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§6: The Genealogies of Jesus

Matt. 1:2–17

From Abraham to David

1:2–6

	Consec.

No.
	Series

No.
	Verse
	Father
	
	Descendant
	Additional

Descendants
	Women/

Historical Information

	

1
	

1
	
2
	Abraham
	begat
	Isaac,
	
	

	

2
	

2
	


and
	Isaac
	begat
	Jacob,
	
	

	

3
	

3
	


and
	Jacob
	begat
	Judah
	and his brothers;
	

	

4
	

4
	
3

and
	Judah
	begat
	Perez
	and Zerah
	by Tamar,

	

5
	

5
	


and
	Perez
	begat
	Hezron,
	
	

	

6
	

6
	


and
	Hezron
	begat
	Ram,
	
	

	

7
	

7
	
4

and
	Ram
	begat
	Amminadab,
	
	

	

8
	

8
	


and
	Amminadab
	begat
	Nahshon,
	
	

	

9
	

9
	


and
	Nahshon
	begat
	Salmon,
	
	

	

10
	

10
	
5

and
	Salmon
	begat
	Boaz
	
	by Rahab,

	

11
	

11
	


and
	Boaz
	begat
	Obed
	
	by Ruth,

	

12
	

12
	


and
	Obed
	begat
	Jesse,
	
	

	

13
	

13
	
6

and
	Jesse
	begat
	David
	
	the king.

	

14
	

14
	

And
	David
	begat
	Solomon
	
	by her of Uriah,

	From David to the Deportation to Babylon

1:7–11

	

15
	

1
	
7

and
	Solomon
	begat
	Rehoboam,
	
	

	

16
	

2
	


and
	Rehoboam
	begat
	Abijah,
	
	

	

17
	

3
	


and
	Abijah
	begat
	Asa,
	
	

	

18
	

4
	
8

and
	Asa
	begat
	Jehoshaphat,
	
	

	

19
	

5
	


and
	Jehoshaphat
	begat
	Joram,
	
	

	

20
	

6
	


and
	Joram
	begat
	Uzziah,
	
	

	

21
	

7
	
9

and
	Uzziah
	begat
	Jotham,
	
	

	

22
	

8
	


and
	Jotham
	begat
	Ahaz,
	
	

	

23
	

9
	


and
	Ahaz
	begat
	Hezekiah,
	
	

	

24
	

10
	
10

and
	Hezekiah
	begat
	Manasseh,
	
	

	

25
	

11
	


and
	Manasseh
	begat
	Amon,
	
	

	

26
	

12
	


and
	Amon
	begat
	Josiah,
	
	

	

27
	

13
	
11

and
	Josiah
	begat
	Jeconiah
	and his brothers
	at the time of the deporta-

tion to Babylon.

	From the Deportation to Babylon to Christ

1:12–16

	
	
	
12

And
	
	
	
	
	after the deportation to

Babylon,

	

28
	

14/1
	

	Jeconiah
	begat
	Shealtiel,
	
	

	

29
	

2
	


and
	Shealtiel
	begat
	Zerubbabel,
	
	

	

30
	

3
	
13

and
	Zerubbabel
	begat
	Abiud,
	
	

	

31
	

4
	


and
	Abiud
	begat
	Eliakim,
	
	

	

32
	

5
	


and
	Eliakim
	begat
	Azor,
	
	

	

33
	

6
	
14

and
	Azor
	begat
	Zadok,
	
	

	

34
	

7
	


and
	Zadok
	begat
	Achim,
	
	

	

35
	

8
	


and
	Achim
	begat
	Eliud,
	
	

	

36
	

9
	
15

and
	Eliud
	begat
	Eleazar,
	
	

	

37
	

10
	


and
	Eleazar
	begat
	Matthan,
	
	

	

38
	

11
	


and
	Matthan
	begat
	Jacob,
	
	

	

39
	

12
	
16

and
	Jacob
	begat
	
	
	

	

40
	

13
	

	Joseph
	
	
	
	the husband of Mary by whom was born

	

41
	

14
	
	Jesus
	
	
	
	who is called Christ.


Summary

1:17

	17

Therefore all the generations





from Abraham 
to David are
fourteen generations,



and
from David 
to the deportation to Babylon
fourteen generations,



and
from the deportation to Babylon 
to the Christ
fourteen generations.


Notes


1.
The names are given according to the O.T. forms. The Greek text of Matthew gives their Greek equivalents, for which see NASB margin or the KJV text.


2.
See your Bible’s marginal notes for O.T. references to the history of the various people mentioned in the genealogy. A good portion of O.T. history is covered by the events surrounding these people.


3.
The relationship of Matthew’s genealogy to Luke’s is handled below.

Questions


1.
How many women are mentioned in the genealogy? Tell briefly what you know about each.


2.
Matthew divides the genealogy into 3 groups of 14 generations. That would make 42 (3 x 14) generations in all. How many generations are actually listed by Matthew? Explain.


3.
What is Matthew trying to prove by his genealogy?


4.
Note the shift that takes place in the formulation of the genealogy in vs. 16. Explain why Matthew makes this change.


5.
What is the meaning of the word “Christ”?


Luke 3:23–28

Age of Jesus at Beginning of Ministry

1:2–6


	


Jesus’ Genealogy

Luke 2:23b–38




Notes


1.
The asterisk (*) by a name means that it is also found in Matthew’s genealogy. The plus sign (+) means that the name is found in the genealogies of Gen. 5 & 11.


2.
The names as given in the text of Luke 3:23–28 are according to their Hebrew equivalents. (See above on Matthew’s genealogy, Note 1.)

3. Admin of Lk. 3:33 is not found in Matthew’s genealogy, but Matthew doesn’t intend to give a complete list. Neither is the word “beget” used only of a physical and immediate father-son relationship; generations can be skipped. For example, in Matt. 1:8 we read “and Joram begat Uzziah,” but according to 2 Kings (see also 1 Chr. 3:10–12):




the son of Joram (Jehoram) was Ahaziah: 2 Kings 8:24ff.




the son of Ahaziah was Joash (Jehoash): 2 Ki. 11:1–3; 12:1ff.




the son of Joash was Amaziah: 2 Ki. 14:1ff




the son of Amaziah was Uzziah (Azariah): 2 Ki. 15:1ff.



Matthew skips over 3 generations at this point. His skipping over Admin is just another example that shows that it was not his intent to give an exhaustive list of descendants.


4.
Kenan of Lk. 3:36 is not found in the account of Gen. 11 (he would belong in 11:12). However, the Septuagint version does include Kenan. Accordingly, the total number of elapsed years in the chronology of Gen. 11 adds up differently in the Septuagint than the Hebrew text upon which our English versions are based.


5.
The genealogies of Matthew and Luke begin to diverge after David. In Matt. 1:6 we have “David begat Solomon,” but the name given as descendent of David in Lk. 3:31 is “Nathan.” David had four sons by Bathsheba in Jerusalem, two of which were Solomon and Nathan (2 Sam. 5:14; 1 Chr. 3:5).


6.
The genealogies appear to come together again at Shealtiel and Zerubbabel (Matt. 1:12–13 & Lk. 3:27), but diverge after Zerubbabel: Matthew follows the line through Abiud, Luke through Rhesa.


7.
From David to Joseph Luke gives 42 names, Matthew has only 27 (see note 3 above).


8.
According to Matt. 1:16, “Jacob begat Joseph,” but Luke 3:23 states that Joseph was of “Eli” (probably not another name for Jacob). One solution to this problem has been to assume that Luke really gives the genealogy of Mary in order to prove her Davidic descent also. A theory states that Mary, Eli’s daughter, had no brothers, making her an heiress (similar to the situation in Num. 27:1–11; 36:1–12; Josh. 17:3–4). Her husband would also become a “son” of Eli in a legal, though not physical, sense. However, there is no documentation for this, and the whole idea of Luke’s genealogy being that of Mary’s seems to have originated as late as ca. 1500 A.D. with a certain Annius of Viterbo, (though, oddly enough, Mary is referred to as a daughter of Eli in the Jewish Talmud, tractate Hagigha 77.4, ca. 5th cent. A.D.).


9.
The earliest approach to reconciling the two genealogies is found in the writings of Julius Africanus, who lived probably in Alexandria and Palestine during the first half of the 3rd cent. A.D. In one of his writings known as the “Epistle to Aristides,” he deals extensively with the genealogies of Matthew and Luke. This letter is quoted in the Ecclesiastical History (Book I, Chapter VII) of the famous historian Eusebius (ca. 4th cent. A.D.). Eusebius’ account begins:




“Since Matthew and Luke, having given us different traditions in their gospels concerning the genealogy of Christ, are considered by many to disagree; and since each of the faithful in ignorance of the truth has been zealous in making guesses on these passages, come, let us set out the story that has reached us concerning them, which the Africanus mentioned to us a short time ago narrated in a letter which he wrote to Aristides on the harmony of the genealogies in the Gospels, confuting the opinions of others as forced and fictitious and setting out his own traditions . . . ” (I,vii,1).



Africanus explains the details of the genealogies (summarized in our chart on the next page). Africanus’ concluding remarks summarize his arguments:




“Whether this be so or not no one could give a clearer account, in my opinion and in that of all well-disposed persons, and it may suffice us even though it is not corroborated, since we have nothing better or truer to say: in any case the gospel speaks the truth.” (I,vii,15).




“Matthan of the line of Solomon begat Jacob. On the death of Matthan, Melchi of the line of Nathan begat Eli from the same woman. Thus Eli and Jacob were step-brothers with the same mother. When Eli died without children, Jacob raised up seed for him, begetting Joseph as his own natural son but the legal son of Eli. Thus Joseph was son of both.” (I,vii,16).




[Quotations from: Lake, Kirsopp, Eusebius I in “The Loeb Classical Library,” Cambridge, 1980, pp. 55,63–64. The letter is also found in The Ante-Nicene Fathers, Eerdmans, Vol. VI, pp. 125–127.]



One problem with Africanus is that he leaves out two names of Luke 3:24. He says “Melchi . . . begat Eli,” but Luke has the order: Melchi, Levi, Matthat, Eli. Aside from this difficulty, the solution offered by Africanus is quite ingenious. Graphically we have it as follows:

David





Solomon
Nathan




(Matt. 1:6)
(Luke 3:31)






Matthan
Melchi




(Matt. 1:15)
(Lk. 3:24)





Married
1
Estha
2
Married




then died

after Matthan’s







death





after begetting
Jacob

Eli
and begat



Married
2
(Wife)
1
Married



after Eli’s death

then died childless



as per Levirate law of Dt. 25:5ff.



(even though only a half-brother),



and begat
Joseph


for the deceased Eli.



Thus, Joseph’s natural father was Jacob (as Matt. 1:16), but he was legally the son of the deceased Eli (as Luke 3:23). This solution may not solve all of the problems, but it demonstrates that given the possibilities under the legal system of the Jews, the genealogies of Matthew and Luke do not have to be viewed as hopelessly irreconcilable.

68

