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The genealogies of Jesus

May I comment on the well-researched and very
interesting article by Brother Ed Form of the above
title (Apr. 2005, p. 129)?

Matthew begins with the words: “The book of
the generation of Jesus Christ, the son of David”.
Luke writes: “Jesus . . . being (as was supposed
[nomizo]) the son of Joseph . . .” (3:23). Young’s
Concordance gives the meaning of the word
nomizo as ‘to reckon as law’. Some of the contexts
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in which this word occurs seem not to warrant
this precise definition, but would we be justified
as reading Luke 3:23 as evidence that Joseph,
when registering the birth of Jesus, named him
as his own son? And if he did, it follows that
Jesus, like Joseph, would be legally of the house
and lineage of David. And if Joseph was the last
in the line of David, then Jesus would lawfully
be heir to the throne.

One thing is certain. If the Most High, Who
rules in the kingdom of men, had not moved
Caesar Augustus to make that decree when he
did, Jesus would have been born in Nazareth
and not, in fulfilment of the prophecy of Micah
5:2, in Bethlehem, the city of David. Nathanael
asked, “Can there any good thing come out of
Nazareth?” (Jno. 1:46). It certainly came out of
Bethlehem Ephratah.
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