gathered unto him all the elders of Judah and 
of Jerusalem.”
In this opening verse, King Josiah demonstrates his leadership and commitment to 
reform by calling together the elders of Judah and Jerusalem. This gathering 
signifies a crucial moment in the history of Israel, as it reflects Josiah’s desire to 
unite the people under a common purpose: to renew their covenant with God. By 
involving the elders, who were respected leaders within their communities, Josiah 
aimed to ensure that the reforms he was about to initiate would have widespread 
support and legitimacy. This act also emphasizes the importance of communal 
responsibility in spiritual matters, as it was not enough for Josiah alone to seek 
God; he needed the collective effort of his people to turn back to true worship.

Verse 2: “And the king went up into the house of the LORD, and all the men of Judah and all the 
inhabitants of Jerusalem with him, and the priests, and the prophets, and all the people, both small and 
great: and he read in their ears all the words of the book of the covenant which was found in the house 
of the LORD.”
Here we see King Josiah leading a procession to the temple, symbolizing a return to proper worship 
after years of idolatry. The inclusion of various groups—men from Judah, inhabitants of Jerusalem, 
priests, prophets—highlights that this was a national event rather than an isolated incident. The reading 
of “all the words of the book of the covenant” indicates that Josiah wanted everyone present to hear 
God’s laws directly from Scripture. This act served multiple purposes: it educated those who may have 
been ignorant about God’s commands due to neglect over time; it reinforced communal accountability; 
and it set a tone for reverence towards God’s Word as central to their identity as His people.

Verse 3: “And the king stood by a pillar, and made a covenant before the LORD, to walk after the 
LORD, and to keep his commandments and his testimonies and his statutes with all their heart and all 
their soul, to perform the words of this covenant that were written in this book. And all the people stood 
to the covenant.”
In this verse, Josiah publicly renews his commitment—and that of his people—to follow God 
wholeheartedly. Standing by a pillar likely symbolizes strength and stability in faithfulness. The 
language used here is deeply evocative; phrases like “with all their heart” emphasize total devotion 
rather than mere outward compliance. By making this covenant before God with such solemnity, Josiah 
not only affirms his own dedication but also invites everyone present into a shared commitment. The 
people’s response—standing up for this covenant—indicates their willingness to participate actively in 
this spiritual renewal.



Verse 4: “And the king commanded Hilkiah the high priest, and the priests of the second order, and the 
doorkeepers, to bring forth out of the temple of the LORD all the vessels that were made for Baal, and 
for Asherah, and for all the host of heaven: and he burned them without Jerusalem in the fields of 
Kidron.”
Josiah’s command here marks a decisive action against idolatry within Judah. By instructing Hilkiah—
the high priest—to remove items associated with false gods from within God’s temple itself (the very 
place meant for His worship), Josiah underscores how deeply entrenched idolatry had become among 
God’s people. Burning these vessels outside Jerusalem serves both as an act of purification for sacred 
space as well as public demonstration against these pagan practices. It illustrates Josiah’s zeal for 
restoring true worship while also sending a clear message about rejecting any form or remnant of 
idolatry.

Verse 5: “And he put down (removed) idolatrous priests whom (that) kings (of) Judah had ordained 
(appointed) to burn incense upon (to) high places in (of) cities (the towns) (of) Judah (and around 
Jerusalem), those who burned incense unto Baal (Baal), unto sun (the sun), moon (the moon), stars 
(constellations), hosts (and all host) heaven.”
This verse highlights another critical aspect of Josiah’s reforms: addressing not just objects but also 
individuals who perpetuated idol worship through their roles as priests dedicated to false gods. By 
removing these idolatrous priests appointed by previous kings—who had led Israel astray—Josiah 
takes significant steps toward restoring proper worship practices centered on Yahweh alone. The 
mention that they burned incense “to Baal” along with celestial bodies indicates how far removed from 
true worship they had strayed; thus emphasizing how comprehensive Josiah’s reforms needed to be.

Verse 6: “And he brought out (removed) Asherah from house Lord unto Kidron valley outside 
Jerusalem; burned it there ground it powder scattered dust upon graves common people.”
In this action against Asherah—a prominent goddess associated with fertility rites—Josiah continues 
his campaign against idolatry by physically removing her representation from God’s temple area into 
an unclean place like Kidron Valley where refuse was often discarded. Burning her image signifies total 
rejection while grinding it into powder further emphasizes its complete destruction so no one could 
ever use it again for worship purposes or even keep remnants around them as talismans or charms. 
Scattering its ashes over graves serves dual purposes: defiling what would typically be considered 
sacred burial grounds while simultaneously declaring these idols powerless compared with Yahweh’s 
authority over life—even death itself.

Verse 7: “And he tore down ritual booths perverted persons that were in house Lord where women 
wove hangings grove.”
This verse reveals another layer concerning sexual immorality intertwined with idol worship during 
this period—a practice often associated with Canaanite religions where sacred prostitution occurred at 
temples dedicated specifically towards deities like Asherah or Baal. By tearing down these booths 
located near God’s house itself—which served both practical functions as well as symbolic ones 
indicating acceptance/normalization within society—Josiah demonstrates how serious he is about 
purging every aspect related not only physically but morally too from among His people.

Verse 8: “And he brought all priests cities Judah defiled high places from Geba Beersheba where 
priests burned incense broke down gateway entrance Gate Joshua governor city left city gate.”



Continuing his thorough reforms throughout Judah shows how committed King Josiah was—not 
limiting himself merely within Jerusalem but extending efforts across regions once influenced heavily 
by idolatries established long ago under previous rulers’ reigns such as Manasseh/Amon etc.. Defiling 
high places means rendering them unusable for any form religious activity henceforth while breaking 
down gateways signifies cutting off access entirely thereby preventing future generations from 
returning back towards those sinful practices again.

Verse 9: “Nevertheless priests high places came not up altar Lord Jerusalem but did eat unleavened 
bread among brethren.”
Despite efforts made by King Josiah some remnants remain resistant even after extensive purging 
campaigns undertaken thus far; here we see evidence suggesting certain priests still held onto positions 
despite being barred access directly serving at altar located within temple grounds itself yet allowed 
partake unleavened bread alongside fellow brethren indicating perhaps they maintained some 
semblance community albeit lacking full restoration required under new covenant established earlier 
during ceremony witnessed previously.

Verse 10: “And he defiled Topheth which is valley son Hinnom no man might make son daughter pass 
fire Molech.”
Topheth represents one notorious site where child sacrifices occurred historically linked closely with 
Molech—a god demanding horrific offerings including infants sacrificed via fire rituals performed 
regularly amongst pagan cultures surrounding ancient Israelite territories! By defiling Topheth through 
actions taken here today signifies strong stance against such abhorrent practices ensuring future 
generations understand consequences tied directly disobedience towards divine commands given 
previously throughout scripture recorded thus far!

Verse 11: “And he took away horses kings Judah had given sun entering house Lord chamber Nathan-
melech chamberlain suburbs burned chariots sun fire.”
In concluding section detailing reforms enacted under leadership displayed earlier we find focus 
shifting now onto specific items dedicated solely towards sun-worship practices prevalent amongst 
neighboring nations surrounding Israelite territories historically speaking! Removing horses/chariots 
dedicated solely towards solar deity showcases commitment uphold monotheistic beliefs centralize 
focus entirely upon Yahweh alone rather than allowing distractions arise through continued existence 
remnants past idolatries still lingering nearby causing confusion amongst populace regarding rightful 
object devotion owed exclusively Him alone!

12 And the altars that were on the top of the upper chamber of Ahaz, which the kings of 
Judah had made, and the altars which Manasseh had made in the two courts of the house 
of the LORD, did the king beat down, and brake them down from thence, and cast the 
dust of them into the brook Kidron.

In this verse, we see King Josiah’s zealous commitment to purging Judah of idolatry. The “altars that 
were on the top of the upper chamber of Ahaz” refer to places where pagan worship was conducted, 
specifically for celestial bodies. These altars were remnants from a time when King Ahaz had 
introduced idolatrous practices into Judah. Josiah’s actions demonstrate his determination to restore 
proper worship by dismantling these altars. By casting their dust into the brook Kidron, he 



symbolically defiled them, ensuring they could no longer be used for idol worship. This act signifies a 
thorough cleansing process not only within the temple but also throughout Jerusalem.

13 And the high places that were before Jerusalem, which were on the right hand of the mount of 
corruption, which Solomon king of Israel had builded for Ashtoreth the abomination of the Zidonians, 
and for Chemosh the abomination of Moabites, and for Milcom the abomination of the children of 
Ammon, did the king defile.

This verse highlights Josiah’s further efforts to eradicate idolatry by addressing high places built by 
Solomon for various foreign deities such as Ashtoreth, Chemosh, and Milcom. These high places 
represented a significant departure from Yahweh worship and were associated with detestable practices 
that included child sacrifice. By defiling these sites located “on the right hand of the mount of 
corruption,” Josiah aimed to remove any semblance or memory of these pagan rituals from Judah’s 
religious landscape. His actions reflect a deep desire to return Israel to exclusive worship of Yahweh 
and eliminate influences that led them astray.

14 And he brake in pieces the images, and cut down the groves, and filled their places with the bones of 
men.

In this verse, Josiah continues his campaign against idolatry by breaking images associated with false 
gods and cutting down groves used in their worship. The term “groves” likely refers to sacred trees or 
poles erected in honor of deities like Asherah. Filling their places with “the bones of men” serves as a 
powerful statement against these idols; it signifies that those who practiced idolatry would face death or 
judgment. This act not only desecrated these sites but also served as a warning against returning to such 
practices in future generations.

15 Moreover the altar that was at Bethel, and the high place which Jeroboam the son of Nebat, who 
made Israel to sin, had made; both that altar and high place he brake down, and burned the high place, 
and stamped it small to powder, and burned the grove.

Here we see Josiah extending his reforms beyond Judah into former Israel by targeting Bethel—the site 
established by Jeroboam as an alternative worship center after Israel split from Judah. Jeroboam’s 
actions led many Israelites into sin through idol worship instead of following God’s commandments at 
Jerusalem’s temple. By breaking down both “the altar” and “high place,” burning them completely 
illustrates Josiah’s commitment to eradicating all traces of idolatry from Israelite history. The phrase 
“stamped it small to powder” emphasizes his thoroughness in destroying these symbols of rebellion 
against God.

16 And as Josiah turned himself, he spied the sepulchres that were there in the mount; and he sent and 
took the bones out of the sepulchres, and burned them upon the altar; and polluted it according to the 
word of Jehovah which was proclaimed by the man of God who proclaimed these words.

This verse captures a pivotal moment where Josiah uncovers sepulchers while conducting his reforms 
at Bethel. Upon discovering these tombs—likely belonging to priests or prophets who supported idol 
worship—he orders their bones removed and burned on Jeroboam’s altar as an act meant to fulfill 
prophecy spoken long ago (1 Kings 13:2). This action serves multiple purposes: it desecrates an already 



defiled altar further while fulfilling God’s prophetic word regarding judgment against idolaters. It 
symbolizes God’s disdain for those who led His people astray.

17 Then he said, What title is that that I see? And the men of city told him, It is a sepulchre of man of 
God which came from Judah, and proclaimed these things that thou hast done against altar at Bethel.

In this verse, King Josiah questions what tombstone he sees nearby after burning human bones on 
Jeroboam’s altar. The response reveals its significance—it marks “the sepulchre” belonging to “the man 
of God” who prophesied against this very altar centuries earlier (1 Kings 13:1-3). This interaction 
underscores how deeply intertwined prophecy is with current events; it highlights how God 
orchestrates history through His messengers even before they are born.

18 And he said, Let him alone; let no man move his bones. So they let his bones alone with those bones 
of prophet that came out Samaria.

Josiah’s command not to disturb “his bones” reflects respect for divine prophecy despite its association 
with judgment against idolaters like Jeroboam. By allowing this prophet’s remains undisturbed 
alongside those from Samaria—another region steeped in idolatry—Josiah acknowledges their shared 
legacy as faithful witnesses against false worship practices while recognizing God’s sovereignty over 
life even after death.

19 And all houses alsoof high places that were in cities Samaria which kings Israel had made provoke 
Lord anger; Josiah took away; did unto them according all acts done Bethel.

This verse indicates how far-reaching Josiah’s reforms extended beyond Judah into former territories 
occupied by Israel where similar idolatrous practices thrived under previous kings like Jeroboam II or 
Ahab—who led many astray through syncretism between Yahweh worship mixed with paganism (e.g., 
Baal). By taking decisive action here too—destroying shrines just like those at Bethel—Josiah 
demonstrates unwavering commitment towards restoring true faithfulness among all Israelites 
regardless if they lived north or south.

20 And he slew all priests high places that were there upon altars; burnt men’s bones upon them; 
returned Jerusalem.

Finally concluding this section is an account detailing how King Josiah executed all priests serving at 
these high places across Samaria—those directly responsible for leading others away from Yahweh 
through false sacrifices offered up on unauthorized altars—and burned their remains atop those same 
altars they once ministered upon as an ultimate act signifying justice served! After completing this 
extensive purge throughout both kingdoms (Judah & former Northern Kingdom), he returns back home
—to Jerusalem—as if signaling completion yet knowing full well challenges still lie ahead despite 
having taken monumental steps toward reforming society spiritually during reign!

21. And the king commanded all the people, saying, Keep the passover unto the LORD 
your God, as it is written in this book of the covenant.
In this verse, King Josiah takes a significant step to restore proper worship in Judah by 
commanding the people to observe the Passover. This command is not merely a 
suggestion; it reflects his desire for national repentance and a return to covenant 



faithfulness. The reference to “this book of the covenant” indicates that Josiah is 
referring to the recently discovered Book of the Law, which contained instructions for 
worship and observance of religious festivals. The Passover was a crucial event in 
Israel’s history, commemorating their deliverance from Egypt and symbolizing their 
identity as God’s chosen people. By emphasizing adherence to this ancient tradition, 
Josiah seeks to unify the nation under a shared commitment to God and His 
commandments.

22. Surely there was not holden such a passover from the days of the judges that judged Israel, nor in 
all the days of the kings of Israel, nor of the kings of Judah.
This verse highlights the unprecedented nature of Josiah’s Passover celebration. It emphasizes that no 
such observance had occurred since the time of the judges—a period characterized by both spiritual 
highs and lows in Israel’s history—indicating that religious observance had significantly declined over 
time. The mention of both Israel and Judah underscores that this neglect spanned both kingdoms, 
reflecting a broader spiritual malaise among God’s people. Josiah’s initiative represents not only a 
revival but also an attempt to restore what had been lost through generations of idolatry and 
disobedience.

23. But in the eighteenth year of king Josiah this passover was holden to the LORD in Jerusalem.
Here, we learn that this particular Passover took place during Josiah’s eighteenth year as king, marking 
a pivotal moment in his reign when he actively sought to implement reforms based on God’s law. The 
specificity of timing serves to anchor this event historically while also signifying its importance within 
Josiah’s broader reform agenda. Celebrating Passover in Jerusalem reestablishes its significance as 
central to Jewish worship and identity, reinforcing Jerusalem’s role as the focal point for communal 
religious life.

24. Moreover, Josiah put away those that had familiar spirits, and wizards, and the images, and the 
idols, and all the abominations that were seen in the land of Judah and in Jerusalem; that he might 
perform the words of the law which were written in the book that Hilkiah the priest found in the house 
of the LORD.
In this verse, we see Josiah taking decisive action against various forms of occult practices prevalent 
among his people—specifically those who consulted mediums or practiced witchcraft—as well as 
dismantling idols and images associated with pagan worship. This thorough cleansing reflects his 
commitment not only to restoring proper worship but also ensuring that all aspects contrary to God’s 
commands are eradicated from Judah and Jerusalem. The phrase “that he might perform” indicates that 
these actions are directly tied to his desire for obedience to God’s law as revealed through Hilkiah’s 
discovery; it shows how deeply he values adherence to divine instruction.

25. And like unto him was there no king before him that turned to the LORD with all his heart, and 
with all his soul, and with all his might, according to all the law of Moses; neither after him arose there 
any like him.
This verse serves as an exaltation of King Josiah’s unique devotion compared to previous rulers over 
Israel or Judah. His wholehearted commitment—expressed through emotional sincerity (“with all his 
heart”), spiritual depth (“with all his soul”), and vigorous action (“with all his might”)—sets him apart 



as an exemplary leader who genuinely sought after God’s will according to Mosaic Law. The assertion 
that no king arose after him like him suggests not only a high point in Israel’s spiritual history but also 
foreshadows future decline following his reign.

26. Notwithstanding, the LORD turned not from the fierceness of his great wrath, wherewith his anger 
was kindled against Judah because of all the provocations that Manasseh had provoked him withal.
Despite Josiah’s sincere efforts at reforming Judah’s religious practices and leading them back toward 
fidelity with God through covenant renewal and observance of Passover, this verse reveals a sobering 
reality: God’s judgment against Judah remained intact due to their historical sins—particularly those 
committed during Manasseh’s reign (Josiah’s grandfather). This underscores a theological principle 
present throughout Scripture: while individual leaders may seek righteousness on behalf of their 
people, collective guilt can have lasting consequences resulting from persistent disobedience.

27. And the LORD said, I will remove Judah also out of my sight as I have removed Israel; and will 
cast off this city Jerusalem which I have chosen, and the house which I said, My name shall be there.
In this declaration from God regarding His intention towards Judah mirrors earlier judgments 
pronounced upon Israel for similar transgressions against Him (as seen with their exile). Here we see 
God reaffirming His sovereignty over nations while expressing profound disappointment at His 
people’s failure despite opportunities for repentance provided through leaders like Josiah. The mention 
of Jerusalem—the city chosen by God—and His temple signifies how deeply intertwined divine 
presence is with physical locations; thus casting off these places symbolizes severe spiritual 
estrangement between God and His people.

28. Now the rest of the acts of Josiah, and all that he did are they not written in The Book Of The 
Chronicles Of The Kings Of Judah?
This verse serves as a transitional statement summarizing King Josiah’s reign while inviting readers or 
listeners back into historical records concerning other events during this period found within “The 
Book Of The Chronicles.” It emphasizes continuity within biblical narrative structure where detailed 
accounts exist elsewhere about significant figures such as kings who shaped Israelite history—
encouraging further exploration into these texts for deeper understanding.

29. In his days Pharaoh Necho king of Egypt went up against the king of Assyria unto Euphrates: And 
King Josiah went against him; And Pharaoh Necho slew him at Megiddo when he had seen him.
This passage recounts pivotal geopolitical events occurring during King Josiah’s reign involving 
Pharaoh Necho from Egypt engaging militarily against Assyria—a declining power at this time—and 
how it ultimately led directly into conflict with King Josiah himself when he attempted intervention on 
behalf or defense over Assyrian interests (which may reflect political alliances). Tragically for Judah 
however; Pharaoh Necho defeats Josiah at Megiddo—a site rich with historical significance—and 
brings about an untimely end for one whose reforms aimed towards restoration rather than warfare.

30. And his servants carried him dead in a chariot from Megiddo, and brought him to Jerusalem, and 
buried him in his own sepulcher: 
AndthepeopleofthelandtookJehoahazthesonofJosiahandanointedhimandmadehimkinginhisfather’sstead.
” The final verse details both tragic aftermath following battle loss along with immediate succession 
plans made by citizens post-Josiah’s death indicating political instability amidst mourning over loss 



experienced due largely due lack foresight regarding military engagements undertaken without divine 
guidance or prophetic counsel sought beforehand (as evidenced by absence thereof). Jehoahaz being 
appointed signifies continuity yet raises questions about whether new leadership would maintain same 
zeal exhibited previously under fatherly influence—or revert back towards prior patterns established 
before reforms took root within society itself.

Verse 31

Jehoahaz was twenty and three years old when he began to reign; and he reigned three months in 
Jerusalem. And his mother’s name was Hamutal, the daughter of Jeremiah of Libnah.

In this verse, we are introduced to Jehoahaz, the son of King Josiah, who ascended to the throne at the 
age of twenty-three. His reign was notably brief, lasting only three months in Jerusalem. This short 
duration indicates a tumultuous period for Judah following the death of Josiah, who had been a 
reformative king. The mention of his mother, Hamutal, daughter of Jeremiah from Libnah, provides 
insight into Jehoahaz’s lineage and familial connections. It is significant that Jehoahaz’s reign follows 
that of a king known for his piety and efforts to restore proper worship in Judah; thus, expectations may 
have been high for Jehoahaz to continue in his father’s footsteps. However, the brevity of his rule 
foreshadows instability and suggests that he may not have had the opportunity or inclination to 
implement any substantial reforms.

Verse 32
And he did that which was evil in the sight of the LORD, according to all that his fathers had done.

This verse succinctly summarizes Jehoahaz’s character and actions during his short reign. It states 
unequivocally that he acted wickedly in God’s eyes, aligning himself with the sinful practices 
established by previous kings of Judah rather than following the righteous path set by his father Josiah. 
The phrase “according to all that his fathers had done” emphasizes a troubling continuity in leadership 
where idolatry and disobedience to God persisted despite earlier reforms. This reflects a broader theme 
within the narrative of Kings: the cyclical nature of sin among Israel’s leaders and their failure to 
uphold covenant fidelity with Yahweh. Jehoahaz’s actions serve as a stark reminder that personal 
choices can lead nations away from divine favor.

Verse 33
And Pharaoh-nechoh put him in bands at Riblah in the land of Hamath, that he might not reign in 
Jerusalem; and put the land to a tribute of an hundred talents of silver, and a talent of gold.

Here we see Pharaoh Nechoh’s intervention following Jehoahaz’s ascension to power. Nechoh captured 
Jehoahaz at Riblah—a strategic location—and imprisoned him so that he could not govern Jerusalem 
effectively. This act signifies Egypt’s dominance over Judah during this period and illustrates how 
external powers influenced local governance. Furthermore, Nechoh imposed heavy tributes on Judah—
one hundred talents of silver and a talent of gold—indicating both economic exploitation and political 



subjugation. This tribute burdened the people significantly as they were forced to pay taxes under 
duress from foreign rulers rather than through their own sovereign decisions.

Verse 34
And Pharaoh-nechoh made Eliakim the son of Josiah king in the room of Josiah his father, and turned 
his name to Jehoiakim,

In this verse, we witness Pharaoh Nechoh appointing Eliakim—Jehoahaz’s older brother—as king after 
deposing Jehoahaz. The act itself underscores Egypt’s control over Judah since it demonstrates how 
foreign powers could dictate leadership choices within Israelite society. By changing Eliakim’s name to 
Jehoiakim (meaning “Yahweh raises up”), Nechoh further asserted his authority over Judah while 
simultaneously attempting to maintain some semblance of respect for Israelite traditions by 
incorporating references to Yahweh into royal nomenclature. However, this renaming also serves as an 
indication that Jehoiakim would be expected to align with Egyptian interests rather than those aligned 
with Yahweh.

Verse 35
And Jehoiakim gave the silver and gold to Pharaoh; but he taxed the land to give money according to 
the commandment of Pharaoh: he exacted the silver and gold of the people of the land, of every one 
according to his taxation, to give it unto Pharaoh-nechoh.

This verse details how King Jehoiakim complied with Pharaoh Nechoh’s demands by paying tribute 
through taxing his own people heavily. The financial burden placed upon Judah highlights both 
economic oppression under foreign rule and internal corruption as Jehoiakim exploited his subjects for 
personal gain or compliance with external pressures rather than seeking their welfare or adhering 
faithfully to God’s commandments. The phrase “according to the commandment of Pharaoh” illustrates 
how deeply entrenched Egyptian influence was over Judean affairs during this time period; it also 
reflects poorly on Jehoiakim’s leadership abilities as he prioritized allegiance with Egypt over fidelity 
towards God.

Verse 36
Jehoiakim was twenty and five years old when he began to reign; and he reigned eleven years in 
Jerusalem: And his mother’s name was Zebudah, the daughter of Pedaiah of Rumah.

This verse provides essential biographical information about King Jehoiakim—he began ruling at age 
twenty-five after being appointed by Pharaoh Nechoh—and indicates that he reigned for eleven years 
in Jerusalem before facing judgment from God due largely due both personal failings as well as 
national sins committed during this time frame (as will be elaborated upon later). The mention again 
includes details about his mother Zebudah (daughter of Pedaiah), which serves not only genealogical 
purposes but also connects him back into familial lines relevant within Israelite history—a common 
practice throughout biblical narratives emphasizing heritage importance.



Verse 37
And he did that which was evil in the sight of the LORD, according to all that his fathers had done.

The final verse reiterates a critical theme present throughout these accounts—the persistent cycle 
wherein successive kings fail morally before God despite having witnessed prior examples set forth by 
their predecessors’ failures (in this case specifically referencing those who ruled before him). By stating 
explicitly “he did evil,” it emphasizes once more how deeply entrenched idolatry remained within 
Judean society even after attempts at reform led by Josiah; thus highlighting an ongoing struggle 
between faithfulness toward Yahweh versus succumbing again into pagan practices prevalent among 
surrounding nations—a struggle ultimately leading toward divine judgment against them all.

CHAPTER 24:

2 Kings 24:1

“In his days Nebuchadnezzar king of Babylon came up, and Jehoiakim became his servant three years: 
then he turned and rebelled against him.”

This verse marks a significant turning point in the history of Judah during the reign of King Jehoiakim. 
Nebuchadnezzar, the king of Babylon, invaded Judah, asserting his dominance over the region. 
Jehoiakim’s initial submission to Nebuchadnezzar for three years indicates a period of vassalage where 
Judah was compelled to pay tribute and acknowledge Babylonian authority. However, after this period, 
Jehoiakim rebelled against Nebuchadnezzar, likely influenced by hopes of regaining independence or 
support from Egypt. This rebellion set the stage for further conflict and ultimately led to severe 
consequences for Judah.

2 Kings 24:2

“And the LORD sent against him bands of the Chaldeans, and bands of the Syrians, and bands of the 
Moabites, and bands of the children of Ammon; and sent them against Judah to destroy it, according to 
the word of the LORD which he spake by his servants the prophets.”

In this verse, we see that God played an active role in the unfolding events in Judah. The Lord sent 
various raiding bands from neighboring nations—Chaldeans (Babylonians), Syrians, Moabites, and 
Ammonites—to attack Judah as a form of divine judgment. This action was not merely a result of 
political maneuvering but was in accordance with prophetic warnings given through God’s messengers. 
The reference to “the word of the LORD” emphasizes that these events were part of God’s plan to 
address the persistent sins and disobedience exhibited by His people.

2 Kings 24:3

“Surely at the commandment of the LORD this came upon Judah, to remove them out of his sight for 
the sins of Manasseh, according to all that he had done;”

This verse reinforces that God’s judgment upon Judah was a direct consequence of their collective 
sinfulness. The mention of Manasseh highlights how past transgressions continued to affect future 



generations. Manasseh’s reign was marked by idolatry and bloodshed; thus, God’s decision to bring 
calamity upon Judah is portrayed as just retribution for these grievous acts. By stating that this 
judgment was meant “to remove them out of his sight,” it underscores God’s desire for holiness among 
His people and His unwillingness to tolerate ongoing disobedience.

2 Kings 24:4

“And also for the innocent blood that he shed: for he filled Jerusalem with innocent blood; which the 
LORD would not pardon.”

Here we learn about one specific sin that provoked God’s wrath: the shedding of innocent blood in 
Jerusalem. This likely refers not only to murders but also includes persecution against God’s prophets 
and faithful followers. The phrase “which the LORD would not pardon” indicates a point where divine 
patience has run out; certain national sins have reached such a level that they demand judgment rather 
than forgiveness. This reflects a biblical principle where corporate guilt can lead to collective 
punishment when a nation turns away from God.

2 Kings 24:5

“Now the rest of the acts of Jehoiakim, and all that he did, are they not written in the book of the 
chronicles of the kings of Judah?”

This verse serves as a transitional statement indicating that further details about Jehoiakim’s reign can 
be found in other historical records known as “the book of chronicles.” It suggests that while some 
aspects may not be detailed here in Kings, there exists documentation regarding his actions and policies 
during his rule over Judah. This practice highlights how biblical authors often relied on existing 
historical texts to provide context or additional information about kings’ reigns.

2 Kings 24:6

“So Jehoiakim slept with his fathers: and Jehoiachin his son reigned in his stead.”

The phrase “slept with his fathers” is a euphemism indicating death; however, it does not imply a 
peaceful passing or honorable burial due to previous prophecies concerning Jehoiakim’s fate (Jeremiah 
22:18-19). Following Jehoiakim’s death, his son Jehoiachin ascended to power but inherited a kingdom 
already weakened by rebellion and impending doom from Babylonian forces. This transition marks 
another chapter in Judah’s decline as it continues under less favorable circumstances.

2 Kings 24:7

“And the king of Egypt came not again any more out of his land: for the king of Babylon had taken 
from the brook of Egypt unto the river Euphrates all that pertained to the king of Egypt.”

This verse indicates a significant geopolitical shift following Nebuchadnezzar’s military successes. The 
king’s victory over Egypt effectively eliminated Egyptian influence over Judah once more. By taking 
control over territories extending from Egypt’s borders up to Euphrates River, Babylon established 
itself as a dominant power in ancient Near Eastern politics. Consequently, this left Judah vulnerable 
without external support from Egypt during its time under siege.



2 Kings 24:8

“Jehoiachin was eighteen years old when he began to reign; and he reigned in Jerusalem three months: 
and his mother’s name was Nehushta, daughter of Elnathan of Jerusalem.”

Jehoiachin’s young age at ascension reflects both vulnerability and instability within leadership during 
tumultuous times for Judah. His brief reign lasting only three months signifies how quickly fortunes 
could change amid political strife; it also illustrates how inexperienced rulers faced overwhelming 
challenges beyond their control. Mentioning Nehushta provides insight into royal lineage while 
emphasizing familial connections within Jerusalem’s ruling class.

2 Kings 24:9

“And he did that which was evil in the sight of the LORD, according to all that his father had done.”

This verse succinctly summarizes Jehoiachin’s character by stating he followed in his father’s footsteps 
regarding moral failings before God. It implies continuity in sinful practices within leadership despite 
changing rulers—a theme prevalent throughout Kings where successive kings often perpetuated 
idolatry or injustice rather than seeking righteousness before Yahweh.

2 Kings 24:10

“At that time the servants of Nebuchadnezzar king of Babylon came up against Jerusalem, and the city 
was besieged.”

The siege described here represents an escalation in conflict between Babylonian forces and Jerusalem 
following Jehoiachin’s ascent as king—a direct consequence stemming from earlier rebellions against 
Nebuchadnezzar’s authority by both Jehoiakim (his father) initially then later by himself through 
ineffective governance choices made during such perilous times leading up until now when military 
action commenced against them directly resulting ultimately into captivity thereafter.

2 Kings 24:11
“And Nebuchadnezzar king of Babylon came against the city, and his servants did 
besiege it.”
In this verse, we see the direct involvement of Nebuchadnezzar, the king of Babylon, 
who personally comes to Jerusalem during a time of siege. This indicates the seriousness 
of the situation; rather than delegating the task to his generals, Nebuchadnezzar takes 
command himself. The siege represents a culmination of tensions between Judah and 
Babylon that had been escalating since Jehoiakim’s rebellion against Babylonian rule. 
The act of besieging a city was a common military strategy in ancient warfare, aimed at 
cutting off supplies and forcing surrender through starvation or fear. This moment marks 
a pivotal point in Judah’s history as it faces imminent destruction.

2 Kings 24:12
“And Jehoiachin king of Judah went out to the king of Babylon; he, and his mother, and his servants, 
and his princes, and his officers; and the king of Babylon took him in the eighth year of his reign.”



Here we witness Jehoiachin’s decision to surrender to Nebuchadnezzar after realizing that resistance is 
futile. This act is significant as it reflects not only Jehoiachin’s desperation but also the complete 
collapse of Judah’s political power. By going out to meet Nebuchadnezzar with his family and officials, 
Jehoiachin acknowledges Babylon’s dominance over Judah. The mention of “the eighth year” refers to 
Nebuchadnezzar’s reign, indicating that this event occurs relatively early in his rule but already shows 
how quickly he has established control over surrounding nations.

2 Kings 24:13
“And he carried out from thence all the treasures of the house of the LORD, and the treasures of the 
king’s house, and cut in pieces all the vessels of gold which Solomon king of Israel had made in the 
temple of the LORD, as the LORD had said.”
This verse highlights one of the most tragic outcomes of Jerusalem’s fall—the plundering of sacred 
treasures from both the temple and royal palace. The treasures taken were not merely material wealth; 
they represented Israel’s spiritual heritage and covenant with God. The act of cutting up gold vessels 
signifies utter disrespect for what these items represented—the worship practices instituted by 
Solomon. This fulfillment aligns with prophetic warnings about judgment due to Israel’s unfaithfulness 
(as seen in previous scriptures), emphasizing that God’s word through His prophets would indeed come 
to pass.

2 Kings 24:14
“And he carried away all Jerusalem; and all the captains, and all the mighty men of valour, even ten 
thousand captives; and all the craftsmen and smiths: none remained save the poorest sort of the people 
of the land.”
The scale of deportation described here is staggering—ten thousand captives taken from Jerusalem 
included its military leaders and skilled workers. This strategic removal was designed to weaken Judah 
significantly by stripping it not only of its leadership but also its economic capabilities (craftsmen and 
smiths). Leaving behind only “the poorest sort” indicates a calculated move by Nebuchadnezzar to 
ensure that those left could not mount any effective resistance or rebuild their society without skilled 
laborers or military leaders.

2 Kings 24:15
“And he carried away Jehoiachin to Babylon; and the king’s mother, and the king’s wives, and his 
officers, and all the mighty men of land he carried into captivity from Jerusalem to Babylon.”
Jehoiachin’s captivity marks a significant moment for Judah—a royal figure now reduced to a prisoner 
in a foreign land. The inclusion of his family members emphasizes that this was not just a political 
defeat but also a personal tragedy for those involved. Capturing royal family members served multiple 
purposes: it prevented any potential claims to power back in Judah while simultaneously ensuring 
loyalty among those who remained behind due to fear for their loved ones’ safety.

2 Kings 24:16
“And all the men of might, even seven thousand, and craftsmen and smiths a thousand—all that were 
strong and fit for war—these brought Nebuchadnezzar captive to Babylon.”
This verse further illustrates Nebuchadnezzar’s systematic approach toward subjugating conquered 
peoples by taking away their most capable individuals—those who could potentially lead uprisings or 
contribute significantly to rebuilding efforts post-siege. By capturing seven thousand men deemed 



“mighty,” along with skilled craftsmen, Nebuchadnezzar ensured that Jerusalem would be left 
vulnerable both militarily and economically.

2 Kings 24:17
“And the king of Babylon made Mattaniah his father’s brother king in his stead; and changed his name 
to Zedekiah.”
In this instance, we see how Nebuchadnezzar sought control over Judah by installing Zedekiah as a 
puppet ruler—someone who would be loyal to him rather than an independent monarch representing 
Judean interests. Changing Mattaniah’s name symbolizes this shift in allegiance; names often held 
significant meaning within Hebrew culture related directly to one’s identity before God. By renaming 
him Zedekiah (“The Lord is Righteous”), it serves as an ironic reminder that despite being appointed 
by an ungodly ruler (Nebuchadnezzar), Zedekiah was expected still to uphold righteousness according 
to Yahweh.

2 Kings 24:18
“Zedekiah was twenty-one years old when he began to reign; he reigned eleven years in Jerusalem.”
This verse introduces Zedekiah as another young ruler thrust into power under dire circumstances—a 
mere puppet under foreign dominion rather than an independent leader with authority over his people. 
His age suggests limited experience governing during tumultuous times marked by conflict with 
powerful neighbors like Egypt or Babylon itself.

2 Kings 24:19
“And he did that which was evil in the sight of the LORD according to all that Jehoiakim had done.”
Zedekiah’s actions are evaluated negatively here—echoing previous kings’ failures—including 
Jehoiakim—demonstrating continuity within leadership failures leading up until this point throughout 
Judah’s history. His evil deeds reflect ongoing disobedience towards God despite having witnessed 
firsthand what happened due largely because previous kings failed morally before Him.

2 Kings 24:20
“For through the anger of THE LORD it came to pass in Jerusalem and Judah until He had cast them 
out from His presence that Zedekiah rebelled against King Nebuchadnezzar.”
This concluding verse encapsulates divine judgment upon Jerusalem due largely because they turned 
away from God repeatedly throughout generations leading up until Zedekiah’s reign—a final act 
resulting ultimately in exile from their homeland altogether! It highlights how rebellion against God’s 
will leads inevitably toward destruction—not just politically but spiritually too—as they found 
themselves cast out from His presence entirely due primarily because they refused repentance despite 
numerous warnings given through prophets like Jeremiah earlier on!

CHAPTER 25:

2 Kings 25:1

 “And it came to pass in the ninth year of his reign, in the tenth month, on the tenth day 
of the month, that Nebuchadnezzar king of Babylon came, he and all his host, against 
Jerusalem, and pitched against it; and they built forts against it round about.”



In this verse, we see a precise historical account marking a significant event in the history of Judah. 
The mention of specific dates—“the ninth year,” “the tenth month,” and “the tenth day”—emphasizes 
the gravity and inevitability of the siege that was about to unfold. Nebuchadnezzar’s decision to 
besiege Jerusalem was not merely a military maneuver but also a response to Zedekiah’s rebellion 
against Babylonian authority. The construction of siege works around Jerusalem indicates a strategic 
approach to warfare common in ancient times, aimed at cutting off supplies and forcing surrender 
through starvation. This siege would lead to dire consequences for the inhabitants of Jerusalem.

2 Kings 25:2

 “And the city was besieged unto the eleventh year of king Zedekiah.”

This verse highlights the duration of the siege, which lasted approximately one and a half years. The 
prolonged nature of this siege reflects both the determination of Nebuchadnezzar to subdue Jerusalem 
completely and the resilience of its defenders. During this time, Zedekiah’s leadership faced immense 
pressure as he attempted to navigate between loyalty to Babylon and internal dissent among his people. 
The extended siege would have exacerbated tensions within Jerusalem, leading to severe shortages of 
food and resources as desperation set in among its citizens.

2 Kings 25:3

 “And on the ninth day of the fourth month the famine prevailed in the city, and there was no bread for 
the people of the land.”

The severity of famine described here illustrates one of the most tragic outcomes of prolonged sieges. 
By this point in time, conditions within Jerusalem had deteriorated significantly; starvation became 
rampant as supplies dwindled. This verse serves as a stark reminder that such military tactics often 
result not only in physical destruction but also in profound human suffering. The lack of food would 
have led to desperation among families, with reports from other texts indicating extreme measures 
taken by individuals out of sheer necessity. This famine is indicative not just of military strategy but 
also reflects divine judgment upon Judah for their disobedience.

2 Kings 25:4

 “And the city was broken up, and all the men of war fled by night by the way of the gate between two 
walls, which is by the king’s garden: now the Chaldees were against the city round about: and the king 
went the way toward the plain.”

In this pivotal moment, we witness Zedekiah’s desperate attempt to escape amidst chaos as Babylonian 
forces breached Jerusalem’s defenses. The phrase “the city was broken up” signifies that after enduring 
months under siege, Jerusalem’s fortifications finally succumbed to enemy pressure. Zedekiah’s flight 
through a secret passage underscores his vulnerability; despite being king, he could not protect himself 
or his kingdom from impending doom. His decision to flee rather than fight reveals both fear and 
hopelessness as he sought refuge outside Jerusalem’s walls.

2 Kings 25:5

 “And the army of the Chaldees pursued after the king, and overtook him in the plains of Jericho: and 
all his army were scattered from him.”



This verse details Zedekiah’s capture near Jericho after fleeing from Jerusalem—a location steeped in 
Israelite history as it marks both beginnings (the conquest under Joshua) and endings (Zedekiah’s 
downfall). The pursuit by Babylonian forces illustrates their relentless determination; they were not 
merely content with capturing a city but sought complete control over its leaders as well. The scattering 
of Zedekiah’s army signifies total defeat; those who once fought valiantly were now left vulnerable 
without their leader.

2 Kings 25:6

“So they took the king, and brought him up to the king of Babylon to Riblah; and they gave judgment 
upon him.”

Zedekiah’s capture culminates with him being taken before Nebuchadnezzar at Riblah—a location 
where many important decisions regarding conquered territories were made. This transfer symbolizes 
not only Zedekiah’s loss but also serves as an act demonstrating Babylonian authority over Judah. The 
phrase “they gave judgment upon him” foreshadows severe consequences for Zedekiah due to his 
rebellion against Nebuchadnezzar—a betrayal that would be met with harsh retribution.

2 Kings 25:7

“And they slew the sons of Zedekiah before his eyes, and put out the eyes of Zedekiah, and bound him 
with fetters of brass, and carried him to Babylon.”

This verse depicts one of history’s most brutal acts—the execution of Zedekiah’s sons before his very 
eyes followed by his blinding punishment. Such cruelty served multiple purposes: it ensured that 
Zedekiah would live with profound grief while simultaneously eliminating any potential claimants to 
his throne who might seek revenge or restoration later on. Blinding him further symbolizes complete 
humiliation; he would never again see freedom or witness any future events concerning Judah or his 
family line.

2 Kings 25:8

“And in the fifth month, on the seventh day of the month (which is in nineteenth year of King 
Nebuchadnezzar king of Babylon), came Nebuzaradan captain of guard, a servant of King Babylon 
unto Jerusalem.”

Here we transition from personal tragedy back into broader historical context as Nebuzaradan arrives at 
Jerusalem following its fall. His title as captain indicates he held significant authority over military 
operations during this period—his mission being both punitive destruction and administrative oversight 
over captured territories. This timing emphasizes how quickly events unfolded post-siege; while 
Zedekiah faced immediate consequences for rebellion against Nebuchadnezzar’s rule, Nebuzaradan 
prepared for systematic destruction within what remained.

2 Kings 25:9

 “He burnt down house Lord ,and King’s house ,and all houses ,that is ,all houses great burnt fire.”

The act described here represents total devastation wrought upon Jerusalem—burning down both 
sacred spaces like Solomon’s Temple alongside royal residences signifies God’s judgment manifesting 



through destruction while simultaneously stripping away any semblance left regarding national pride or 
identity among Judeans post-capture . This fire consumed more than mere structures—it obliterated 
centuries’ worth cultural heritage tied intimately with worship practices centralizing around Yahweh 
alone.

2 Kings 25:10

“And all army Chaldeans ,that were with captain guard ,broke down walls round about .”

The final verse encapsulates complete annihilation—the breaking down walls surrounding Jerusalem 
signifies utter defeat for what had once been considered an impregnable fortress representing hope for 
God’s chosen people . With these walls dismantled along with everything else destroyed during 
conquest , there existed no physical barrier preventing future incursions nor protection remaining for 
any survivors left behind . Thus concludes an era marked by disobedience culminating ultimately into 
exile—a sobering reminder regarding consequences stemming from turning away from divine guidance 
throughout biblical narrative .

2 Kings 25:11

 Now the rest of the people that were left in the city, and the fugitives that fell away to the king of 
Babylon, with the remnant of the multitude, did Nebuzaradan the captain of the guard carry away.
In this verse, we see a significant moment following the destruction of Jerusalem. Nebuzaradan, who 
was Nebuchadnezzar’s captain of the guard, is tasked with managing those who remain in Jerusalem 
after its fall. The term “the rest of the people” refers to those who survived the siege and remained 
within the city walls during its final days. Additionally, it includes “the fugitives that fell away to the 
king of Babylon,” indicating individuals who had previously defected or surrendered to Babylonian 
authority during the siege. This captures a critical transition as Nebuzaradan carries away these 
captives, marking a definitive end to Judah’s sovereignty and autonomy. The phrase “remnant of the 
multitude” emphasizes that only a small number remained compared to what once was a thriving 
population. This deportation signifies not just a physical removal but also a spiritual and cultural 
displacement for Judah.

2 Kings 25:12

 But the captain of the guard left of the poor of the land to be vinedressers and husbandmen.
Here, we learn about Nebuzaradan’s decision to leave behind “the poor of the land.” This strategic 
choice reflects both practical governance and an understanding of agricultural needs in conquered 
territories. By allowing these individuals—who likely had little means or power—to remain as 
vinedressers and husbandmen, Nebuchadnezzar aimed to maintain some level of agricultural 
productivity in Judah. This would ensure that at least part of the land could continue to yield crops for 
both Babylonian overseers and any remaining inhabitants. It also indicates a form of mercy towards 
those who were economically disadvantaged; they were spared from exile while others faced captivity. 
This act serves as a reminder that even amidst devastation, there are remnants left behind who can 
contribute to rebuilding or sustaining life in some capacity.

2 Kings 25:13



 And the pillars of brass that were in the house of the LORD, and the bases, and the brasen sea that was 
in the house of the LORD, did the Chaldees break in pieces, and carried the brass of them to Babylon.
This verse details further destruction inflicted upon Jerusalem’s temple by Nebuzaradan’s forces. The 
mention of “the pillars of brass” refers specifically to Jachin and Boaz—two significant architectural 
features symbolizing strength and stability at Solomon’s Temple (1 Kings 7:15-22). Their destruction 
signifies not only physical ruin but also spiritual desolation; these pillars represented God’s presence 
among His people. The “brasen sea,” which was used for ceremonial washing by priests (1 Kings 7:23-
26), is also mentioned here as being broken apart for its valuable metal content. The act of carrying this 
brass back to Babylon underscores how thoroughly Jerusalem was plundered; nothing sacred was 
spared from desecration or theft by conquering forces.

2 Kings 25:14

 And the pots, and the shovels, and the snuffers, and the spoons, and all vessels of brass wherewith they 
ministered took they away.
In this verse, we see an extensive inventory detailing more items taken from God’s temple—
specifically utensils used in worship rituals such as pots for cooking offerings or shovels for ashes from 
sacrifices. These items were essential for maintaining temple practices according to Mosaic Law 
(Exodus 27:3). Their removal illustrates how completely Babylon sought to eradicate Jewish worship 
practices by stripping away not just grand structures but also everyday tools necessary for religious 
observance. This act symbolizes a broader attempt at cultural erasure; without their sacred objects, it 
would be increasingly difficult for Jews to practice their faith authentically while in exile.

2 Kings 25:15

 And the firepans, and the bowls, and such things as were of gold, in gold, and of silver, in silver, did he 
take away.
Continuing with descriptions from previous verses about what was taken from Jerusalem’s temple 
complex, this verse highlights more valuable items—firepans used for burning incense during worship 
services (Leviticus 16:12) along with bowls likely used for offerings or ceremonial purposes (Exodus 
25:29). The distinction made between gold items versus silver indicates an awareness not only about 
their material worth but also their significance within religious rites; gold often symbolizes divinity or 
purity within biblical texts (Revelation 21:18). By taking these precious materials back to Babylon with 
him, Nebuzaradan ensured that even if Jerusalem itself could be rebuilt one day through exiles 
returning home (as later happens), much would be lost forever due to this thorough looting.

2 Kings 25:16

The two pillars were one sea; all these vessels were without weight.
This verse reiterates earlier points regarding specific items taken from Solomon’s Temple while 
emphasizing their immense quantity (“without weight”). The phrase suggests that there was so much 
bronze collected from these sacred objects that it could not easily be quantified—a reflection on both 
their value as well as how thoroughly they had been stripped from God’s house during conquest efforts 
by foreign armies like Babylon’s Chaldeans (Jeremiah 52:17). Additionally noted are “the two pillars” 
alongside “one sea,” reinforcing earlier mentions while highlighting again how integral these elements 
were within Israelite worship practices before destruction occurred.



2 Kings 25:17

 The height of one pillar was eighteen cubits; and he stood upon it was brass: and his height was three 
cubits; and there were wreathen work upon it round about; all this was brass: like unto these had been 
made another pillar with wreathen work upon it round about.
In this detailed description concerning dimensions related specifically back towards Jachin & Boaz—
the two iconic pillars—it provides insight into their grandeur when standing erect outside Solomon’s 
Temple entranceway (1 Kings 7:15-22). Each pillar measured approximately eighteen cubits tall (about 
twenty-seven feet), showcasing impressive craftsmanship indicative not only artistry but also devotion 
put forth toward constructing places dedicated unto God Himself! Furthermore mentioned are 
decorative elements (“wreathen work”) adorning each pillar which would have added beauty alongside 
functionality—serving reminders about divine protection offered throughout Israelite history through 
covenant promises made long ago!

2 Kings 25:18

 And he took Seraiah the chief priest, and Zephaniah his second priest, and three keepers of door:
This verse marks a pivotal moment where key religious leaders are captured by Nebuzaradan following 
Jerusalem’s fall—a direct consequence stemming from rebellion against Babylonian rule initiated 
under Zedekiah’s reign priorly discussed throughout earlier chapters within Kings narrative 
contextually leading up until now! Seraiah served as chief priest responsible overseeing temple 
operations while Zephaniah acted alongside him fulfilling duties associated therein too—both men 
representing spiritual authority over community gathered around Yahweh worship practices established 
since ancient times! Their arrest signifies loss felt deeply amongst faithful remnant still clinging onto 
hope despite dire circumstances unfolding around them post-siege events transpiring rapidly thereafter!

2 Kings 25:19

 And out of city he took an officer that was set over men war five men found presence king city 
principal scribe host mustered people land threescore men people land found city:
The capture continues here involving additional military officials alongside civilian leaders deemed 
important enough warrant attention given circumstances surrounding conflict occurring presently! An 
officer overseeing troops stationed within city walls has been apprehended along with five close 
associates serving directly under Zedekiah himself—indicating high-ranking positions held priorly 
before downfall occurred ultimately leading towards exile experienced shortly thereafter! Notably 
included is principal scribe responsible keeping records pertaining military activities conducted 
throughout region surrounding Judah territory itself too—highlighting administrative aspects involved 
governing populace effectively during tumultuous times faced ahead moving forward into unknown 
future awaiting them once transported off into captivity far removed homeland once cherished dearly!

2 Kings 25:20

And Nebuzaradan captain guard took these brought them king Babylon Riblah:
Finally concluding section detailing aftermath resulting fallout stemming directly arising out siege 
events culminating ultimately leading towards deportations witnessed here today! All captured 
individuals—including priests mentioned earlier along various military personnel now detained 



together collectively—are presented before King Nebuchadnezzar himself located at Riblah where 
judgment shall soon follow suit determining fates awaiting each individual involved accordingly based 
actions taken previously leading up until now! This moment encapsulates profound shift occurring 
across entire nation experiencing drastic changes impacting lives forevermore altering course history 
laid down generations past shaping future yet unfold ahead beyond immediate horizon visible today!

2 Kings 25:21
“And the king of Babylon smote them, and slew them at Riblah in the land of Hamath. So Judah was 
carried away out of their land.”
In this verse, we see the culmination of the Babylonian conquest over Judah. The king of Babylon, 
Nebuchadnezzar, executes judgment upon the leaders and soldiers who had opposed him. The location 
of Riblah, situated in the land of Hamath, serves as a significant site where Nebuchadnezzar held court 
and made critical decisions regarding his captives. The phrase “smote them” indicates a violent act of 
retribution against those who had rebelled against Babylonian authority. This execution not only 
signifies the end of resistance but also marks a pivotal moment in history where Judah is forcibly 
removed from its homeland. The phrase “So Judah was carried away out of their land” encapsulates the 
tragic fate of the people, emphasizing their loss of sovereignty and identity as they are taken into exile.

2 Kings 25:22
“And as for the people that remained in the land of Judah, whom Nebuchadnezzar king of Babylon had 
left, even over them he made Gedaliah the son of Ahikam, the son of Shaphan, ruler.”
This verse introduces Gedaliah as a new governor appointed by Nebuchadnezzar to oversee those few 
remaining people in Judah after the destruction and deportation. Gedaliah’s lineage is significant; being 
a descendant of Ahikam and Shaphan connects him to notable figures within Jewish history who were 
known for their loyalty to God and His prophets. By appointing Gedaliah, Nebuchadnezzar aims to 
establish some level of governance among those left behind while ensuring that they remain under 
Babylonian control. This appointment reflects a strategy to maintain order in a devastated region by 
placing someone familiar with Jewish customs and governance at its helm.

2 Kings 25:23
“And when all the captains of the armies, they and their men, heard that the king of Babylon had made 
Gedaliah governor, there came to Gedaliah to Mizpah— even Ishmael the son of Nethaniah, and 
Johanan the son of Careah, and Seraiah the son of Tanhumeth the Netophathite, and Jaazaniah the son 
of a Maachathite, they and their men.”
This verse highlights how various military leaders who had previously fought against Babylon now 
seek out Gedaliah following his appointment as governor. Their gathering at Mizpah indicates an 
attempt to unify under his leadership despite their earlier rebellion. Notably included among these 
leaders is Ishmael, whose royal lineage suggests potential political ambitions or rivalries within this 
new regime. The presence of these captains underscores a complex dynamic where former enemies 
must navigate their relationships amidst changing power structures. It also foreshadows future conflicts 
as personal ambitions may clash with Gedaliah’s governance.

2 Kings 25:24
“And Gedaliah sware to them, and to their men, and said unto them, Fear not to be the servants of the 
Chaldees: dwell in the land, and serve the king of Babylon; and it shall be well with you.”



In this verse, Gedaliah reassures those gathered around him by urging them not to fear serving under 
Babylonian rule. His oath signifies his commitment to maintaining peace between his people and their 
conquerors while encouraging cooperation with Nebuchadnezzar’s regime. By advising them to “dwell 
in the land,” he emphasizes stability over further conflict or rebellion. This message reflects wisdom 
amid adversity; however, it also reveals Gedaliah’s precarious position as he attempts to balance loyalty 
towards his own people with obedience towards an occupying force.

2 Kings 25:25
“But it came to pass in the seventh month that Ishmael the son of Nethaniah, the son of Elishama, of 
the seed royal came with ten men and smote Gedaliah that he died, and the Jews and Chaldeans that 
were with him at Mizpah.”
This verse marks a turning point filled with treachery as Ishmael assassinates Gedaliah shortly after his 
appointment as governor. The act is particularly shocking given Ishmael’s royal lineage; it suggests 
deep-seated resentment or ambition against foreign rule or perhaps personal grievances against 
Gedaliah himself. The murder not only eliminates a stabilizing figure but also incites chaos among both 
Jews remaining in Judah and any Chaldeans present at Mizpah. This brutal act underscores themes such 
as betrayal within leadership ranks during times when unity is desperately needed.

2 Kings 25:26
“And all the people both small and great arose and came to Egypt; for they were afraid of the 
Chaldeans.”
Following Gedaliah’s assassination by Ishmael’s faction, panic ensues among those remaining in Judah 
leading many—including military leaders—to flee to Egypt for safety from potential retribution by 
Nebuchadnezzar’s forces. This mass exodus illustrates how quickly fear can dismantle any semblance 
of order established after Jerusalem’s fall; it also highlights how deeply ingrained fear shapes decisions 
during crises. Their choice reflects desperation rather than faithfulness—a stark contrast from what 
might have been if they had rallied together under Gedaliah’s leadership.

2 Kings 25:27
“And it came to pass in the seven-and-thirtieth year of captivity Jehoiachin king of Judah in the twelfth 
month on twenty-seventh day that Evil-merodach king of Babylon in that year began reign did lift up 
Jehoiachin king out prison;”
This verse shifts focus back toward Jehoiachin—previously captured by Nebuchadnezzar—now 
released from prison after thirty-seven years during Evil-merodach’s reign (the successor). His release 
symbolizes hope amid despair for exiled Jews still longing for restoration back home; it serves as an 
indication that God has not completely abandoned His people despite their dire circumstances resulting 
from sinfulness leading up until this point.

2 Kings 25:28
“And he spake kindly to him, and set his throne above thrones kings that were with him in Babylon;”
Evil-merodach’s kind treatment towards Jehoiachin demonstrates an unexpected turn where mercy 
prevails over cruelty typically associated with conquerors like Nebuchadnezzar before him—offering 
dignity rather than humiliation upon release from captivity! Elevating Jehoiachin above other captive 
kings implies recognition not merely based on status but perhaps acknowledging shared heritage or 



respect towards Davidic lineage which holds significance within Israelite culture even amidst foreign 
domination.

2 Kings 25:29
“And changed his prison garments: And he did eat bread continually before him all days life.”
The act here represents restoration—not just physically through changing garments—but symbolically 
indicating renewed status amongst former royalty! Eating regularly at Evil-merodach’s table signifies 
acceptance back into society albeit under foreign rule while providing sustenance necessary for 
survival post-captivity—a gesture reflecting goodwill between two parties historically positioned 
adversarially yet now navigating coexistence through mutual benefit!

2 Kings 25:30
“And his allowance was continual allowance given him daily rate every day all days life.”
Finally concluding this chapter showcases how Jehoiachin receives ongoing provision throughout life 
post-release—a tangible reminder illustrating God’s providence even amid trials faced during exile! 
This consistent allowance serves dual purposes—sustaining physical needs while reinforcing hope 
amongst fellow exiles regarding eventual return home one day! Such provisions highlight divine favor 
resting upon remnants left behind despite overwhelming odds stacked against them throughout 
tumultuous history leading up until now!

CONCLUSION:

Chapter 1 Conclusion:

God's authority is supreme, and those who challenge His chosen prophets do so at their own peril. King 
Ahaziah’s refusal to seek the Lord led to his downfall, showing that reliance on foreign gods results in 
judgment. The chapter highlights Elisha’s growing prominence as Elijah’s successor.

Chapter 2 Conclusion:

The transition from Elijah to Elisha marks a significant shift in Israel’s prophetic leadership. Elisha’s 
miracles affirm God’s continued presence and power. The events reinforce that those who respect 
God’s messengers are blessed, while those who mock them face consequences.

Chapter 3 Conclusion:

Despite the alliance between Israel, Judah, and Edom, true victory comes only through the Lord. 
Elisha’s prophecy and the miraculous water provision show God’s faithfulness even in times of 
desperation. However, reliance on human alliances rather than full devotion to God leads to incomplete 
victories.

Chapter 4 Conclusion:

God's provision through Elisha’s miracles demonstrates His care for the faithful. Whether providing oil, 
granting a child, or raising the dead, God’s power is evident. This chapter highlights faith as the key to 
experiencing divine blessings.



Chapter 5 Conclusion:

Naaman’s healing illustrates that God’s grace is available to all, even Gentiles. His journey from pride 
to humility parallels the believer’s need for submission to God’s will. Gehazi’s greed, however, serves 
as a warning against corrupting God’s work for personal gain.

Chapter 6 Conclusion:

Elisha’s miracles reveal God’s sovereignty and ability to protect His people. The opening of the 
servant’s eyes reminds believers to trust in God’s unseen power. The Syrian army’s confusion 
highlights how God can defeat enemies in unexpected ways.

Chapter 7 Conclusion:

The sudden deliverance from famine underscores God's ability to fulfill His promises. The lepers’ 
discovery of abundance reminds believers to share God’s blessings. Skepticism, as seen in the doubting 
officer, leads to loss, while faith in God’s word brings provision.

Chapter 8 Conclusion:

God remains faithful to those who serve Him, as seen in the Shunammite woman’s restoration. 
However, the rise of Hazael foreshadows judgment on Israel. This chapter reinforces the theme of 
divine sovereignty over nations.

Chapter 9 Conclusion:

Jehu’s anointing fulfills God’s judgment against Ahab’s house. His zeal in executing justice 
demonstrates God’s intolerance of idolatry and wickedness. The downfall of Jezebel is a testament to 
God’s sure and righteous judgment.

Chapter 10 Conclusion:

Jehu successfully eradicates Ahab’s dynasty, fulfilling prophecy, but his failure to remove the golden 
calves reveals incomplete obedience. His story serves as a warning that partial faithfulness is not 
enough in God’s eyes.

Chapter 11 Conclusion:

God preserves the Davidic line through Joash, proving His covenant faithfulness. Athaliah’s downfall 
highlights divine justice, while the renewal of the covenant signals a fresh commitment to God.

Chapter 12 Conclusion:

Joash’s reign is marked by temple restoration, showing the importance of honoring God’s house. 
However, his later compromises demonstrate that true devotion requires consistency, not just good 
beginnings.



Chapter 13 Conclusion:

The death of Elisha marks the end of an era, but even in death, God’s power is displayed through the 
resurrection miracle. The chapter reminds Israel that God's mercy continues despite their repeated 
failures.

Chapter 14 Conclusion:

Amaziah’s reign shows the dangers of pride and misplaced trust. Although he starts well, his downfall 
proves that military success does not equate to divine favor when obedience is lacking.

Chapter 15 Conclusion:

The instability of Israel’s kings shows the consequences of national sin. While Judah fares slightly 
better, the overall pattern of disobedience foreshadows impending exile.

Chapter 16 Conclusion:

Ahaz’s idolatry and political compromises show the dangers of abandoning God’s ways. Trusting in 
foreign powers rather than the Lord leads to spiritual and national decline.

Chapter 17 Conclusion:

The fall of Israel is the tragic result of persistent rebellion against God. Their exile serves as a warning 
to all nations that rejecting God’s commandments brings judgment.

Chapter 18 Conclusion:

Hezekiah’s faith and reforms contrast with previous kings. His reliance on God against Assyria 
demonstrates that true security is found in God alone.

Chapter 19 Conclusion:

God’s miraculous deliverance of Jerusalem shows His power over the nations. Hezekiah’s prayer and 
Isaiah’s prophecy affirm that trust in God leads to victory.

Chapter 20 Conclusion:

Hezekiah’s healing reveals God's grace, but his pride in showing Babylon his wealth foreshadows 
future judgment. Even the faithful must guard against complacency.

Chapter 21 Conclusion:

Manasseh’s extreme wickedness hastens Judah’s downfall. His later repentance shows that God is 
willing to forgive, but national sin has lasting consequences.

Chapter 22 Conclusion:

Josiah’s discovery of the Law sparks revival, proving that returning to God’s Word brings renewal. 
However, past sins still bring unavoidable consequences.



Chapter 23 Conclusion:

Josiah’s reforms delay judgment, but his death marks the end of Judah’s hope for revival. The people’s 
failure to sustain true worship seals their fate.

Chapter 24 Conclusion:

Judah’s descent into exile confirms God’s warnings. Nebuchadnezzar’s invasion is not just a political 
event but divine judgment for persistent sin.

Chapter 25 Conclusion:

The destruction of Jerusalem and the temple marks the climax of Israel’s disobedience. Yet, the release 
of Jehoiachin at the end hints at future restoration, keeping alive the hope of God’s enduring covenant.

Dr. Paul Crawford is more than just a Christian Author; His books are a source of 
inspiration and guidance on your spiritual journey. His books are created with a 
deep sense of faith and a desire to uplift and inspire all who read. 
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