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Commentary on Luke Chapter Two 
Matthew Janzen 

 

1-2. In those days a decree went out from Caesar Augustus that the whole empire should 

be registered. This first registration took place while Quirinius was governing Syria.  

 

In Those Days - This phrase hearkens back to Luke 1:57-79 and does not go 

immediately in time with Luke 1:80 (see notes on Lk. 1:80). 

 

Whole Empire - The KJV has "all the world," but this certainly is not referring to the 

entire globe of humanity. Think about it: do you really think that Caesar Augustus taxed 

the people that lived on other continents? Obviously not. The Greek word for world here 

is oikomene meaning "inhabited world" (Kittel's). In some translations there exist other 

Greek words that are also translated "world" like kosmos (Jn. 3:16) and aion (Mt 13:39). 

This can make for quite a confusing translation.
1
 This is why a translation like the HCSB 

(the one I'm using for this commentary) translates the Greek phrase "pas oikomene" as 

"whole empire." If Ceasar Augustus and Quirinius are Roman officials, imposing a 

Roman tax (which we will see this is the case) then it only makes sense that "all" the 

world is a reference to "all" of the Roman Empire. It is very often in the Scriptures that 

the world "all" is used to refer to everything in a specific context. 

 

Registered - I have chosen not to comment much on either Caesar Augustus or 

Quirinius. You can find great study notes on these two Roman characters in any decent 

Bible commentary. Suffice it to say that the two men are high officials in the Roman 

government. So Caesar Augustus proclaimed a decree that everyone in the Roman empire 

was required to be registered. The KJV has the word "taxed" but this is not technically a 

correct translation even though the outcome of the registration is in all likelihood for the 

purpose of levying a taxation on those under some level of Roman rule. 

 

3. So everyone went to be registered, each to his own town.  

 

Own Town - Here, "own town" must mean the town of there ancestral lineage. It cannot 

mean "home town" in the sense of where they all live, else there would be no reason for 

the text to say "everyone went" i.e. journeyed. 

 

If I may interject something here. I have for a long time rejected the popularly held belief 

that Yeshua was born on December 25. It can be substantiated with just a little amount of 

studying that the December 25 date (for the Messiah's birth) did not even appear on a 

calendar until the 4th century A.D. This was a very popular date with the heathens, a date 

in which the birthday of other deities like Saturn and Mithra were celebrated. 

Surrounding this date was also the many winter solstice festivals of the heathen nations. 

                                                 
1
 It may also be noted that even a singular Greek word like oikomene and kosmos have a wide range in 

semantics. These words just do not have one cut and dry definition, but are flexible in meaning based upon 

the context in which they are used. 



2 

There is absolutely zero in Scripture that insinuates our Messiah was born on December 

25.
2
 

 

Many in the Messianic/Hebrew Roots movement have thus opted for searching for a 

different date for Yeshua's birth, some even claiming that he was born on the very first 

day of Chag Sukkot, or the Feast of Tabernacles, in the fall time of the year. I believe that 

this supposed dating for the birth of the Master is just as arbitrary as the former date 

discussed. Many hoops are jumped through in attempt to show that Yeshua was born 

during Sukkot, but these attempts fall short when we notice this simple little statement of 

Luke 2:3 in context. 

 

Don't you think that if the decree sent out by Caesar Augustus took place during or 

around the Feast of Tabernacles that Luke would have recorded it? Luke mentions the 

feasts of Israel elsewhere in his writings (both Luke and Acts) and it would do well for us 

to recognize that he mentions a feast right here in Luke 2:41-50! I have a very difficult 

time believing that Luke would not have remarked (at least in passing) that Joseph had to 

leave right around the Feast of Tabernacles. 

 

But the real problem for those who believe Yeshua was born on Sukkot is found in 

realizing that this registration required all of the Israelites to journey to the town of their 

ancestral origin. This makes no sense if the Feast of Tabernacles is being kept because 

people did not travel to the town of their ancestral origin on the appointed feasts, they 

traveled to the capital city in Israel, Jerusalem. We see this clearly in Luke 2:41 where we 

have the story of the boy Yeshua at 12 years of age. The text says that every year 

Yeshua's parents traveled to Jerusalem for the Passover festival. However, in Luke 2:3-4 

Joseph and Miriam are not traveling to Jerusalem, they are traveling to Bethlehem. Other 

people in the land of Canaan may have had to travel to the territory of Zebulon, or 

Simeon, etc.  

 

There is no indication that under Roman rule the Israelites were not allowed to celebrate 

the festivals in Jerusalem. Luke 2:41 is all the proof we need of this. The Romans 

permitted the Israelites to observe their holydays. For the Roman government to issue a 

decree having the Israelites required to scatter themselves all over the land of Canaan 

would be nonsensical and likely cause a revolt on the Roman empire. 

 

When do I believe Yeshua was born? I don't have a clue. The Bible just doesn't give us 

that information, and therefore it must not be of that great importance. We have two birth 

narratives in Scripture (Matthew and Luke) and neither tell us the day of his birth, the 

month of his birth, or the year of his birth. I believe it is thus a "shot in the dark" to figure 

out when the Savior was born. What matters is that he was born, and a savior had come 

for the people of Israel's redemption. The teaching that places Yeshua's birth during 

Tabernacles is tempting because of the association with Yahweh's appointed times, but in 

light of Luke 2:3-4 it just cannot be accurate. 

 

                                                 
2
 Anyone can visit the video section of my website (ministersnewcovenant.org) and watch an excellent 

video concerning the origin of the "holidays" known today as Christmas and Easter. 
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4. And Joseph also went up from the town of Nazareth in Galilee, to Judea, to the city of 

David, which is called Bethlehem, because he was of the house and family line of David,  

 

Joseph, Went Up From Nazareth - Joseph, the now husband of Miriam (Mt. 1:20, 24), 

leaves his home town of Nazareth to travel to the town in which his ancestral lineage 

was. The term "went up" seems like a misnomer because the place to where Joseph was 

traveling was south if you look on a map of the land of Canaan. "Went up" may just be a 

way of speaking about traveling, or it could possibly refer to the elevation of the 

destination. Bethlehem is at a higher elevation than Nazareth even though it is south of 

Nazareth by around 70 miles.
3
 

 

 
 

City of David - These verses have Luke referring to Bethlehem as the city of David. Is 

Bethlehem the city of David? Well, I don't believe Luke was a mad man so I think there 

is some legitimate reason why he refers to this city with such an appellation. David 

himself referred to Bethlehem as his city in 1 Samuel 20:6. Some have said that Zion or 

Jerusalem is more correctly the city of David (2 Sam. 5:7-9) but do not miss the point that 

David himself refers to Bethlehem as his city in 1 Samuel 20:6. I think this is because this 

was the city where he grew up in as a child. Jesse his father is even referred to as a 

                                                 
3
 You'll notice on the map that the region Nazareth was located in was Galilee. The region that Bethlehem 

was located in was Judea. Bethlehem was (as you see) a little south of the appointed festival city of 

Jerusalem. 
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Bethlehemite (1 Sam. 16:1), meaning a resident of the town of Bethlehem (the town's 

name most likely means "house of bread.") Luke 2:4 goes on to say at its end that the 

reason Joseph went to Bethlehem was because he was of the house and family line of 

David. David grew up in Bethlehem so this makes perfect sense. 

 

Bethlehem - Is there a significance to Yeshua's being born in Bethlehem? I believe it is 

of extreme significance. I believe that the promised Messiah had to be born in Bethlehem. 

This let's us know that Yahweh was completely sovereign in this circumstance. Sure, the 

decree was proclaimed by the Roman governing officials, but don't you realize that 

Yahweh was orchestrating all of this so that the decree took place at the exact time 

needed to get Joseph and Miriam down to Bethlehem when her baby was due? When you 

think about a woman who is pregnant 9 months traveling some 70 miles by way of 

donkey you don't think of a smooth ride. I can picture me explaining to my pregnant, 

ready-to-give-birth wife that we have to travel 70 miles by foot and donkey to a specific 

location. She would look at me like I was nuts! But see, even in those times in our life 

when what we are experiencing doesn't make any sense, Yahweh is in complete control. 

Nothing, absolutely nothing, is outside of His ability. A prophet of Yahweh, many years 

earlier, had prophesied under the inspiration of Yahweh that the Messiah for Israel would 

be born in Bethlehem of Judea, therefore Yahweh in His sovereignty caused His son to be 

born in this location. 

 

The prophet I speak of is Micah. Micah 5:2 states (KJV) - "But thou, Bethlehem 

Ephratah, though thou be little among the thousands of Judah, yet out of thee shall he 

come forth unto me that is to be ruler in Israel; whose goings forth have been from of old, 

from everlasting." That this is a Messianic prophecy is apparent I believe within the text 

itself, but it is quoted in reference to the place of Yeshua's birth by Matthew in Matthew 

2:3-6. What is interesting in Matthew's account is that King Herod was asking the chief 

priests and scribes who knew the Tanak, where the Messiah would be born. These men 

were not "nobody's," they were men who studied the Tanak and knew of the many 

prophecy's of the coming Messiah. They are the ones who told Herod about Micah's 

prophecy. They basically told Herod, "The Messiah will be born in Bethlehem in the land 

of Judah." 

 

What in the word though is Ephratah? I have run into a few people over the past 15 years 

who actually believe that there is a second Bethlehem in the territory of Ephraim, and it is 

this Bethlehem that Yeshua would be born at. This is just silliness. There may have been 

a second city named Bethlehem at an earlier date in the land of Zebulon, but there is no 

Bethlehem in the land of Ephraim, and the term Ephratah doesn't even have anything to 

do with the land of Ephraim to start with. Ephratah or Ephrath is just another name for 

Bethlehem. It is actually the older name for the city. We see this from reading Genesis 

35:19. 

 

If you will remember, I had mentioned that Jesse (the father of David) is referred to as a 

Bethlehemite in 1 Samuel 20:6. Well, Jesse is also referred to as an Ephrathite in 1 

Samuel 17:12. The reason he was called an Ephrathite was because of his location and 

not because of his tribal affiliation. If you read 1 Samuel 17:12 you will see that Jesse is 
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called an Ephrathite from Bethlehem of Judah. Ephrath or Ephrathah is just the older, 

alternate name for the city of Bethlehem. 

 

Furthermore, slow down and read the prophecy in Micah. The city is called Bethlehem 

Ephrathah, but then the text says "though thou be little among the thousands of Judah." 

The point of the prophecy is that even though Bethlehem Ephrathah is a very small city 

among the thousands of locations in the Judean region, it is out of this small, humble city 

that a ruler in Israel will come forth.
4
 

 

5. to be registered along with Mary, who was engaged to him and was pregnant.  

 

To Be Registered, Along With Mary - This phrase goes back to Joseph in verse 4 and 

may or may not include Miriam. It is likely that when the text says "along with Miriam" 

it is only a reference to the "went up" of verse 4. In other words Joseph went up... along 

with Miriam. She went with him because they were husband and wife. It is though a 

possibility that she too had to register for taxation. 

 

Engaged to Him - At this point in their lives Joseph and Miriam were married. While 

engagement (betrothal) and marriage Biblically speaking were not all that different there 

did exist a difference. Betrothal meant that the bride price had been paid by the future 

husband to the damsels father and he was then preparing everything for his future bride, 

but the woman still dwelt under her father's roof. We know that Joseph and Miriam were 

past this stage of betrothal in Luke 2:5 because of what we read in Matthew 1:20, 24-25. 

The angel that appeared to Joseph in a dream told him not to be afraid to take Miriam as 

his wife, and then we read that when he awoke from his dream he did as the angel had 

commanded him - he took Miriam for a wife. The key though is in Matthew 1:25. Joseph 

"knew her not" (was not intimate with her) until she had brought forth her son. The 

reason Luke refers to Miriam as Joseph's betrothed (even though they were obviously 

married because she was traveling with him, outside of her father's roof) is because they 

had not been intimate yet. The marriage had not been consummated. Luke is very careful 

to make sure his audience knows that Miriam is a virgin woman with child. See Luke 

1:26-38. 

 

 

 

 

 

                                                 
4
 There are many who use this prophecy in Micah to teach that Yeshua is Yahweh. They believe that the 

prophecy speaks of one who has always existed from eternity past. Micah 5:2 is undoubtedly a Messianic 

prophecy.  The question is, what does “goings forth” mean?  Does it mean Yeshua has existed as long as 

Yahweh?  Some say yes, thereby giving more weight to their argument that Yeshua  is Yahweh. According 

to Strong’s Concordance, “goings forth” comes from one Hebrew word,  mowtsaah.  It means, “A family 

descent.”  Since Yahweh is Yeshua’s Father, Yeshua’s family descent would go back as far as Yahweh’s 

existence.  Since Yahweh has always existed, Yeshua’s family descent or goings forth must be from 

everlasting.  The New English Bible, the Phillips translation, and Today’s English Bible render it similarly. 

Yeshua himself is not from everlasting. His family descent, or his family tree, is.  Take note as well that 

this ruler that comes from Judah has Yahweh as his Elohim (Micah 5:4). 
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6. While they were there, the time came for her to give birth.  

 

While They Were There - We tend to have in our minds the view that Miriam was in 

hard labor when she and Joseph crossed the border into Bethlehem, but this is not a view 

taken from the text of Scripture. Luke records for us that the birth of Messiah happened 

while they were there at Bethlehem, implying that they had been there for at least some 

short time, and during their stay Miriam gave birth. 

 

7. Then she gave birth to her firstborn Son, and she wrapped Him snugly in cloth and 

laid Him in a feeding trough—because there was no room for them at the lodging place.  

 

Then She Gave Birth - Take note that Luke doesn't try to embellish the birth of the 

Savior, he just records it without any fan fare. 

 

Firstborn Son - Why does Luke mention her "firstborn" son? I find it interesting that just 

a short portion earlier Luke recorded the birth of Elizabeth's son Yochanan but just says, 

"Now the time had come for Elizabeth to give birth, and she had a son." (Lk. 1:57) Notice 

that in Elizabeth's case there is not adjective "firstborn" before the word son. At least one 

implication then would be that Miriam had additional children after the birth of Yeshua. 

Yeshua was her son, but he was the firstborn in line of the other children Miriam had. It 

should also be noted that the firstborn son received special status among the Israelites 

(Ex. 13:2; Num. 3:13). The firstborn son was first in order and thus held chief eminence 

among the other children. 

 

Snugly in Cloth - To those of us who have heard this account over and over it seems 

inappropriate to say that she wrapped him "snugly in cloth" because we are so used to 

hearing she wrapped him in "swaddling clothes." Both renditions are in accordance with 

the Greek text for the reference is only to tightly binding a newborn baby up in a blanket. 

I remember doing this with my newborn children. They like to be wrapped tight, it keeps 

there limbs straight and it keeps their body nice and warm. 

 

Laid Him in a Feeding Trough - Here again we are accustom to hearing the word 

"manger" but feeding trough is a literal translation of what is being spoken about. Luke is 

the only NT author to use this word (Greek = phatnay) and he uses it of the place where 

the baby Yeshua was laid as well as in Luke 13:15 to refer to untying your ox or donkey 

from the feeding trough and taking them down to the watering hole. I believe this 

reference is here to show us the humble beginnings of our Messiah. He was born in a 

town that was too little to be reckoned among the thousands of Judah, and after he was 

born his mother laid him in a feeding trough where animals generally ate out of. 

 

Because There was No Room at the Lodging Place - Once again we are accustom to 

hearing that there was no room at the inn, but is a commercial motel in view here? Did 

Joseph and Miriam walk up to the door of the "Bethlehem Motor Inn" only to find a 

grouchy innkeeper that would not let them stay in on of his rooms? My early HCSB 

addition of the Bible does say "inn," but later additions (as the one I'm quoting from in 

this commentary) use the words "lodging place." The Greek word here is katalumma, and 
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probably does not denote an inn - in the sense that we generally think. The word is again 

used by Luke (22:11) where Yeshua instructed his disciples to find a room to prepare for 

the Passover. Yeshua's instructions were to find the "owner of the house" and ask him 

where the "guest room" was so that they could prepare for the Passover. Yeshua then says 

that this owner would show them a large, furnished room upstairs. Furthermore, the 

author Luke does use an entirely different Greek word (pandocheion) to refer to a public-

lodging place in Luke 10:34 in the parable of the Good Samaritan.  

 

One resource I ran across stated that it was often for peasant homes in that area to have 

family and animals stay in the same home, with the family on one level and the animals 

on the other. Joseph and Miriam may have been staying with relatives, but it was so 

crowded because there were so many people in that location that had came to be 

registered because of the registration decree of Caesar Augustus. It could of however 

very well have been an animal stable just next to a home. 

 

8-9. In the same region, shepherds were staying out in the fields and keeping watch at 

night over their flock. Then an angel of the Lord stood before them, and the glory of the 

Lord shone around them, and they were terrified 

 

In the Same Region - This hearkens back to Lk. 2:4 where we learn that Joseph and 

Miriam left the region of Galilee and came into the region of Judea. The shepherds were 

thus located in the region of Judea. Exactly where we are not told, but it must have been 

very close to the place where the Christ child was born, i.e. the little town of Bethlehem. 

 

Shepherds - Why shepherds? Why did the heavenly Father choose to first announce the 

birth of His Son to shepherds? Shepherds are presented in a very positive light in the 

gospels. Yeshua speaks of them as being willing to leave 99 of their sheep to go and find 

1 that has become lost (Lk. 15:4). In Mark 6:34 Yeshua speaks of a shepherd as someone 

whom the sheep need to be protected and directed. Yeshua himself is referred to as a 

shepherd over our souls (1 Pt. 2:25), and of course everyone knows the great Psalm 23 

which begins with "Yahweh is my shepherd, there is nothing I lack." The Greek word 

generally translated as shepherds (poimen) is actually translated as "pastors" in Ephesians 

4:11 where Paul speaks of various offices within the assembly. We even have great men 

in the Tanak like Abraham, Moses, and David who were all shepherds (at least during 

some time in their life of earth). Shepherds are common people, and generally looked 

upon as humble people. I believe Yahweh is sending us a message by announcing the 

birth of His Son to the shepherds. Like them we must be commoners, and we must stay 

humble to receive the message of His good news. Yahweh resists the proud, but gives 

grace to those that are humbly in need to His goodness. 

 

Out in the Fields, Keeping Watch at Night - From this statement it is highly likely that 

our Messiah was not born in the month we now call December, around the winter solstice 

(Dec. 21 on our current calendar). It is also highly likely that our Messiah was not birthed 

in the months of November, January, or February. The reason I say this is because it was 

only common for Judean shepherds to stay out in the fields with their sheep at night when 

the climate was more mild. Many commentators (Barnes, Clarke, Gill, Jamieson-Fausset-
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Brown, Lightfoot) make mention of this. What we do learn from this is that our Messiah 

was probably born at night or just before the night time in the late afternoon. 

 

Angel of the Lord - Here we have a messenger coming from the Lord (this Lord here 

being equivalent with the YHWH [Yahweh] of the OT) to announce to these shepherds 

the birth of the Messiah. The phrase "angel of the Lord" (most literally "angel of 

Yahweh") is used approximately 153 times in the Bible. While the term angel does at 

times refer to a human messenger, in the cases where we read of the "angel of Yahweh" it 

is most likely in every case speaking of one of the heavenly beings that dwell with 

Yahweh. The beings that were created as part of the heavens and thus existed prior to the 

foundation of the earth (Psalm 148:1-6; Job 38:1-7). Gabriel, mentioned in the previous 

chapter of Luke 1 by name, is one such angel; a heavenly messenger sent by the Most 

High to do His work, carrying His message. 

 

Glory of the Lord - This word "Lord" once again is a reference to Yahweh here, and the 

word glory refers to some type of manifestation of Yahweh. Yahweh cannot be seen by 

human eyes in all His fullness, but there are times in Scripture where Yahweh reveals 

himself up to a certain point. The word "glory" is the Greek word "doxa" and is translated 

in various ways (dignity, honor, praise, worship, etc.). Here it is some recognizable 

manifested presence of the Most High. 

 

Terrified - The shepherds were, to put it bluntly, scared. That is exactly what this Greek 

word here means (phobeo, phobos). We see this theme throughout the beginning portions 

of Luke. In Luke 1:12 Zechariah was overcome with fear when an angel showed up and 

spoke to him inside the temple. In Luke 1:29 Miriam was deeply troubled and afraid 

when an angel appeared to her. Here we have the same thing going on with the 

shepherds. Angels from Yahweh carry with them authority. They are powerful, mighty 

warriors of Yahweh, supernatural immortal warriors that fight spiritual battles. It makes 

sense that people would be afraid or terrified in their presence, but they have been 

coming in this gospel to bring good news so each time they tell the recipient something 

like "Do not be afraid." 

 

10-11. But the angel said to them, “Don’t be afraid, for look, I proclaim to you good 

news of great joy that will be for all the people: Today a Savior, who is Messiah the Lord, 

was born for you in the city of David. 

 

Good News of Great Joy - The angel of Yahweh tells the shepherds not be afraid. This 

angel is not coming to declare judgment upon them. It's not as though they are about to 

lose their lives. Instead, the angel has come to proclaim what is called in the Greek 

euanggelizo, a word that is good and lovely. This word is translated as preached, glad 

tidings, gospel, and often refers to the news about Yahweh's Son, our Messiah Yeshua. 

This is exactly the news here. 

 

To all the People - A common mistake is often made when reading this verse. People 

gloss by and believe that the news of the angel is meant for "all people" in the sense of 

every single individual alive on the face of the earth, but this is just not the contextual 
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reading at all. What we have the angel saying is that it is good news to all the people of 

Israel. I realize that the angel doesn't use the term Israel in the verse, but this has already 

been established in the previous chapter. In Luke 1:33 Miriam's child is said that he will 

rule over the house of Jacob (Israel) forever. When Miriam speaks words of praise later 

she specifically mentions that Yahweh has helped His servant Israel, the particular 

descendants of Abraham (Luke 1:54-55). When Zechariah prophesies he mentions that 

Yahweh is the Mighty One of Israel and that they are His people (Luke 1:68). This 

Messiah was specifically birthed to bring salvation to Yahweh's covenant people, and 

even then only a select number of them (as Paul writes in Romans 9:6 "they are not all 

Israel which are of Israel). Keep in mind here that Yeshua is birthed in the land of Israel, 

in a region named Judea, in a city of David, and nearby Yahweh chosen, capital city in 

Judah, Jerusalem. This is all about the people of Israel, and thus the good news for all the 

people is all the people of Israel. 

 

A Savior, Messiah the Lord - Yeshua is a Savior, He is Messiah (annointed one) and He 

is Lord (Master). Yahweh gave Him each of these positions, and they are high ranking. 

Matthew 1:21 shows us that the reason Miriam son was given the name "Yeshua" is 

because "he will save" his people from their sins or transgressions of the Torah. Acts 

10:38 sheds light on Yeshua being the anointed one of Yahweh. Yahweh anointed him 

with the Holy Spirit and power whereby he had the ability to heal and set free those 

bound by the devil. Yeshua is our Master because Yahweh appointed him to be the 

Master. Acts 2:36 tells us that Yahweh made him both Lord and Messiah. Had Yahweh 

not made him both of these, he would not be either. This is the good news that the angel 

came to announce to the shepherds. A savior is born unto you this day, He is the anointed 

one of Yahweh, and he is Master, Ruler, Boss, etc. 

 

12. This will be the sign for you: You will find a baby wrapped snugly in cloth and lying 

in a feeding trough. 

 

Sign for You - The angel gives the shepherds a sign so that they will know they have 

arrived at the correct baby child. The sign was that they would find the baby wrapped 

snugly in cloth and he would be lying in a feeding trough. This is directly related to Luke 

2:7 where we find the same wording used.  

 

13-14. Suddenly there was a multitude of the heavenly host with the angel, praising (the) 

Mighty One and saying: Glory to (the) Mighty One in the highest heaven, and peace 

on earth to people He favors! 

 

Heavenly Host - The heavenly host no doubt is descriptive of myriads of other angelic 

beings that joined in with this specific angel of the Lord. Immediately after the sign was 

given, the angels began to corporately praise the Almighty for what He had accomplished 

by sending Israel as Savior, a Messiah, a Lord to rule over them. 

 

People He Favors - The particular translation I am using for this commentary is the 

HCSB, and there is no doubt that some people reading it here in vs. 14 will be 

uncomfortable with what is stated. This is because we are used to hearing this verse like 
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it reads in the KJV - "Glory to God in the highest, and on earth peace, good will toward 

men." The striking difference is that in the KJV we read of there being pronounced good 

will towards men in general. Generally people even cite the verse as "good will to all 

men" because they believe that the angels are announcing glad tidings to every human 

being on the earth. So why does the HCSB have "to people He favors"? Doesn't this 

make Yahweh a respecter of persons? 

 

The difference is one that is textual. The KJV is based upon Greek manuscripts known as 

the Textus Receptus. The words textus receptus literally mean "the received text" but we 

must not take that phrase as though this Greek text is the unquestionable text coming 

from the throne room of heaven. In short, the Textus Receptus is a combination of many 

Greek texts of the NT, beginning with Erasmus published edition of the Greek NT in the 

1500's. Erasmus, a Roman Catholic, worked with approximately around 10 Greek NT 

manuscripts, and by comparing them to each other came up with a single volume of the 

Greek NT. Men after him like Theodore Beza, and Robert Estienne, edited Erasmus' 

work but for the most part remained in line with much of what Erasmus had chosen in his 

translation. Keep in mind that none of these texts, not even the 10 manuscripts Erasmus 

had, are identical. It was from these published editions of the Greek NT that the KJV was 

translated back in the early 1600's. Since then there have been numerous discoveries of 

much earlier manuscripts of the Greek NT, some dating back to within 200 years of the 

original autographs of the authors of the NT. 

 

There is a very slight textual variant here at Luke 2:14 when comparing what is called the 

Textus Receptus and the older Greek manuscripts of the NT. Some manuscripts read 

eudokia (good will toward men), but the older manuscripts read eudokias (good will on 

people He favors). Further knowledge is gained on this matter when recognizes that in 

the oldest manuscripts of the NT the Greek text was written in all capital letters, known 

as UNCIAL texts. At times, the case of certain words would be determined by placing a 

smaller letter at the end of these words. Eudokias in the genetive case (HCSB) would 

look something like EUDOKIAʿ. You can see how that a scribe copying a manuscript 

might forget the final sigma at the end of this word thus switching from the older 

genetive case to the nominative case (good will towards all men).  

 

Generally, when studying textual variants, the more difficult reading is to be preferred as 

the authentic reading. Scribes, while seeking to copy the text accurately, would opt for 

the more palatable reading if there existed a question about how to translate the text. It is 

certainly more palatable to read "good will toward (all) men," but the reading "peace on 

earth to people he favors" let's us know that Yahweh is not pronouncing peace to just any 

and everybody. Yahweh has an elect people, and this is even within his physical Israel 

people. It might be more difficult to stomach, but in all likelihood Luke 2:14 was written 

as the angels saying that Yahweh only pronounces peace on a select group of individuals, 

thus making him respect some people over others, but not in judgment (poor vs. rich, 

etc.) 

 

15-16. When the angels had left them and returned to heaven, the shepherds said to one 

another, “Let’s go straight to Bethlehem and see what has happened, which the Lord has 
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made known to us.” They hurried off and found both Mary and Joseph, and the baby who 

was lying in the feeding trough 

 

Returned to Heaven - Once again, note that these angels (angelos) are not human 

messengers. They return to there home in heaven after leaving the shepherds. 

 

Let's go Straight - Can you imagine the excitement the shepherds must have had at this 

point! The text speaks in such a way as to let us know the immediacy of there short 

journey. They left in a hurry, and they found exactly what the angel had told them - the 

baby was lying in a feeding trough. Imagine them looking at this child that had just been 

described to them by angelic heavenly messengers. 

 

Take note of the great faith of the shepherds too. There is not one once of doubt within 

them. The leave to go to the city of David looking for exactly what the angel had told 

them about. 

 

17-20. After seeing them, they reported the message they were told about this child, and 

all who heard it were amazed at what the shepherds said to them. But Mary was 

treasuring up all these things in her heart and meditating on them. The shepherds 

returned, glorifying and praising (the) Mighty One  for all they had seen and heard, just 

as they had been told. 

 

After Seeing Them - The shepherds not only see the Messiah for their selves, but they in 

turn report this message to others, and these others are amazed at the news. 

 

Treasuring - As I sit here commenting on these verses I am overwhelmed at the account 

of the birth of Yeshua, but I can't even begin to imagine the feeling that Miriam was 

having. She'd been visited herself by Gabriel who told her news that she alone and no 

other woman had ever heard or ever will hear (Luke 1:30-35), and it was now beginning 

to take place. As she rocked her little baby and looked upon his face, she was meditating 

on all that had happened to her in the past 9-10 months, treasuring everything in her 

heart. 

 

21. When the eight days were completed for His circumcision, He was named Yeshua—

the name given by the angel before He was conceived. 

 

Circumcision - I have discussed circumcision in more detail in the previous section of 

Luke 1:59. Please refer to that section. At this juncture I would like to point out that 

Yeshua parents (Miriam, and Joseph [his legal father]) were believers in fulfilling the 

Torah (law). Yeshua, in every aspect of his life was fulfilling the law of Yahweh 

perfectly. We must not say that he kept every law for there were certain laws that he did 

not have the ability to keep. Some laws only pertain to particular priests. Some laws 

apply only to the feminine gender. So Yeshua did not technically keep every single one 

of Yahweh's laws, but this doesn't mean he committed sin for those laws just did not 

apply to him. We are better to say that Yeshua never broke any of Yahweh's laws. This is 

a point that must be emphasized each time we read about Yeshua in relation to obeying 
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the law. I personally believe that an excellent way to understand the prologue to the 

gospel of John is that "The Torah was made flesh and dwelt among us." The Torah is the 

word of Yahweh that existed with Yahweh from the very beginning. The Torah was 

divine because it was Yahweh's Torah. When the fullness of time came that 

Torah/Word/Davar/Logos (Davar being the Hebrew for "word" and Logos being the 

Greek) was made into a human being. That human being (the only begotten Son of the 

Most High) was the walking Torah. He fulfilled all righteousness, even down to the 

points of the law that weren't even necessary for him because of his sinlessness. 

 

For example (I will get more into this later in Luke), Yeshua submitted to the baptism of 

John which was a baptism of repentance (Luke 3:3). Yeshua was in no need to repent 

(which is a word that has to do with changing your direction). Repentance is only 

applicable to those who have transgressed the Torah, which Yeshua did not. I guess I 

should point out that there are several texts that teach Yeshua never sinned (Mt. 5:17; 2 

Cor. 5:21; Heb. 4:15; Acts 3:14; Heb. 7:26; 1 Pt. 2:22; 1 Jn. 3:5). My main point here is 

that Yeshua submitted to John's baptism because it was an act of obedience that he had to 

accomplish in order to fulfill all righteousness (Mt. 3:13-15). Yeshua even wore tassels 

which was a law given to remind the children of Israel to keep the commandments. Did 

Yeshua need a reminder? Of course not, he would have remembered to keep the 

commandments because the spirit of Yahweh was so strongly within him. Nevertheless 

He wore the tassels because it was a requirement of righteousness that Yahweh gave. He 

was destined to fulfill all the righteous requirements of the law so that he could become 

sin for us, taking the place of those who have transgressed the law. In him doing so for us 

we become the righteousness of Yahweh in him (2 Cor. 5:21).  

 

I felt I needed to point this out in relation to Luke 2:21's mentioning of Yeshua being 

circumcised. We can rush over this and not realize that had Yeshua not been circumcised 

according to the Torah he would not have qualified as the promised Davidic Messiah. 

That would have been one Torah requirement that was not fulfilled correctly and 

therefore he could not be the perfect, unblemished lamb. He could not have given his soul 

as an offering for sin as Isaiah 53:10-12 teaches. 

 

He was Named Yeshua - I will be brief here because I have covered the given name of 

our Messiah in my comments on Luke 1:31. Let me just point out again that his name is 

significant to his purpose. He was sent, born, begotten in order to save people from their 

sins (Mt. 1:21). The name Yeshua literally means "he will save." This name was told to 

both Miriam and Joseph, by an angel of Yahweh, prior to the conception of the baby. 

Where do you believe the angel got his information from? None other than straight from 

the throne room in heaven. 

 

22. And when the days of their purification according to the law of Moses were finished, 

they brought Him up to Jerusalem to present Him to the Lord 

 

Their Purification - We have here a text that has been argued often because some Bibles 

render this "her purification" while most render it "their purification." Some KJV only 

advocates (people that believe the King James Version of the Bible is the only legitimate 
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Bible on the planet) have tried to argue that the newer translations (NIV, NASB) have 

altered the text from "her" to "their" in attempts to make the Messiah out to be a sinner. 

They argue that Yeshua has no need to be purified for he is pure to begin with. First off, 

this type of argumentation grossly misunderstands the Torah from the get go. We are 

dealing here with ritual purification as it pertains to the flesh and the earthly tabernacle. 

We are not dealing here with sin. A woman is ritually unclean or unfit to enter the 

tabernacle after she has a baby (Lev. 12) for an allotted period of time, the same way she 

is unclean during her monthly menstrual cycle (Lev. 15:19-30). When a woman goes 

through these natural courses of life it does not mean she is in sin. It is not a sin to be 

ritually unclean. Ritual uncleanness often takes place because of natural everyday 

occurrences in life like a woman's cycle, sexual relations between a husband and wife, 

sores on one's body, etc. So, if the "their" in Luke 2:22 is in reference to Miriam and 

Yeshua it is most assuredly not teaching that Yeshua needed spiritual purification. It 

would only be pointing out that he was a flesh and blood human that came through the 

birth canal of a human woman. 

 

Why is there a discrepancy though? Why does the KJV say "her" while other Bibles 

translate it "their?" This is a textual variant, and the evidence is highly in favor of the 

plural reading "their" rather than "her." I am not a Greek scholar, but I have checked the 

works of scholars in the field and the oldest as well as the majority of Greek manuscripts 

of Luke 2:22 read "their" and not "her." The KJV is basing the reading of "her" on 

primarily a few late Greek miniscule manuscripts as well as the Latin Vulgate. 

 

Some people object to the reading of "their" based upon the law found in Leviticus 12. In 

Leviticus 12 we read of the laws pertaining to a woman after childbirth and the entire 

chapter only speaks of "her" (the woman) needing to be ritually purified because she 

(singular) was ritually unclean (see particularly Lev. 12:6). How should we answer this 

point? We must always remember that we must base our theology on what ancient texts 

actually say rather than what we think they should say. It is true that Leviticus 12 speaks 

of "her" purification, but it is equally true that Luke wrote of "their" purification. We 

should seek for a harmony between the two, but that doesn't mean we dismiss what either 

text says. We harmonize what we have available to us. 

 

I should point out here that I do not believe that the Christ child is in view in the plural 

pronoun "their." Read Luke 2:22 slowly and carefully again. "And when the days of their 

purification - according to the law of Moses - were finished, they brought Him up to 

Jerusalem to present Him to the Lord." Notice not only the "their" in the verse, but also 

the "they." Who is the "they" that brought Yeshua to Jerusalem? It is undoubtedly a 

reference to Joseph and Miriam. Their and they go hand in hand in this verse so the "their 

purification" refers to Joseph and Miriam. Why did Luke include Joseph in with Miriam? 

Here are a couple of possibilities, either of which I believe harmonize with Leviticus 12's 

rendering of "her" purification. 

 

Firstly, we must understand that both Joseph and Miriam are Israelites, and it was to the 

nation of Israel that Yahweh gave his law. He exclusively gave His law to the Israelites. 

The end of Psalm 147 teaches us that Yahweh has not dealt thusly with any other nation. 
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It is quite possible that Luke, in reference to Joseph and Miriam as Israelites, wrote 

"their" purification, meaning the purification laws of the people of Israel. I personally 

believe this is what Luke intended when he wrote "their." It is also possible though that 

the nation of Israel is not in view and that Luke includes Joseph in with Miriam because 

he is the head of the household, and he would not come to the temple until after Miriam 

was purified. He would have been around Miriam during her time of ritual uncleanness, 

helping her around the house, helping with the baby, etc. According to the laws found in 

Leviticus 15 concerning a woman's issue of blood, this would have rendered Joseph 

ritually unclean as well. Thus Luke uses the plural "their" purification. 

 

The Law of Moses - Here we have a great text to show anyone who thinks that the law 

of Moses is different from the law of Yahweh. Seventh Day Adventism (SDA) is 

probably the largest denomination within the wide scope of "Christianity" that teaches 

such a thing. They do this because they only keep certain laws in the Torah, those they 

call the law of God. They believe that we do not have to obey the law of Moses, and 

therefore laws that pertain to the Feast days, tassels, ritual uncleanness, beards, etc. are 

unnecessary to obey. I disagree with them as I believe you cannot split up Yahweh's law 

and only keep the parts that you want to keep, or only keep the parts that you feel should 

be kept. This is selective obedience, and it is something that we should not be 

entertaining in our minds. 

 

One example of this is found in Colossians 2:16 where we have the holydays, new 

moons, and Sabbaths mentioned. The SDA's are very much involved in teaching others to 

be obedient to the 4th commandment regarding the weekly Sabbath, yet they read this 

verse in Colossians as one teaching that there are certain days that we do not have to 

observe. I believe they read Colossians incorrectly (see my article titled "Understanding 

Colossians 2:16), but for now let's consider how they get around the point that the 

Sabbath is mentioned right in with the holydays and new moons. How can they strongly 

promote Sabbath keeping and not also holyday (feast) and new moon keeping? The way 

they do this is by saying that the Sabbaths mentioned in Colossians 2:16 are the yearly 

Sabbaths, or the festival Sabbaths. However, the obvious problem with this interpretation 

is that the text would be unnecessarily redundant at this point. Is Paul writing that we are 

to let no man judge us in respect to the holydays, new moons, and... holydays? Of course 

not. Paul is covering all bases here. He speaks of the yearly celebrations (holydays) the 

monthly celebrations (new moons) and the weekly celebrations (Sabbaths). Thus they all 

go hand in hand. Consistency demands that you either accept them all and then obey 

them all or reject them all. I believe a proper understanding of Colossians 2:16 teaches us 

to accept all of them, but not allow any man outside of the body of the Messiah to judge 

us in the way we are observing them. As I said, please refer to my detailed study on this 

text. 

 

So, how do we know the law of Moses and the law of Yahweh are one in the same? How 

do we know that the holydays, new moons, and Sabbaths can be called part of the law of 

Moses and can also be called part of the law of Yahweh? Luke 2:22 coupled with Luke 

2:24 shows us they are one in the same. Luke 2:22 speaks of the days of their purification 

according the "the law of Moses" (Lev. 12) and then Luke 2:24 quotes a passage right at 
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the end of the same chapter (Lev. 12) and calls it "the law of Yahweh." Do you see that? 

They are one and the same law. The reason that it's called the law of Moses is because he 

was Yahweh's mouthpiece through which the law was given. The same thing goes for 

when Yeshua said "If you love me, keep my commandments." Yeshua didn't have his 

own set of commandments. Yahweh used Yeshua as a mouthpiece to teach His Torah 

properly. 

 

The Days Were Finished - We've talked some about this, but I feel the need to mention 

separately concerning the days of purification for a woman after childbirth. The best 

thing to do in order to understand this properly is to read Leviticus 12 in its entirety. It 

shows that there is a purification process for a woman after she bears forth a man child or 

a woman child. The purification for a woman after having a boy is a total of 40 days 

(Lev. 12:1-2, 4) and after having a girl is 80 days (Lev. 12:5). Many people have asked 

me why the time period is twice as long after having a girl baby, and my answer is that I 

do not know. Here I should make the point that we must trust Yahweh in any matter that 

we do not understand the "why" of. I'm not saying that it's impossible to know why there 

is a difference, but if we never understand "why" in this life we should still place our 

faith in Yahweh because Father knows best. He has his reasons and we should always 

submit to him, just like my little four year old David should submit to me as his Daddy 

even though he doesn't always understand why I disallow him from doing certain things. 

 

Present Him to the Lord - Here, Joseph and Miriam bring Yeshua to Jerusalem (to the 

temple) to present Him to Yahweh. Notice that they presented Yeshua to Yahweh. 

Yeshua is not Yahweh, he is presented to Yahweh as all firstborn males in Israel were to 

be presented to Yahweh. Let that sink in. So many people believe that Yahweh and 

Yeshua are one in the same being. They believe that Yeshua is Yahweh in another form 

or Yahweh in disguise so to speak. Joseph and Miriam were not presenting Yahweh to 

Himself. They were presenting their son, which was the virginly conceived Son of the 

Most High, to their heavenly Father Yahweh. So often texts like these which clearly 

differentiate between Yahweh and Yeshua get swept under the rug and dismissed. There 

are hundreds of these type texts in the gospels alone. We do well to take heed to the 

clearness of the word in this area. 

 

23. Just as it is written in the law of the Lord: Every firstborn male will be dedicated to 

the Lord. 

 

Written in the Law of the Lord - Where is this written? None other than Exodus 13:1-2, 

12-16. Seeing that Yeshua was a firstborn male, Miriam and Joseph had to obey the 

Torah portion that taught that the firstborn males were to be specially dedicated to 

Yahweh. The text in Exodus 13 teaches that the firstborn of the male children were to be 

redeemed while the firstborn of the male animals were to be sacrificed to Yahweh. In the 

case of a firstborn donkey, the Israelites had to substitute for it a flock animal or either 

the break the donkey's neck (presumably because it was an unclean animal). A study of 

Numbers 18:1-16 implies that the price of redemption for a man's firstborn son was 5 

shekels of silver. Joseph was not only going with Miriam to present the prescribed 
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offering after her purification (Lk. 2:24) but also to pay the redemption price and thus 

dedicate his legal son to Yahweh per the Torah. 

 

24. And to offer a sacrifice (according to what is stated in the law of the Lord: a pair of 

turtledoves or two young pigeons). 

 

A Sacrifice - So Joseph and Miriam went up to Jerusalem from Bethlehem for two 

primary reasons, both of which had to do with the fulfillment of the Torah. The first 

mentioned by Luke was the dedication of the firstborn, and the second was to offer the 

prescribed sacrifice found in Leviticus 12:6-8. The prescribed offerings are (1) a burnt 

offering, and (2) a sin offering. These are first described in the Torah as year old male 

lamb for the burnt offering and a young pigeon (or turtledove) for a sin offering. Why in 

the world did a woman have to offer a sin offering after having a baby? Did she commit 

sin by giving birth? 

 

Such is not only peculiar to child birth. We also read of lepers (Lev. 14:19), and 

Nazarites (Num. 6:11,14) having to bring sin offerings after their cleansing or end of their 

vow. The word for sin in Hebrew is chata and the word for sin offering is chatat 

(pronounced "chata-at'). This Hebrew word sometimes denotes purification, meaning 

ritual purification of the flesh rather than having to do with transgression of the Torah. 

Sometimes sin offerings are offered because a person has sinned unintentionally or 

without a "high hand" (with remorse). However, sometimes the chatat are offering 

because a person is coming out of a state of ritual impurity and the offering is a 

purification offering for the flesh and earthly tabernacle. 

 

Pair of Turtledoves - If the Torah prescribed a year old male lamb for a burnt offering 

why is this lamb not mentioned in Luke 2:24? It is because at the end of Leviticus 12 (vs. 

8) we read that Yahweh allows for the people of Israel who are too poor to afford a year 

old male lamb to bring an offering that is less expensive. Two doves or two pigeons 

would suffice in this case. One would be used for the burnt offering and the other for the 

purification offering. 

 

According to Leviticus 5:1-13 there was even a lesser offering allowed that did not even 

consist of an animal sacrifice if one were very poor. Two quarts of fine flour would be 

sufficient for those who were very poor (Lev. 5:11-13). This teaches us that Yahweh is 

passionate to the poor. For a poor man to give two quarts of fine flour for a sin offering 

didn't mean he was giving less; to him it was equivalent with the rich man giving a flock 

animal. Yahweh was sympathetic to the needs of His people. 

 

This also teaches us that Joseph and Miriam were not rich people. They were among the 

poor in the nation of Israel. This is just further illustration of Yahweh teaching us 

humility in the birth of His Son, the greatest man to ever walk the earth. He was born 

among animals, laid in a feeding trough, announced first to lowly shepherds, and his 

parents had to bring the poor offering prescribed by the Torah. 
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25. There was a man in Jerusalem whose name was Simeon. This man was righteous and 

devout, looking forward to Israel's consolation, and the Holy Spirit was on him. 

 

In Jerusalem - Luke makes a point to mention the location of this man because of the 

fact that Joseph, Miriam, and Yeshua were all in Jerusalem, Israel to fulfill the words of 

the Torah of Yahweh (vss. 22-24). 

 

This man was righteous and devout - This word righteous here is the same word used 

to describe Zechariah and Elizabeth's righteousness in Luke 1:6. The word translated 

devout is only used by Luke in two other places, Acts 2:5 and Acts 8:2. Both cases 

describe men who were dedicated to serving Yahweh. This phrase describing Simeon lets 

us know that Simeon was a man with faith in Yahweh, faith in Yahweh's Messiah (as we 

will see) and he was also a faithful believer, i.e. he was obedient to the commandments of 

Yahweh. It is extremely enlightening that we are seeing all throughout Luke 1 and 2 that 

Yahweh is using people who are genuinely devoted to believing in Him and being 

obedient to Him. 

 

Looking forward to Israel's consolation - In reading the entire section concerning 

Simeon, I can conclude no other than that Israel's consolation in the mind of Simeon (and 

in the mind of the author Luke) was the coming of the Davidic Messiah. The word 

consolation has to do with comfort, peace, deliverance from tyranny, etc. This text shows 

us that there were certainly Israelites who believed in the coming of a singular man as the 

Messiah, and who also believed that the prophecies concerning the coming of the 

Messiah were fulfilled in the birth, life, and eventually death and resurrection of Yeshua. 

I believe the term "looking forward" doesn't just only have to do with looking in advance, 

but looking with great hope and expectation. Simeon was eagerly awaiting the 

consolation of Israel. 

 

Holy Spirit was on him - As we have seen throughout the first chapter in Luke, the Holy 

Spirit was indeed present in the lives of people during the Old Testament time frame. 

This is yet another example. For Luke to write that the Holy Spirit was on Simeon must 

mean that this was a special measure of the Holy Spirit. Luke would not point this out 

specifically for Simeon if it was something general for all of the people of Israel. Simeon 

was blessed with a special portion of the Spirit of Yahweh. 

 

26. It had been revealed to him by the Holy Spirit that he would not see death before he 

saw the Lord's Messiah. 

 

Revealed to him by the Holy Spirit - I am often VERY skeptical of people today who 

claim to have things revealed to them by the Holy Spirit. I believe I have a good reason 

for my skepticism. For starters, I hear people claim the Holy Spirit have showed them 

things, and the things the Spirit supposedly showed them run contrary to the 

commandments of Yahweh. Secondly, the people who most often claim revelation by the 

Spirit are law breakers, not law keepers. In other words they are not righteous and devout 

like Simeon, but are rather unrighteous and unfruitful. I actually had one fellow tell me 

that he didn't read his Bible much because he had become so spiritual. He claimed that he 
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was just led by the Spirit. I believe such is foolish. However, because of texts like these 

in Luke 1:26 I do believe that people can be revealed things by the power of Yahweh's 

Spirit. I see nothing leading me away from believing this can happen to people today in 

the same way that it happened to Simeon, if Yahweh so chooses to reveal something to a 

particular individual. If Yahweh does reveal something to someone though, that someone, 

like Simeon, will be a person of faith and obedience. 

 

He would not see death - What a revelation! Imagine genuinely knowing that the Spirit 

of Yahweh showed you that you would see the Messiah of Yahweh before you died. 

 

The Lord's Messiah - This phrase is an off-shoot of "Yahweh's Messiah." Why is the 

Messiah called "Yahweh's Messiah?" It is because Yahweh is the one who has anointed 

him. He belongs to Yahweh. Yahweh sends him, Yahweh works through Him. Every 

time I read this text I think about Psalm 2:2 where the rulers of the earth take their stand 

against Yahweh, and against His anointed one, or His Messiah. 

 

27-28. Guided by the Spirit, he entered the temple complex. When the parents brought in 

the child Yeshua to perform for Him what was customary under the law, Simeon took him 

up in his arms, praised (the) Mighty One, and said... 

 

Guided by the Spirit - Not only had Simeon been shown what was spoken of in verse 

26, he is now being guided or led by the Spirit to a certain location. The Spirit of Yahweh 

was showing Simeon where to walk to in order to see Yahweh's Messiah. Simeon enters 

the temple complex which is where Joseph, Miriam, and the baby Yeshua would have 

been when presenting Yeshua to Yahweh and bringing the appropriate sacrifice 

prescribed in the Torah. Remember that the time frame is still the same. Luke 2:25-35 

takes place - in time - during Luke 2:22-24. The chronology is flowing through this text. 

 

Simeon took him up in his arms - Simeon saw the parents and the baby Yeshua there in 

the temple complex, and the Spirit of Yahweh must have showed Simeon that this baby 

was Yahweh's Messiah. The parents hand the baby over to Simeon who holds the little 

baby and begins to praise Yahweh. 

 

29-30. Now, Master, You can dismiss Your slave in peace, according to Your word. For 

my eyes have seen Your salvation. 

 

Dismiss Your slave - Simeon is here talking or praying to Yahweh. Simeon had been 

shown that he would not die prior to his seeing Yahweh's Messiah, so now after seeing 

who he knew by the Spirit was the Messiah he was ready to die. 

 

Your salvation - Simeon recognized that he had seen the salvation of Yahweh. Simeon 

was an Israelite believe who knew from reading the Scriptures that Yahweh would save 

the people of Israel by sending an anointed one. 

 

31-32. You have prepared it in the presence of all peoples - a light for revelation to the 

Gentiles and glory to Your people Israel. 



19 

Presence of all peoples - This phrase is explained in the next sentence. All peoples 

include both those referred to as "Gentiles" as well as those referred to as "Israel." 

Gentiles is better rendered as "nations" in the Bible, coming from the Greek word ethnos. 

The word Gentile itself stems from the Latin language and basically just means "non-

something." It is a misnomer to think that every time you see the word Gentile in the 

Bible it has to mean a non-Israelite. True enough there are some contexts in which the 

word is used in contrast to the nation of Israel (as is likely the case here in Luke 2:31-32), 

but there are other times where the word is used to describe the nations within the larger 

nation of Israel. There are also times in Scripture where the word is used to refer to the 

nation or house of Israel in the north as opposed to the house or nation of Judah in the 

south. I believe here Simeon is using the word "nations" (Greek - ethnae / Hebrew- 

goyim) to refer to the non-Israelite nations that could join themselves to the people of 

Israel (Isaiah 56:1-8).  

 

33. His father and mother were amazed at what was being said about Him. 

 

Father and mother - Here Luke refers to Joseph and Miriam as Yeshua's "father and 

mother." Some people who believe in KJV onlyism point to a text like this and say that 

the manuscripts from which Bibles like the HCSB are taken from are corrupted Greek 

manuscripts. See, the KJV Bible at this point says "Joseph and his mother." Therefore the 

KJV only advocates believe that the KJV (and manuscripts from whence it was taken) is 

making the point that Joseph was not Yeshua's father and the virgin birth is factual. Well, 

Luke 1 clearly teaches the doctrine of the virgin conception of Yeshua right here in the 

HCSB (see my notes on Luke 1:26-38). So why the discrepancy in the versions? 

 

It is true that the manuscripts from which the KJV are taken read Joseph at Luke 2:33, 

and the manuscripts from which the HCSB (NIV, NASB, etc.) are taken read "father." 

Does this mean this latter set of manuscripts are corrupt, and denying the virgin birth? I 

don't believe this for one second. Isn't it possible that Luke was recognizing the role of 

father that Yoseph held in relation to his adopted son Yeshua? Joseph was Miriam's 

husband, thus he is legitimately referred to as Yeshua's "father." This doesn't mean that 

Joseph was the biological father of Yeshua, but it does mean that Joseph raised Yeshua, 

took care of Yeshua, provided for Yeshua, etc. This is completely logical, and very 

Scriptural. 

 

It should be noted that the KJV only argument falls flat on its face here because of verses 

just shortly after this one. Right there in the KJV, Luke 1:41 refers to Joseph and Miriam 

as Yeshua's parents, and in Luke 1:48, none other than Miriam refers to Joseph as 

Yeshua's father (also see John 1:45). Is the KJV (or the manuscripts of the KJV) denying 

the virgin birth here? Of course not. Joseph was Yeshua's earthly father. There's no denial 

of the virgin birth in that fact. 

 

Were amazed - Why were Joseph and Miriam amazed? Did they not already receive 

revelation from the angel about who there Son was? Well, of course they did, but we 

must recognize here that Joseph and Miriam were just like any parents. They continued to 

be amazed that Yahweh had blessed them with such a special child. It wasn't just a shock-
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wave of amazement and then it was over. As revelation about Yeshua continued to come 

they continued to be amazed. Here in the temple, and elderly man like Simeon was led to 

their child, and then pronounced that the child was the salvation from Yahweh to the 

nations and to the people of Israel. I can see how in this saying they were amazed. 

 

34. Then Simeon blessed them and told His mother Mary: Indeed, this child is destined to 

cause the fall and rise of many in Israel and to be a sign that will be opposed. 

 

Fall and rise - Simeon here delivers a word of prophecy concerning the child. 

Remember, the Holy Spirit is upon this man (vss. 26-28). He has pronounced that the 

child was the salvation of Yahweh, and a light to all peoples, but now he says that an 

additional part of the child's destiny is that he would case both the fall and rise of many in 

Israel. In other words he would not be accepted by everyone. Yeshua is likened to a 

precious stone in Psalm 118:22, a cornerstone. As the cornerstone he is used (believed in) 

by some, and discarded (rejected) by others (see 1 Peter 2:1-8). Yeshua referred to 

himself as this cornerstone of Psalm 118:22 in Luke 20:17. He causes division within 

Israel. Everyone in Israel will not believe in him. 

 

Sign that will be opposed - This phrase follows right along with the previous one 

concerning the fall of many in Israel. Yeshua will not be embraced by all those that he 

speaks to. He is a sign, but as a sign, some will follow him, and some will ignore him. 

 

35. And a sword will pierce your own soul - that the thoughts of many hearts may be 

revealed. 

 

Pierce your own soul - I believe this is a reference to Mary individually (vs. 34). Simeon 

is telling her that because Yeshua will have such a divisive ministry, because he will be 

rejected and opposed by many, there will be some type of a figurative sword that will 

pierce her soul as she has to see him (her son) go through many hardships. But, as 

Simeon points out, this must happen in order for the hearts of many to be revealed. 

Yeshua's ministry will reveal what is on the inside of people; that's one mighty purpose 

for his ministry. What comes out of people is not always pleasant, thus Miriam will feel 

like a sword is piercing through her soul, especially at the point where her own son is 

beaten and crucified by the Roman authorities. 

 

36-37. There was also a prophetess, Anna, a daughter of Phanuel, of the tribe of Asher. 

She was well along in years, having lived with her husband seven years after her 

marriage, and was a widow for 84 years. She did not leave the temple complex, serving 

(the) Mighty One night and day with fastings and prayers. 

 

Prophetess - The feminine form of prophet. The word refers to a female fore-teller or an 

inspired woman. The idea of prophetess' goes all the way back to Moses' sister Miriam 

(Exodus 15:20). Women were used mightily by Yahweh. Remember in the last days 

prophecy of Joel 2:28-32, part of the prophecy is that your sons - and your 

DAUGHTERS - shall prophesy. 
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Asher - One of the 12 sons of Jacob/Israel. His name means "happy" or "blessed." We 

are not told as to why Luke records the tribe of Anna, but for whatever reason he does.  

 

Well along in years - Anna was an elderly woman. We are told that she lived with her 

husband 7 years after her marriage and then was a widow for 84 years. 7 + 84 = 91. I 

assume (not with certainty) that she probably married in her early teenage years, so being 

conservative, I will say that she got married around 16 years of age (midway between 13 

and 19). This would make Anna approximately 107 years old when she saw what was 

going on in the temple with Yeshua. 

 

Temple complex - The primary point of the sentence in which the term "temple 

complex" is used is to show the piety of Anna. She served Yahweh all the time with 

fastings and prayers. Her life was one that was not devoted to herself, but rather devoted 

to her Creator. We must understand here that for Anna to not leave the temple complex 

does not mean that she was constantly in the holy place or much less the most holy place. 

My HCSB has a section where the term "temple complex" is defined as: "In the 

Jerusalem temple, the complex included the sanctuary (the holy place and the holy of 

holies), at least 4 courtyards (for priests, Jewish men, Jewish women, and Gentiles), 

numerous gates, and several covered walkways."  

 

38. At that very moment, she came up and began to thank (the) Mighty One and to speak 

about Him to all who were looking forward to the redemption of Jerusalem. 

 

At that very moment - Most likely this refers to the moment when Simeon came up, 

took the child in his arms, and spoke prophetically. Anna comes up as well and begins to 

thank Yahweh and speak to everyone about what was taking place. 

 

Redemption of Jerusalem - Jerusalem was the capital city of the southern kingdom of 

Judah. To redeem Jerusalem is to redeem Israel. They go hand in hand. Yahweh has a 

chosen people, and He has a chosen city. That city is Jerusalem, and will one day again 

be the central location of the kingdom of Yahweh (Isaiah 2:1-4; Ezekiel 37:25; Jeremiah 

31:38-40; Isaiah 66:20; Zechariah 14:16-21). Anna was letting the people know that the 

redemption of Jerusalem was being fulfilled in the birth of this child that was right there 

in the temple complex. 

 

39-40. When they had completed everything according to the law of the Lord, they 

returned to Galilee, to their own town of Nazareth. The boy grew up and became strong, 

filled with wisdom, and (the) Mighty One's grace was on Him. 

 

Law of the Lord - Or law of YHWH (Yahweh). Luke makes an extra point here to make 

mention of Yeshua's parents completing EVERYTHING that was required of them in the 

Torah. Yeshua grew up in a household that observed Yahweh's law. The law is central 

here, it is truly a focal point that many people miss in 21st century Christianity which 

tends to view grace as opposed to law, and law as something that we should not really 

spend our time talking about. On the contrary, our Lord and Savior had to live a life that 

was in accordance with Yahweh's law. Yahweh providentially caused Yeshua to be born 
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into a family that adhered to His requirements. He didn't want His begotten Son defiled in 

any manner whatsoever. 

 

Galilee, Nazareth - Recall Luke 1:26. Nazareth (in the region of Galilee) is where 

Miriam was when she was visited by the angel Gabriel. Luke 2:4 tells us that Joseph and 

Miriam left Nazareth in Galilee to journey to Bethlehem for the census to be taxed by 

Caesar Augustus. 

 

Grew up, became strong - I think this is really just a general remark made about Yeshua 

moving from infancy to a young man. He grew up. He became strong. Quite simple. 

 

Filled with wisdom - Now Luke centers in on Yeshua's spiritual abilities. Yeshua was 

filled with wisdom from above. Yahweh's grace was upon His life. Even in the years of 

childhood, what a little boy of wisdom Yeshua would have been. 

 

41-42. Every year His parents traveled to Jerusalem for the Passover Festival. When He 

was 12 years old, they went up according to the custom of the festival. 

 

Jerusalem, Passover - Jerusalem was the "headquarters" if you will for all of the tribes 

of Israel. All a person needs to do to see the importance Yahweh places upon the city of 

Jerusalem is take a concordance and go through each place that Jerusalem is mentioned in 

Scripture. For example, I will point out one place in Psalm 122:1-4, "I rejoiced with those 

who said to me, Let us go to the house of Yahweh. Our feet are standing within your 

gates, Jerusalem. Jerusalem, built as a city should be, solidly joined together, where the 

tribes, the tribes of Yahweh, go up to give thanks to the name of Yahweh. This is an 

ordinance in Israel." Notice that in this text it is said that the tribes of Yahweh (the 12 

tribes of Jacob/Israel) go up to give thanks to Yahweh's name. This is a reference to the 3 

major festivals within the nation of Israel, the first of which is held in the spring, 

Passover, immediately followed by the Festival of Unleavened Bread (Leviticus 23). It 

was not necessarily an absolute requirement that the women take the pilgrimages to 

Jerusalem for the festival (see Exodus 23:16-17; 34:18-24) so the presence of Miriam 

here (parents - plural) notes the piety of Miriam. 

 

12 years old - We are not told if this was the first time Yeshua went up to Jerusalem for a 

festival of Yahweh. I assume that it was not his first time, but Luke does not specify this. 

What Luke does want us to know is the age of Yeshua. He makes a point to specify 

Yeshua's age because of what is going to follow in the text. It is important for us to 

realize the graceful hand of Yahweh on the life of Yeshua at such an early age. 

 

43-44. After those days were over, as they were returning, the boy Yeshua stayed behind 

in Jerusalem, but His parents did not know it. Assuming He was in the traveling party, 

they went a day's journey. Then they began looking for Him among relatives and friends. 

 

After those days were over - It appears from this phrase that Joseph and Miriam stayed 

for the entire Festival of Unleavened Bread which lasted 7 days from the 15th to the 21st 

days of the first Scriptural month (Leviticus 23:6), however, this is not necessarily the 
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case. In reading various historical documents as well as commentaries myself, it is quite 

possible that "those days" (HCSB) or "fulfilled the days" (KJV) could only refer to the 

Passover sacrifice on the 14th (Leviticus 23:5) and the first day of unleavened bread 

which was a Sabbath (Leviticus 23:6-7). It was not uncommon for families to leave 

Jerusalem after these 2 days at the beginning of the festival. Most commentators believe 

that Joseph and Miriam stayed for the entire feast, and this may be true, but I cannot 

forthrightly make that claim based upon the text itself. I say this because before this it 

mentions Joseph and Miriam going up to celebrate the Passover Festival. While the word 

Passover sometimes refers to the entire festival of unleavened bread (Ezekiel 45:21) it 

also can just refer to the killing of the Passover lamb as well as the eating of the Passover 

meal on the first day of the feast (Exodus 12:1-11; Numbers 9:1-14). 

 

Parents did not know it - At first glance this sentence seems strange to us because we 

wonder to ourselves about how Joseph and Miriam did not recognize that Yeshua had 

stayed behind in Jerusalem. In reading verses 43 and 44 we get a glimpse of the cultural 

custom of the Israelites when traveling to Jerusalem for a festival. The text tells us that 

they assumed he was somewhere in the traveling party or the caravan. We also read that 

after a day's journey they began looking for Yeshua among relatives and friends. When 

we read this we must realize that it was common for the Israelites to journey to the feast 

accompanied by a large amount of relatives and friends in Israel. In other words, the 

hometown of Joseph and Miriam (Nazareth, Luke 2:4) would have been the hometown 

for many other faithful Israelites. All of them would travel together to Jerusalem. 

Grandparents, Uncles, Aunts, cousins, and many other friends would go together. In 

doing this the children would likely roam from friend to friend or from relative to 

relative, and the parents would be just fine with that. Joseph and Miriam probably should 

have made certain that Yeshua was with them, but we should not see this as some kind of 

neglect on their part that was sinful. It was common for them to think that Yeshua was 

among the caravan somewhere with a family member or close Israelite friend. 

 

Days journey - A day's journey was a unit of measurement in these times. In other 

words, a day's journey equaled so many miles, but these miles would vary depending 

upon the amount of people in a group as well as the weather and the terrain a person 

encountered. Most Bible dictionaries agree that a day's journey can range anywhere from 

10 to 30 miles. 10 being for the large groups and 30 being for a single man. So the 

caravan which Joseph and Miriam were a part of had traveled on daylight period and then 

probably around or shortly before sunset began looking for Yeshua. 

 

45-46. When they did not find Him, they returned to Jerusalem to search for Him. After 

three days, they found Him in the temple complex sitting among the teachers, listening to 

them and asking them questions. 

 

After three days - Scholars debate when these 3 days started. Some say that they include 

the day traveling from Jerusalem (1), the day traveling back to Jerusalem (2), and then 

the day they find Yeshua in the temple (3). Others believe that the 3 days didn't start until 

they got back from Jerusalem. Still others believe that the passage is chronological 
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thinking that the 3 days only started after they realized Yeshua was not in the caravan. 

The chronological sequence makes most sense to me, but of this we cannot be for certain. 

 

Sitting among the teachers - After searching for Yeshua they found him sitting there in 

the temple complex, and among the teachers he was. The text says that he was listening 

to them, as well as asking them questions. It was common for students to sit at their 

teachers feet to learn. Acts 22:3 tells us that Paul learned by sitting at the feet of Gamaliel 

and learning the Torah. Sometimes we think about this section of Scripture (Luke 2:41-

50) and we speak of it as though all Yeshua was doing was teaching others in the temple, 

but this verse states otherwise. He was listening to them, and asking them questions. He 

wasn't the only one doing the speaking. 

 

47. And all those who heard Him were astounded at His understanding and His answers. 

 

All those who heard Him - Here is the part of the account where we see that Yeshua was 

doing some speaking among the teachers. Evidently he was giving forth His 

understanding of the Torah and answering questions from others. This was not common 

for a person of his age (12) and this is why Luke makes a point to mention Yeshua's age 

earlier (vs. 42).  

 

48. When His parents saw Him, they were astonished, and His mother said to Him, Son, 

why have You treated us like this? Your father and I have been anxiously searching for 

You? 

 

They were astonished - We note here that when Joseph and Miriam found Him he must 

have been in the middle of a conversation with the teachers in the temple. Even His own 

parents were amazed at the level of wisdom that Yeshua had. More on this later. 

 

Why have you treated us like this - I have had people in my life who came to me with 

this text in an attempt to say that Yeshua sinned against his parents here. I do not believe 

such is the case, and just think about it for a second. If parents find out after a whole days 

journey that their child is not with them, do you blame the child or the parents? You 

know the answer to that question! It's not the child's fault, it's the fault of the parents for 

not being more careful to make sure the child was with them. Now I say this lightly 

because of what I've already stated concerning the custom of the caravan traveling (see 

comments on vss. 43-44), but it must still be noted that Yeshua had done nothing wrong. 

If any fault is to be laid on someone it is the parents of Yeshua, and not Yeshua. 

 

49. Why were you searching for me? He asked them. Didn't you know that I had to be in 

my Father's house? But they did not understand what He said to them. 

 

My Father's house - What we see here for the first time in Yeshua's life is the priority of 

Yahweh over the earthly priorities. I believe that Miriam's heartache here is the beginning 

of the fulfillment of what Simeon had spoken to her in Luke 2:35. She was starting to see 

that because of who her son was, she was going to be experiencing grief over him. His 

priority was with Yahweh His Father (Luke 1:32) over and above Joseph and Miriam.  
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We should note here that the Greek text does not contain the word "house." It is generally 

inserted in most translations because of the location of Yeshua at the temple complex, 

and this is probably the best way to translate it. Some translate "my Father's business" 

and I believe there is legitimacy to that translation as well. The main point though is that 

if Miriam had of been looking at the big picture, she would have realized that Yeshua 

was at the temple, the house of His Father. 

 

We should also note that this is more than just a general statement by Yeshua. Some may 

think that we could make the same statement, saying that we to were in our Father's 

house if we were in the temple talking about the Torah. I do not believe we can 

generalize the statement though. No statement like this appears anywhere in Scripture 

from anyone else. No one else speaks this forthrightly. This is to be seen as a statement 

made by the unique Son of the Father, virginly conceived by the Holy Spirit. 

 

They did not understand - What does this mean? Didn't Miriam receive a visitation 

from Gabriel back in Luke 1? Didn't Gabriel tell here that she would conceive without 

knowing a man and that her child would be called the Son of the Most High? Well sure, 

but what happened since then had to have clouded Miriam's mind. We tend to forget that 

Yeshua was a human being. He grew up just like all the other little Israelite babies. In all 

likelihood, Miriam had not experienced anything out of the ordinary with Yeshua for the 

first 12 years of his life. He was raised in Joseph and Miriam's home, and I'm sure that 

they taught him the Torah. Through the natural course of life, Miriam, although certainly 

not completely forgetting, had her mind clouded from the fact that Yeshua was different 

from all the other little Hebrew boys in the community. Here for the first time we see her 

having to face the reality that her son was destined for something no other man was 

destined for. This event was ordained by Yahweh, and was a reminder for Miriam (and 

Joseph) that Yeshua was the Son of the Most High and had a mission to do that came 

before his parents on earth. 

 

51. Then He went down with them and came to Nazareth and was obedient to them. His 

mother kept all these things in her heart. 

 

Went down - Recall that earlier in this chapter we discussed the fact that a journey to 

Jerusalem may have been a going up for Joseph and Miriam because Jerusalem was 

literally at a higher elevation than the town of Nazareth even though it was south of 

Nazareth (see Luke 2:4). This verse substantiates that theory because now we see that the 

return journey, although north, is described as "he went down with them." 

 

Was obedient to them - This passage shows us that Yeshua was not at all out of order 

with his parents. He submitted to their authority even though Yahweh's authority came 

first. The word obedient has to do with submission and rule. 

 

In her heart - I am of the belief that Yahweh orchestrated this entire event as a reminder 

to Miriam. We already have seen how that she didn't understand his statement 

immediately about being at his Father's house, but now we see that after this episode she 

is keeping all of these happenings in her heart. She had been reminded that her son was 
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the Son of the Almighty. She was charged with taking care of him during his childhood, 

but she had to always keep it in her mind (even if in the back of her mind) that his 

mission was not primarily to be her Son. I'm certain this was agonizing for Miriam. This 

is why Simeon had told her after his birth that because of Yeshua's ministry, a sword 

would pierce her own soul. 

 

52. And Yeshua increased in wisdom and stature, and in favor with (the) Mighty One and 

with people. 

 

Yeshua increased - We should never think that Yeshua was just given complete 

knowledge during his infancy or even at the age of 12. Yeshua grew in wisdom during 

his life. He had to learn the Torah little by little. True enough he probably learned it 

quicker than everyone else, but he nevertheless had to increase. 

 

Favor with the Mighty One and people - Yeshua not only increased in wisdom and 

stature, but he also increased in favor with Yahweh. This verse, like so many other verses 

in Scripture, shows a clear distinction between Yahweh and Yeshua. Just like Yeshua 

grew in favor with other people, he grew in favor with his Father, Yahweh. As Yeshua 

grew up and became more and more knowledgeable about the things of the Spirit, 

Yahweh was more and more pleased with His Son. 

 

Yeshua did not just "vamp" on the scene of human history as a grown adult man. He was 

born through the process of a woman giving birth. He grew up and was taught the Torah. 

He grew in wisdom, he did not automatically posses wisdom at birth or at the age of 12. 

Yeshua had to go through all of this to fulfill all things written in the law of Yahweh and 

the prophets. He had to fulfill Yahweh's righteous requirements found in the Torah so 

that those who placed their faith in him for salvation would not be placing their faith in 

someone who just died the death of a martyr, but someone who died the death of an 

unblemished lamb. He was the perfect Son of Yahweh. He had to live life righteously 

before he could go to the cross and suffer the penalty for sin on behalf of you and I. 

 

 

 

 

 

 


