Matthew’s 3 Groups of 14 Generations: Two explanations based on  two different definitions of “Generation” .

 I have been suggesting that the generations in Matthew 1:1-17 are the births that Matthew records, rather than the people. There are 40 births, and 41 people (where Mary and Joseph are treated as one person for generational computation purposes). (The explanation for the discrepancy  between 41 and 40 is similar to the fact that when there are x fence posts in a row, there will be x - 1 gaps between them!)

With this explanation, there were two “overlaps” - one involving David and the other involving Jechonias. This enables us to arrive at 3 groups of 14 generations (= 42 generations) from 40 births. It looks like this:
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This is a neat and symmetrical solution, and it corresponds exactly to the break points in Matthew’s genealogical table—David’s kingship and the Babylonian “carrying away”. It also “works” in terms of the 240 words (divided 80 - 80 - 80) of Matthew’s table and in terms of the chronology of David and Jechonias—e.g. there were 37 years (and 6 months) from David’s birth to his installation as king in Jerusalem, and Jechonias was imprisoned for 37 (chiastic and parallel!) years after he stopped being king in Jerusalem until he was released from prison and elevated to the king’s table (as described at the end of 2 Kings) - and Salathiel was born—presumably quite soon after that. As part of this explanation, the “carrying away”, or “epi the carrying away” was 
interpreted as the time period that started with the announcement of the Exile to Josiah through to the final carrying away and destruction of Jerusalem that took place at the end of Zedekiah’s short reign.  David’s kingship was described straightforwardly as the time during which he was king. 

With this understanding, we can see that David’s kingship is the period during which David reigns—everything that happens, happens under his aegis - and the “carrying away of Babylon” (we are suggesting) is the period  between the announcement of the carrying away and the actual going into exile—everything that happens during that period happens under the aegis of “the carrying away”. The announcement of the carrying away then would sort of correspond to David’s coronation. Once the carrying away has happened, we are in the exilic period, not the “carrying away into exile” period— the exile itself being the legacy of the carrying away; similarly, once David dies, we are in the post-David era, but his legacy lives on. Another aspect to this parallelism is that David’s kingship had an “up then down” pattern to it—the “downward” aspect starting with Bathsheba and Uriah’s death in battle. Likewise the “carrying away” period also has an “up” (Josiah’s religious reforms following the Announcement), and a downward aspect—starting with Josiah’s death in battle, and the religious apostasy that followed.

There is also a chiastic element to these two periods—with this approach, the “decisive event” in David’s kingship is his coronation at the beginning of his reign (as above) and everything that happens subsequently is a “forward projection” from that decisive event. But with the “carrying away of Babylon”, the decisive event can be seen as the actual carrying away itself—when King Jechonias lost the kingship and went into exile in Babylon, and from this chiastic point of view, this event projects backwards to the events—such the Announcement, Josiah’s reforms (and the creation of a community of “good” people such as Daniel and Ezekiel who would form the basis of the faithful Israelites in Exile), the birth of Jechonias and the spiritual decline of the nation mainly under Jehoiakim - which led up to the Exile itself. 

However, the above “generation = begetting” explanation for Matthew’s 3x14 generations, although attractive, did involve an interpretation of the word generation that is not found elsewhere in the New Testament and (so far as I know, probably not in the Septuagint either) (even though, in Classical Greek, birth or begetting is the root meaning of the word used) and so in this article, I now wish to see how the “generation problem” might be solved if we assume that the generations are the people. 

The problem with explanations in this category, is that there are 41 generations—in the sense of “people”, but Matthew seems to require 42 generations in total—so there has to be only one overlap—which inevitable upsets the neat tri-partite symmetry of the previous explanation. However, despite this, I think a 
good solution is possible—as described below.

The best version of this explanation, in my opinion, but also that of many commentators, is that David is counted twice. This makes sense in view of the importance of David and the “gematria” association of the number 14 with David’s name. This has been extensively discussed in previous posts, and in particular that, actually, D-W-D is not just symmetrical since it is two syllables, D –WD so the repetition of David in the counting of the 42 generations will occur appropriately at the point in the genealogical table corresponding this syllable break between the D and the WD in David's name—i.e. at the end of the first triad.  

There is much more to this explanation than I am presenting here, and I have already mentioned Stephen Carlson and Jason Hood—both of whom support this general explanation (though not necessarily in respect of every detail presented here!) and have described it very helpfully  in their respective writings.
Well, David, as a person, can clearly belong both to the period before he became king (30 years or 37 years six months depending on whether we include the “preliminary” kingship which was in Hebron and was primarily over Judah rather than Judah and Israel combined.—and to the corresponding period of  roughly the same length after he became king (he died aged 69/70). 

This type of explanation can be seen as a bit like a relay race—the generation “counts” as a generation whilst it is “running with the baton”, but as soon as the next generation is born, that is equivalent to the baton being handed over to that new generation. As in a relay race, the “previous generation” usually keeps running for a bit after the baton has been handed over, but they are no longer part of the race!! This analogy is a bit complicated though - after all there is, in a relay race, a portion of the track within which the transition takes place. In a sense, within that area, both members of the team are simultaneously part of the race, but this is not the case outside of these designated areas - and this would correspond to a period of time when both generations are simultaneously "alive". I'm not sure whether this analogy works out in every detail, but when we apply this general idea to David, it seems to "fit" rather well—he lives on after Solomon is born, but he dies before Rehoboam, Solomon’s son is born—so he only overlaps one generation—Solomon’s—not two! Likewise, Solomon is born after David becomes king, so he strictly belongs to the second group of 14 - he cannot “back-track” as it were into the generation that is defined as “David before he became king”. 

We have used up our one generation overlap, so there is no choice for the allocation of the remaining generations. The 3x14 scheme requires that the second break point occurs between Josiah and Jechoniah. So Jechonias is allocated to the period that Matthew calls “from the carrying away of Babylon to the Christ” But Jechoniah was born in Jerusalem and was 18 years old when he went into captivity, so it seems unreasonable to deny him an overlap between the second and third groups since David was allowed to overlap between the first and second groups. How can we explain this?

My explanation looks like this . . 

I’m looking at two time periods which act as  Matthew’s two dividing 
"points”. The first is the time period from Samuel’s initial anointing of David and announcing that he is the one chosen to be king, through his becoming king over Judah to his ultimate kingship—David’s kingship over all Israel. This is a period of, perhaps 25 years:
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This period of about 25 years then is the period from not being king at all to being the king over the whole nation. During that time, the kingship came to David gradually—he grew stronger as Saul grew weaker etc.- but punctuated with a decisive step 7 yrs. 6 months before becoming fully king. We can call this entire period “the effecting of the Davidic kingship”.

David, as a “generation” of course exists through this whole period, and so he belongs on both sides and within it too, and hence he can be counted within the generations “from Abraham to David” and within the generations “from David to the carrying away of Babylon” where this “becoming king” process is taken as the dividing “period”. 

Is there a corresponding (chiastic) time period at the carrying away of Babylon? Well, yes there is, as shown on the next page. 
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We can call this time period “the effecting of the Exile”. We note that the lives of Josiah and Jechonias overlap—by about 7 years— somewhere in the middle of this “countdown to exile” - the time period referred to in Matt. 1:11 as “epi the carrying away of Babylon”. This 7 years is not long, but it is nevertheless an overlap. How do we assign Josiah to one period and Jechonias to the next?
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Considering first the time period called “from David to the carrying away of Babylon”, we interpret the word “to” as meaning “going into but not beyond the effecting of the Exile” - so this fits Josiah since his life “goes into but not beyond” this time period. Then considering the time period called “from the carrying away to the Christ”, we can interpret “from” as meaning “starting from within the Effecting of the Exile and going forwards from it. This fits Jechonias.

If for completeness we apply the equivalent  definitions of “to” and “from” to David, we get the following (and final!!) diagram: 
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Considering first, the period “from Abraham to David”. We interpret the word “to” as meaning “going into but not beyond the Effecting of the Kingship”. Well, David’s life does indeed fill that period of time—therefore he is included in the period from Abraham to David. Likewise, if we consider the time period “from David to the carrying away of Babylon” and we interpret “from” as meaning “the time period that starts within the Effecting of the Davidic Kingship and leading out beyond it”. Well David’s life again fills that time slot. He is therefore included in the period from David to the carrying away of Babylon.

This has been a somewhat difficult task, but, I suggest, a necessary one for a consistent “generation = person” interpretation of Matthew’s genealogical table. Doubtless, there are better (and simpler!) ways of doing this—please let me know!

Additional Note:

Since writing the above, I have been looking again at Matt. 1:11, which says, 

"And Josiah begat Jechonias and his brethren "epi" (upon) the deportation of (to) Babylon."

The word for and in this verse is the Greek word kai and means and or also. So there appear to be two ways of understanding this verse. 
1) The phrase "upon the deportation of Babylon" could refer only to Jechonias:

i.e. Josiah begat Jechonias upon the deportation of Babylon, and Josiah also begat Josiah's brethren (at unspecificed times) i.e.

"And Josiah begat Jechonias (also his brethren) upon the deportation of Babylon"

or it could 2)  refer equally to both Jechonias and his brethren, i.e. 
Josiah's begetting of Jechonias and his begetting of  Josiah's brethren all fall within the time  period called "epi the carrying away of Babylon".
I suspect the second of these is the more likely. It "tracks" the word order more directly, and it also reflects the fact that Matthew has (deliberately) introduced these brethren between Jechonias and the "carrying away" - which suggests that they play the sort of integral role both in the events of that turbulent period leading up to the carrying away and more particularly in the genealogical table itself which I have (somewhat speculatively!) suggested in previous posts. If so, this means that the time period should cover the births of these brethren as well as the birth of Jechonias.
However, in the article I have only related the time periods of the two "break points" in Matthew 1:17 and the genealogical table itself in vs. 2-16 to the birth of Jechonias only, not to the births of his brethren as well! Does this make any difference to the above two explanations of Matthew's "allocation problem"?

Well it doesn't really - not for either definition of a "generation". However, we will need to extend back the respective time periods sufficiently to include  all Jechonias' elder "brethren" who were involved in the carrying away - who, because of the cross-generational liason proposed in an earlier post  are actually the next generation above him, and therefore older. (This, I suggest would probably exclude the eldest, Johanan very slightly older than Jehoiakim, about who nothing more is known, since he was not apparently involved in the events leading up to the Exile). Since the time periods for David's kingship and the "carrying away" are linked in our explanations, we will try to maintain this pattern - and so "extend" David's kingship back too, if necessary  in a corresponding way.

Let us do this for both definitions of a generation: 

1) Taking the "generation = begetting/birthing" definition, the two time periods were

a) The period when David was king  and  b) the period from God's announcement of the exile to Josiah up to and including  the carrying away itself in which Jechonias was exiled to Babylon.
 If we now extend the second of these, b), back to include Jechonias' brethren, we will need to extend the period back by about 12 years - to when Jehoiakim was born  but we could actually go back to any time after the birth of Josiah. (Of course if were to go back beyond that, we would have to "double allocate" Amon's begetting of Josiah!) If we use this 12 year period, then the period "epi the carrying away" would be about 36 or 37 years (please see the suggested time line in the previous post in this category where the figure given was 36 years 3 months) which pretty much corresponds with the 33 years or the 40/40½  years of David's reign (depending on whether or not we include David's reigning in Hebron over Judah. So, David's kingship as it stands, corresponds rather well to this somewhat extended version of the  period called "epi the carrying away" .
2) Now let's look at the "generation = person in the family tree" definition:

Here, the time period called "epi the carrying away of Babylon" had been, once again, the period between the announcement by God of the Exile to Josiah and the event itself - when King Jechonias was deposed and taken to Babylon, and once again, we could go back the approximately 12 years to the birth of Jehoiakim, and this gives us, as previously noted a time period of  36 or 37 years. 
What can we do about David? Well, we can extend his corresponding time period - "the effecting of the kingship" back to his birth! This will also be a period of about 12 years (assuming that was David's age when Samuel anointed him.) Thus the "Effecting the kingship" is now again a period of 37 or 37½ years (depending on which OT text we use - presumably different "rounding" conventions are being used by different OT authors/editors) - and this matches the new "period of the carrying away" quite well.
Thus we are replacing two "inaugural events" -an announcement in the case of Josiah  and a coronation in the case of David with two births - the births of Jehoiakim and David himself. Very neat! 

Our definitions of "to" and "from" work fine as well. From Abraham to David" is the period that goes from Abraham and terminates somewhere in our extended "Effecting of David's kingship" time period - and of course, a portion of  David's life falls within this line so he is included, and the time period,  "From David to the carrying away" starts from within the extended "Effecting David's kingship" time period and so again a portion of David's life falls within this period - so he is included.
Well, this is all very well, but what "theological" justification is there for extending the "Effecting David's kingship" back to his birth? After all, surely the relevant time period started when Samuel anointed him perhaps 12 years later? Well - here are two possible factors to consider. First, Matthew actually, and perhaps somewhat surprisingly says "Jesse begat David the King" - and in a previous post I commented on this apparently rather clumsy "mis-saying". David wasn't king when he was born, no, but now we see what Matthew may have been driving at - David was the man born to be king, (just as Matthew calls Jesus "the Christ" when describing His birth) and Matthew suddenly doesn't look so clumsy! David's birth was all part of the plan - just as was the case with Jechonias' brethren and the parts they played in the effecting of the Exile. Secondly, David himself concurs with this assessment. In Psalm 139, David, speaking of himself, as well as of Christ formed in Mary's womb in accordance with Heb. 10:5), he says that God's plan for his life had already been established even when he was yet in the womb:

"For you formed my inward parts;

you knitted me together in my mother's womb.

I praise you, for I am fearfully and wonderfully made.

Wonderful are your works;

my soul knows it very well.

My frame was not hidden

from you,

when I was being made in secret,

intricately woven in the depths of the earth.

Your eyes saw my unformed

substance;

in your book were written, every one

of them,

the days that were formed for me,

when as yet there were none of them"

Finally, we can perhaps see now a reason why the first time division is associated with a person and an event, David the King, and the second with an event only. It is sort of to do with the way the chiastic aspects of Matthew's genealogical table interact with the forwards-in-time linear aspects. The first time division marks the transition from not having a king to having a king - and that king is named David. The second time division marks the transition from having a king to not having a king and that non-king is named ???? Well actually, the name of anyone who is not a king would fit in here!!
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