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“Okay, so starting with the birth of Jesus in Matthew 2:1 it is written, ‘Now when Jesus was born in Bethlehem of Judaea 
in the days of Herod the king.’ And from Luke 2:1-4, ‘And it came to pass in those days, that there went out a decree from 
Caesar Augustus that all the world should be taxed. And this taxing was first made when Quirinius was governor of Syria. 
And all went to be taxed, every one into his own city. And Joseph also went up from Galilee, out of the city of Nazareth, 
into Judaea, unto the city of David, which is called Bethlehem.’” 

“What is the problem with that?” Linda asked. “Both passages describe Jesus being born in Bethlehem, so I don’t see 
how you can show us there is a difference.” 

“There are several very distinct errors in their narratives, errors that scholars have debated for ages and which are quite 
problematic for the faithful who attempt to reconcile the differing accounts. As with the redactors of the Hebrew Bible, you 
would think early Church fathers would have corrected the mistakes to synchronize the Gospels so that they do not 
contradict each other. Perhaps in their arrogance, they assumed the uneducated masses would never be literate, smart 
enough, or have the scholarly resources available to fit the historical references together and challenge these blatant 
oversights. Poor, illiterate peasants don’t challenge the authority of the Church, so if they were kept in the dark there was 
no point of going to the trouble of fixing the inconsistencies.” 

“Stop critiquing and get on with it already,” Linda barked. 
“If you insist, I will put you out of your misery. The first inconsistency comes from Matthew listing the birth during the 

time of Herod the Great and Luke citing the census of Quirinius.” 
“Why is that a mistake?” 
“Because anyone who knows their history, or has ever taken the time to open a book and read the facts, would tell you 

that Herod the Great died in 4 BCE and the census took place between 6 and 7 CE, that’s a difference of ten years and no 
small margin of error. Secondly, another glaring problem jumps out from the same lines of text for anyone knowledgeable 
in Roman history. While Syria was indeed a Roman province, Judea, Samaria, and Galilee were not provinces ruled directly 
by a governor before 6 CE, but client states ruled by Herod the Great and his sons. Judea and Syria were ruled by two very 
different people: Judea by a king of Edomite origin, and Syria by a Roman official; people who governed at two distinct 
points in time, and in different jurisdictions. 

“Once again, modern people project current political and geographical concepts back in time and assume that ancient 
Israel was a single entity covering all of its current territory. Just like earlier this morning when I explained that Judah in the 
south, known as Judea by Roman times, and the former kingdom of Israel in the north where Galilee is located, were two 
very separate and distinct regions. But few people ever bother to look at a map or take the time to learn the ancient history 
of the region. What’s the point of going to all that trouble when people can just read the Bible for all the answers? 

“Quirinius conducted the regional census in 6 CE in Judea and Samaria—territories that one of Herod’s sons had 
controlled until Rome removed him for seriously mismanaging his kingdom—after they were joined with Idumea, the area 
corresponding to biblical Edom in the south. Only at this time did these territories become the newly created Roman 
province of Judaea, while Galilee, where Nazareth is, continued to be ruled independently as a client kingdom by another 
son, Herod Antipas. 

“So why, if we follow Luke’s version, would Mary and Joseph be included in a Roman census when they were not 
Roman subjects? There are also no records whatsoever of an empire-wide census of Roman citizens, at any time, and there 
was never a requirement for people to return to their ancestral homes to be counted. Why does Luke mix everything up? 
Maybe he’s just completely wrong. Or, more likely, it was because he was writing so many years after the death of Jesus that 
he never had any first-hand knowledge. What did Luke do instead? He resorted to that old trick that pops up so often in 
biblical history, combining a dash of real, but distorted historical events in conjunction with local myths and legends to 
construct a narrative.” 

“Okay, so say you’re right about Luke. What about Matthew’s account, can you discount his details?” inquired Mr. 
Hobbes, trying to further the discussion. 

“No one can say for sure when the man Jesus was born, but scholars generally agree it would have been around the 
time, at or near the end, of Herod the Great’s reign. So, for the sake of argument, let’s give that point to Matthew.” 

“So, you are admitting Jesus existed,” interrupted Linda, with a triumphant note in her voice. 
“I’m not disputing a man with that name existed, whom the Romans crucified as was their custom. However, I do 

challenge the phony additions to his legend that have accrued over the centuries and altered the fundamental nature of his 
message, his ministry, and changed his very humanity into one of a divine nature; but I’ll get to that later. For now, I want 
to jump back to Matthew 2:5-6 to illustrate my next point. ‘And they said unto him, In Bethlehem of Judaea: for thus it is 
written by the prophet, And thou Bethlehem, in the land of Judah, art not the least among the princes of Judah: for out of 
thee shall come a Governor, that shall rule my people Israel.’ 

“Matthew was drawing from Micah 5:2, ‘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.’ This passage alluded to the coming of a messianic warrior-king from Bethlehem, the traditional city of 
David’s birth. Matthew intentionally wrote his version of the story placing the birth in Bethlehem instead of Nazareth, in 
order to fulfill Micah’s prophecy. This ties back to what I was saying earlier, about how Josiah—of the Davidic dynasty—
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crafted the biblical history to highlight the supremacy of Judah, with only his family as the legitimate rulers of a pan-Israelite 
nation, as the messianic theme is intimately tied to David’s descendants. 

“Luke followed the same pattern, as it would have been well-known that Jesus came from Nazareth. To explain this 
inconsistency, he added the elaborate census justification to get Mary to Bethlehem. By doing so, he was able to match both 
Matthew’s account and fulfill the prophecy about the messiah coming from the city of David’s birth. 

“Unfortunately for Matthew who used Micah 5:2 to place the birth in Bethlehem, this passage refers to a very specific 
point in time and relates to very specific circumstances. If Matthew had bothered to keep reading a little further past verse 
two, he might have realized this passage was referring directly to an imminent Assyrian threat, not to a messiah sent to 
redeem the faithful several hundred years later. I am sure Matthew knew precisely what this prophecy was referring to, but 
he decided to use it anyway as a convenient reference in his arsenal of disinformation. Listen to this passage from Micah 
5:5-6 and decide for yourselves: ‘And this man shall be the peace, when the Assyrian shall come into our land: and when he 
shall tread in our palaces, then shall we raise against him seven shepherds, and eight principal men. And they shall waste the 
land of Assyria with the sword, and the land of Nimrod in the entrances thereof: thus shall he deliver us from the Assyrian, 
when he cometh into our land, and when he treadeth within our borders.’ 

“Another point of Matthew’s which can be disputed, is what is known as the Massacre of the Innocents from Matthew 
2. In this narrative, Matthew writes that Joseph took the family and fled to safety in Egypt. The story claims that Herod 
ordered the killing of all the male children less than two years of age in an attempt to eliminate the ‘king of the Jews’ before 
Jesus could usurp the throne. There is no historical evidence of this event ever happening, either in the other Gospels, or in 
Roman or Judean records, as this story is purely fictional. Further, this narrative, shockingly, contradicts Luke 2:39 in which 
Joseph and the progeny didn’t go to Egypt, but returned to Nazareth. The contradictions never end, do they? 

“There are two aspects to note in this account, the first being the obvious allusion to the story of Moses in Exodus 1 
when the pharaoh commanded all male children to be killed. Professor E. P. Sanders noted the tendency of Matthew to 
portray Jesus in the light of Moses in The Historical Figure of Jesus: 

Matthew saw Jesus as a second, superior Moses (as well as son of David), and he cast a good deal of his 
opening chapters in terms of the stories about Moses. The narrative of the flight into Egypt and the return 
reminds the reader of the history of Israel and the exodus from Egypt. . . . In Matthew 5, Jesus goes up on 
to a mountain (as did Moses when he received the law), and while there he comments on some of the ten 
commandments and other parts of Mosaic law. . . . All three synoptics say that Jesus was in the desert for 
forty days, partly to recall the sojourn of forty years in the desert at the time of Moses. These parallels with 
Moses make it all the more likely that Matthew derived elements of the birth narrative from stories about 
Moses. Luke, we note, did not agree with Matthew about the importance of Moses as a ‘type’, a precursor of 
Jesus. His birth narrative is focused only on David, and he emphasizes that the sayings that Matthew puts in 
the Sermon on the Mount were said on a plain (Luke 6.17). In Luke, Jesus is not a second Moses. 

“Second, in the style typical of Matthew, the author continues to really stretch the references and prophecies he selects 
from Hebrew scriptures, in this case quoting directly from Jeremiah 31:15 in his verse eighteen: ‘Thus saith the Lord; A 
voice was heard in Ramah, lamentation, and bitter weeping; Rahel weeping for her children refused to be comforted for her 
children, because they were not.’ As with the reference to Micah, Jeremiah was referring to the Assyrians, as this was a 
common tactic of his, and which also played the starring role in the origin of the virgin birth. 

“These mythological aspects, and others, which accrued around the legend of Jesus are fables in their entirety, given that 
the details of his life are such obvious forgeries.” 

“What fables and forgeries?” Linda demanded to know, challenging Jeff’s blatant assertions of historical hanky-panky 
regarding her beloved Jesus. 

“To start with, the whole virgin birth myth is a perfect example of how a calculated misappropriation of a Jewish 
prophecy was used to support the concept of the divinity of Jesus. And, it all stems from a single mistranslation of the Hebrew 
texts in the Greek Septuagint.” 

“The whatchamacallit?” queried a visibly perplexed Linda. 
“According to legend, King Ptolemy II of Egypt wanted a copy of every book in the known world for the collection in 

the great Library of Alexandria. So, he commissioned the Septuagint, the Greek translation of the Hebrew Bible which 
became the primary scripture for Hellenistic Jews; and later for the Gospel writers, especially Matthew and Luke.” 

“What are Hellenistic Jews?” Linda asked. 
“They are Greek-speaking Jews from the Diaspora, those who migrated out of Palestine and into the surrounding 

Mediterranean territories under Greek control following the conquests of Alexander the Great. Here’s an interesting little 
historical factoid: there was a virgin birth legend about Alexander, too. Just as there are several virgin legends in a wide-
ranging array of ancient mythologies, so don’t think Christianity had a copyright on this particular idea.” 

Mr. Hobbes chimed in, “Interesting, I didn’t know that about Alexander. However, I don’t understand the significance 
of the Hellenistic Jews. Can you explain how they fit into the picture?” 

“Hellenistic Jews play a key role in the early history of Christianity and its spread beyond Judaea into the Roman Empire 
through apostles, like Paul—who was himself a Greek-speaking Jew from Anatolia, in modern-day Turkey—who ventured 
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out to spread the good word to Diaspora Jews and pagan Gentiles. Given that Jesus was a devout Galilean Jew, preaching 
Jewish teachings to Jewish people—although with a new spin on the teachings—Jews would have understood his teachings 
within the context of their culture, law, and scriptures. Therefore, it makes sense that Hellenistic Jews in Greek-speaking 
regions would have been among some of the original converts.” 

“Jesus was Jewish? That’s crazy! What are you talking about?” Linda challenged. 
“Jesus Christ, you really are totally clueless!” Jeff blurted out, and then laughed at the irony of his choice of words. “The 

Romans, according to the biblical stories, nailed INRI above the cross, which stood for Jesus of Nazareth King of the Jews. 
So, if he wasn’t Jewish, what was he?” 

“He was Christian, obviously,” Linda replied knowingly. 
“I don’t know what to say to that,” Jeff said, baffled by this stunning level of stupidity. “Clearly, you don’t know the 

first thing about Christianity, or Jesus for that matter, beyond the simple basics of what you’ve been told in church. I honestly 
can’t even imagine where to begin explaining things to someone so utterly lacking in knowledge of even the most—I hesitate 
to use the word—fundamental aspects of her own religion. If you don’t even know that Jesus was Jewish, then sweetie, there 
really is a major disconnect in your understanding of Christian teachings and I don’t see any way of fixing an oversight of 
that magnitude. It does, however, perfectly illustrate my point that passionate believers, convinced of their faith but ignorant 
of the historical roots and basics of their own religion, are in possession of a very dangerous weapon. Or, as Alexander Pope 
so eloquently phrased it in his poem An Essay on Criticism, ‘A little learning is a dangerous thing.’ 

“Christians seem to conveniently forget that Jesus and his followers were Jewish, and that he was not preaching a new 
religion, merely a heightened sense of love and charity within the bounds of Judaism. Jewish scholars have attempted to 
point out the numerous Christian misinterpretations of Hebrew scriptures, but alas, their arguments seem to fall on deaf or 
stubborn ears. I suppose for the Christian faith today to acknowledge these ancient misinterpretations, and the path it led 
them down, would be theological suicide. I guess it’s better for religious authorities to simply pretend none of these early 
mistakes ever happened and just keep on trucking. Do you really think Jesus wasn’t Jewish?” 

“I don’t think, I know—” 
“I don’t think you know, either,” Jeff cut her off contemptuously. “I bet your parents have that bumper sticker—and 

I’m sure they also have the mandatory Jesus fish to go with it—that says, ‘God said it, I believe it, that settles it.’ The trouble 
is, you obviously don’t know what was said. Your lack of biblical knowledge is so stunning, how could you possibly just 
know anything; let alone what Jesus supposedly said?” 

“I know what my faith tells me to believe,” Linda huffed. 
“I can see there is no getting through to you, so I’m not going to bother trying. I will return to explaining the topic of 

discussion that led us down this futile path, that it was among the Hellenized Jewish communities outside Judaea that 
Christianity took hold. Ironically, had it not been for these satellite churches, Christianity would probably have died out as 
soon as it got started if the followers had stayed isolated in Judaea and Galilee. This heretical Jewish sect would have faded 
into obscurity and dissipated with the sands of time, as did the Jerusalem Church led by James and the original band of 
disciples. 

“The influence of the Hellenistic Jews is quite evident. All the Gospels were written in Greek. They were all written 
within the Greek-speaking communities surrounding the Mediterranean, not in the homeland of Jesus, or in the Aramaic 
language of his original followers. They were all written more than twenty years after Paul began his ministry and founded 
early Christian branches in these Jewish communities, who was himself writing twenty years after the crucifixion. Therefore, 
this would imply that the primary source texts available to the Gospel writers was the Greek Septuagint of Diaspora Jews.” 

“What does all this have to do with the virgin birth being the result of the single mistranslation you mentioned?” Mr. 
Hobbes questioned, pursuing the line of thought. 

“Because the translators of the Septuagint made some significant errors in their copy of the original Hebrew texts, 
including one very big one that Christians picked up and ran with. The particular error I am referring to comes from Isaiah 
7:14, and Christian doctrine started to spin completely out of control when it was used by Matthew to justify the concept of 
a divine birth. The passage in question reads, ‘Therefore the Lord himself shall give you a sign; Behold, a virgin shall conceive, 
and bear a son, and shall call his name Immanuel.’ The problem is the word used in the original Hebrew text is ‘almah,’ 
which means young woman, not virgin. 

“This unfortunate and erroneous change in meaning had far-reaching consequences on world history. The impact on 
society was all the more unfortunate because this prophecy of Immanuel—that Matthew knowingly misused to manipulate 
his fictional tale—refers to Hezekiah, great-grandfather of . . . you guessed it, Josiah. Once again, this passage relates to the 
threat the kingdom of Judah faced from the Assyrians way back in the eighth century BCE. 

“Given that the Isaiah 7:14 passage had been utterly and hopelessly misinterpreted, we ended up getting Matthew 1:23, 
‘Behold, a virgin shall be with child, and shall bring forth a son, and they shall call his name Immanuel, which being 
interpreted is, God with us.’ The very fact that the author of Matthew used the Greek word for virgin, and not the Hebrew 
almah, tells us that he was writing in a Hellenistic Diaspora community familiar with the Greek Bible. Therefore, he was 
obviously not using the original Hebrew texts available in Judaea.” 

“What does that prove?” Linda snarled, keeping up her resistance to new information. 
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“It proves that not only was Matty separated from the time of Jesus by forty or fifty years, but the dude wasn’t even 
living in the same zip code, let alone speaking the same language. And from this remote source, you Christians trust his 
account and take his word as gospel. Heaven help me! Have you never watched the legal affairs show Amazing Grace on 
JNN, Jesus Network News? Or L.A. Lujah Law on EBN, the Evangelical Broadcasting Network, starring Kirk Cameron as 
Thomas More, the devout defense attorney, the Lord’s litigator, fighting to uphold Christian law every Sunday night at 
eight p.m. Eastern, seven Central? If you did, surely you would know that hearsay is inadmissible, and yet, Christians for 
two millennia have accepted this seventh-hand account, as testified by a foreign-speaking biased witness into evidence. 
Your honor, I object on the grounds of terminal stupidity, ask for the witness to be excused, his testimony stricken from 
the record, and move for an immediate dismissal.” 
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