
Thoughts On Luke 1-3 

Luke’s account of Jesus’ birth is centered much more on Mary’s story and gives us a sense of 

the special relationship between Jesus and John the Baptist. Apparently Mary and Elizabeth 

were somehow related to each other, which is a little unusual since they were from different 

tribes; Mary being from the tribe of Judah, and Elizabeth from the tribe of Levi. Although inter-

tribal marriage was not verboten—except in a few instances—this wasn’t the norm, primarily 

because the Israelites were divided geographically according to their tribal land. (There are a 

few examples of Israelites marrying outside their nationality.) The tribe of Levi was an 

exception. They were designated as the ‘priestly’ tribe and therefore not allotted any tribal 

land; instead they were given towns within the lands of the other tribes. This caused them to be 

dispersed throughout the whole land, making inter-tribal marriages among them more likely. 

(Note: the tithes collected from the other tribes were given to the Levites as their inheritance.) 

We can possibly see some of this in the genealogies of Matthew and Luke. Traditionally, Luke’s 

genealogy (Luke 3:23-38) is considered to be that of Mary, while Matthew’s is that of Jesus 

(Mt. 1:1-16). Implying that Joseph’s father, Heli, in Luke 3:23 would then be Joseph’s father-

in-law. The two genealogies match from Abraham through David (King David) but then split 

with two of David’s sons. From there Mary’s genealogy follows the line of Nathan while Jesus’ 

follows the line of Solomon. From Nathan, the priestly name ‘Levi’ appears twice along with 

some names of other tribes, as well as some minor prophets. In Matthew’s genealogy, after the 

Babylonian captivity (Mt. 1:12) the priestly names “Zadok’ and ‘Eleazar’ appear. Coincidence? 

Maybe, but among many peoples—and especially the Israelites—names are not given out will-

nilly (see Luke 1:59-61). Why do you think Luke takes Mary’s genealogy back to Adam? 

After finding out that Elizabeth is already six months along in her pregnancy, Mary goes to 

visit her in “a town in the hill country of Judea” (Luke 1:39b) and stays there for three months! 

(Bethlehem? Probably not, but an interesting thought nonetheless.) I think it is very reasonable 

to infer from Mary’s lengthy visit that she was there for the birth of John the Baptist. When 

considering all gospel accounts, my sense is that Jesus and John the Baptist were more than just 

aware of one another by reputation. Given that they were related and that Jewish males were 

required to attend the three annual pilgrim festivals, i.e., Passover, Shavuot and Sukkot, there 

was ample opportunity for Jesus to interact with John—and possibly his future disciples. (Note: 

women could also attend these festivals, see Luke 2:41-43, it just wasn’t required of them.) 

We learn as well that there can be alternative consequences to how one questions an angel 

when they drop by to tell you of something that’s going to be happening soon. In the case of 

Zechariah, his questioning (Luke 1:18) resulted in him being made mute for a period of time, 

at least nine months but probably a bit longer. (I’ve often wondered—tongue-in-cheek—if 

Zechariah’s silence made it possible for his wife Elisabeth to finally conceive.) Whereas, there 

was no consequence to Mary’s questioning of the angel. The thing to keep in mind here is that 

in Zechariah’s case there was precedence for what he was told about his wife conceiving at her 

age (Gen. 17:15-17); but for Mary’s question: “How can this be…since I am a virgin?” (Luke 

1:34), there was no precedence. So, be careful when asking questions of an angel! 


