John 1:1
Luke 1:56



 is the transitional use of the postpositive conjunction DE, meaning “Now; Then.”  With this we have the third person singular aorist active indicative from the verb MENW, which means “to remain; to stay.”


The aorist tense is a constative/historical aorist, which views the action in its entirety as a fact.


The active voice indicates that Mary produced the action.


The indicative mood is declarative for a simple statement of fact.

This is followed by the nominative subject from the feminine singular proper noun MARIA, meaning “Mary.”  Then we have the preposition SUN plus the instrumental of association from the third person feminine singular personal use of the intensive pronoun AUTOS, meaning “with her” and referring to Elizabeth.  This is followed by the adverb HWS plus the adverbial accusative of measure of extent of time from the masculine plural noun MĒN, with the cardinal adjective TREIS, meaning “about three months.”

“Then Mary stayed with her about three months,”
 is the additive use of the conjunction KAI, meaning “and,” followed by the third person singular aorist active indicative from the verb HUPOSTREPHW, which means “to return; to turn back.”


The aorist tense is a constative/historical aorist, which views the action in its entirety as a fact.


The active voice indicates that Mary produced the action.


The indicative mood is declarative for a simple statement of fact.

Finally, we have the preposition EIS plus the accusative of place from the masculine singular article and noun OIKOS with the possessive genitive from the third person feminine singular personal use of the intensive pronoun AUTOS, meaning “to her home.”

“and returned to her home.”
Lk 1:56 corrected translation
“Then Mary stayed with her about three months, and returned to her home.”
Explanation:
1.  “Then Mary stayed with her about three months,”

a.  Luke concludes this portion of the story of Mary and Elizabeth by telling us what Mary did after all the greetings and praise of God had concluded.  Mary stayed with Elizabeth for the next three months.  It should be remembered that Elizabeth was in her sixth month of pregnancy when Mary came to see her (Lk 1:26, 36).  The fact that Mary remained with Elizabeth for another three months, suggests that she stayed until seeing the baby born, which was the verification of the miracle proclaimed by the angel Gabriel.  There is a great deal of speculation and disagreement among commentators as whether Mary stayed until the birth and baptism of John or left early.  Common sense and common courtesy says that Mary stayed for both events and at least for the birth.  What’s the point in leaving Elizabeth, when Elizabeth needed her most: the days before labor and the days just after labor?  That would be inconsiderate, rude, thoughtless, selfish, and a few other distasteful adjectives.


b.  The last three months of pregnancy are the most difficult for any woman, and Mary was there to do all the household choirs (washing, cooking, cleaning, etc.) that would be difficult for Zacharias in his old age (and because he probably had other work to attend to, since most the Levitical priests had secondary jobs to support their family).  And of course Elizabeth needed to take care of herself, so there would be no accidental abortion of the only child she and her husband had ever had.  Extra care would be taken to ensure the safe delivery of this child.  This was only prudent on their part and a proper application of believing the prophecy of the angel.


c.  Notice that Luke doesn’t directly state that Mary stayed until the delivery of the child.  He doesn’t need to.  He assumes that his readers are smart enough to figure out that Mary’s purpose there was twofold: (1) to witness the fulfillment of the miracle predicted by Gabriel, and (2) to support her relative in her time of need, as would be a typical practice for female relatives in that society.

2.  “and returned to her home.”

a.  After the nine months were completed (and Elizabeth gave birth), Mary made the 5-7 day walk back to Nazareth.  We should also remember that she herself was now about three and a half months pregnant.  The timing for her to go see Elizabeth and return to her home for perfect for both journeys.  She did not endanger the fetus within her on either occasion.  We should also remember that she probably traveled with a group of Jews returning from a Jerusalem festival to Galilee.  She would have hardly traveled alone.  Zacharias probably helped in arranging this through his fellow Levitical priests.  As we shall see shortly, he could still communicate by writing even though he was deaf and dumb at the time.  We should also note that Mary is not mentioned as being at the circumcision of John, which occurred eight days after the birth of the child.  She may have been there or may have already been back home when this took place.


b.  Notice that Luke tells us that Mary returned to “her home” or “her house,” which means that she probably returned to her parent’s house/home, and not to the home of Joseph.  She was engaged to be married and still lived at home prior to the actual wedding ceremony.

3.  Commentators’ comments.


a.  “The visit ends with Mary’s return to her home.  Mary’s visit with Elizabeth lasted three months, so Elizabeth’s pregnancy is now at nine months. R. Brown (1977: 338) argues that a ten-month lunar calendar is being used by Luke.  Just before John’s birth, Mary returns to Nazareth [speculation; we have no direct statement that she left before or after the birth].  Much discussion surrounds Mary’s departure.  Arguing that Mary would not have left so close to John’s birth, many suppose that Luke has moved the account of Mary’s return forward to take Mary off center stage before John’s birth.  Although it is possible, the impression of the narrative does not fit this interpretation. Mary might have withdrawn early to avoid drawing attention to herself, but the text does not state the motive.  Mary simply returns home before John’s birth.”


b.  “Mary stayed with Elizabeth until John was born, and then she returned to Nazareth.  By then, it was clear that she was pregnant, and no doubt the tongues began to wag.  After all, she had been away from home for three months; and why, people were likely asking, had she left in such a hurry?  It was then that God gave the good news to Joseph and instructed him what to do (Mt 1:18–25).”


c.  “Mary stayed with Elizabeth for about three months, apparently until John was born.  Mary then returned home.  The Greek has the words ‘her home,’ indicating that she was still a virgin and was not yet married to Joseph.”


d.  “Mary is only betrothed, not married, and thus goes to her home and not Joseph’s.  Why would Mary extend her stay up to the moment of Elizabeth’s delivery (6 months [verse 36] + 3 months [verse 56]), then depart?  The answer may lie in Luke’s predilection to clear the stage of all but the primary actor(s) prior to narrating a new scene.  Mary, Elizabeth’s ‘relative’ (1:36), may have been among the ‘neighbors and relatives’ who shared in the birth, circumcision, and naming of John (Lk 1:57–66).  With the focus now on Elizabeth and her child, however, Mary disappears from view temporarily.”


e.  “The three months mentioned here plus the six of verse 26 suggest that Mary was present long enough to see John’s birth.”


f.  “Luke indicates that after Mary went to visit Elizabeth, she stayed there for the remaining three months of the old woman’s pregnancy.  So Mary was likely present at the birth of John.  Commentators suggest that Mary’s presence is not recorded because Luke rounds off the account by describing her return home before going on to the story of John’s birth.  If Mary was present, she witnessed an event of singular joy.  Elizabeth, in the autumn of her life, experienced the spring-rhythm of labor and birth.  In a sublimely poignant moment, loving hands (perhaps the hands of the Virgin herself) placed Elizabeth’s son in her arms.”


g.  “Although Mary was probably present at the birth of John, Luke rounds off this section of the story, which concerns her particularly, by describing her return home before going on to the story of John’s birth.  The reference to Mary’s home indicates that she is not yet regarded as married to Joseph.”


h.  “Mary waited until the birth of John the Baptist.  She would hardly have left when that was imminent.  Luke mentions her return before mentioning the birth in order to complete one narrative before beginning another, just as he mentions the imprisonment of the Baptist before the Baptism of the Christ, in order to finish his account of John’s ministry before beginning to narrate the ministry of Jesus.  That Mary is not named in verses 57-58 is no evidence that she was not present.  It would be unnatural to say that one of the household heard of the birth and baptism; and, in fact, ‘the relatives’ would include her.”


i.  “Mary hastens home because she wanted to avoid the people who would soon throng the house of Elizabeth.”
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