John 1:1
Luke 3:36



 is the genitive of relationship from the masculine singular article and the proper noun, which is an idiom with the ellipsis (deliberate omission) of the masculine singular noun HUIOS, meaning “the [son] of” plus the masculine singular proper noun KAINAM, transliterated as “Cainan.”

“the [son] of Cainan,”
 is the genitive of relationship from the masculine singular article and the proper noun, which is an idiom with the ellipsis (deliberate omission) of the masculine singular noun HUIOS, meaning “the [son] of” plus the masculine singular proper noun ARPHAXAD, transliterated as “Arphaxad.”

“the [son] of Arphaxad,”
 is the genitive of relationship from the masculine singular article and the proper noun, which is an idiom with the ellipsis (deliberate omission) of the masculine singular noun HUIOS, meaning “the [son] of” plus the masculine singular proper noun SEM, transliterated as “Shem.”

“the [son] of Shem,”
 is the genitive of relationship from the masculine singular article and the proper noun, which is an idiom with the ellipsis (deliberate omission) of the masculine singular noun HUIOS, meaning “the [son] of” plus the masculine singular proper noun NWE, transliterated as “Noah.”

“the [son] of Noah,”
 is the genitive of relationship from the masculine singular article and the proper noun, which is an idiom with the ellipsis (deliberate omission) of the masculine singular noun HUIOS, meaning “the [son] of” plus the masculine singular proper noun LAMECH, transliterated as “Lamech.”

“the [son] of Lamech,”
Lk 3:36 corrected translation
“the [son] of Cainan, the [son] of Arphaxad, the [son] of Shem, the [son] of Noah, the [son] of Lamech,”
Explanation:
1.  “the [son] of Cainan, the [son] of Arphaxad, the [son] of Shem, the [son] of Noah, the [son] of Lamech,”

a.  Cainan is the son of Arphaxad and father of Shelah.  He is the sixty-third generation from Joseph.


b.  Arphaxad is the son of Shem and father of Cainan.  He is the sixty-fourth generation from Joseph.


c.  Shem is the son of Noah and father of Arphaxad.  He is the sixty-fifth generation from Joseph.


d.  Noah is the son of Lamech and father of Shem.  He is the sixty-sixth generation from Jospeh.


e.  Lamech is the son of Methuselah and father of Noah.  He is the sixty-seventh generation from Jospeh.

2.  Commentators’ comments.


a.  “Cainan—This name lacks a Hebrew equivalent in the Masoretic Text.  It is, however, present as KAINAN in the LXX of Gen 11:12 and 10:24 and in Codex A of 1 Chr 1:18.  Most take this as evidence that Luke is using the LXX.  More difficult is the order of names in the LXX, for there Cainan appears as the father of Sala, not his son, as here.  Plummer regards the name in the LXX text as possibly a late insertion, since it is not attested independently until Augustine.  However, he is clear that the LXX addition cannot find its source in Luke, since the order differs.  The possibility that Luke had access to a different source containing this name in a different order cannot be excluded. There is good possibility that the name should be omitted in Luke, since p75 and Codex D omit the name here and it reappears in verse 37.  If it is omitted, then the eleven groups of seven noted in the translation include Joseph.  Again, there is too little evidence to make a clear decision.  Arphaxad appears in Gen 11:10 and 1 Chr 1:24.  Shem is derived from the individual in Gen 5:32, though the name also appears in Gen 9:26–27.  Noah is the famous figure of the flood whose name appears frequently in OT and Jewish materials (Gen 5:29; 6:9; 7:1–8:22; 1 Chr 1:4).  Lamech appears in Gen 5:25; 4:18–22; and 1 Chr 1:3.”


b.  “The presence of the name KAINAN shows that for this part of the genealogy Luke was using the LXX.”


c.  “No one earlier than Augustine mentions the name KAINAN.  Codex D omits it here, while Codex Sinaiticus, B and L have the form KAINAM.”
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