John 1:1
Luke 3:37



 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 MATHOUSALA, transliterated as “Methuselah.”

“the [son] of Methuselah,”
 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 HENWCH, transliterated as “Enoch.”

“the [son] of Enoch,”
 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 IARET, transliterated as “Jared.”

“the [son] of Jared,”
 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 MALELEEL, transliterated as “Maleleel.”

“the [son] of Maleleel,”
 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 KAINAN, transliterated as “Cainan.”

“the [son] of Cainan,”
Lk 3:37 corrected translation
“the [son] of Methuselah, the [son] of Enoch, the [son] of Jared, the [son] of Maleleel, the [son] of Cainan,”
Explanation:
1.  “the [son] of Methuselah, the [son] of Enoch, the [son] of Jared, the [son] of Maleleel, the [son] of Cainan,”

a.  Methuselah is the son of Enoch and father of Lamech.  He is the sixty-eight generation from Joseph.


b.  Enoch is the son of Jared and father of Methuselah.  He is the sixty-ninth generation from Joseph.


c.  Jared is the son of Maleleel and father of Enoch.  He is the seventieth generation from Joseph.


d.  Maleleel is the son of Cainan and father of Jared.  He is the seventy-first generation from Joseph.


e.  Cainan is son of Enos and father of Maleleel.  He is the seventy-second generation from Joseph.

2.  Commentators’ comments.


a.  “Methuselah is mentioned in Gen 5:21 and 1 Chr 1:3.  Enoch is mentioned in Gen 5:18, 24 and 1 Chr 1:3.  Because of his unusual life, Enoch was the object of much discussion in the intertestamental period and in the NT (Jude 14).  Jared is found in Gen 5:15 and 1 Chr 1:2.  Mahalaleel is found in Gen 5:12 and 1 Chr 1:1.  Cainan is found in Gen 5:9 and 1 Chr 1:1.  The name is present in Lk 3:36.”


b.  There are hardly any comments by commentators on passages such as these.  Although Methuselah and Enoch were believers, it is impossible to tell if the other men mentioned are also believers.  It would be interesting if the entire lineage of Christ were made up of believers.  And if certain generations are skipped and the line of one family is cut off (Jeconiah), then it is possible that the genealogies contain not only the genetic line of Jesus but the spiritual line as well.
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