
Historical and Non-historical about the Birth of Jesus 
In December, Christianity celebrates the birth of Jesus in full Nazareth. There is still uncertainty 
about the exact circumstances of this event, because various legends obscure the view of what 
happened. While historians and theologians still have different views on the question of the 
place of birth, there has been agreement for some time about the year of the birth of Christ. 
Today it is assumed as certain that Jesus died in 7 BC. was born. The following is intended to 
help clarify other questions. 

The year of birth 
The year 7 BC. The year of birth of Jesus of Nazareth is determined from the following 
information: 

The evangelists Luke and Matthew report that Jesus was born during the reign of Herod. Since 
Herod from 33 BC. until 4 BC ruled, according to these sources, a date of birth is before 4 BC. 
given. Another time is given by the Latin church writer Tertullian (around 160 to 220 AD) in his 
work "adversus Marcionem" (IV 19): According to Tertullian, Jesus was born when a certain 
Sentius Saturnius was governor of Judea. Saturnius' tenure lasted from 9 to 6 BC. 

We get a third reference to the year of birth when we follow the description of the "star" 
coming from the Orient at the time of Jesus 'birth before the wise men - meaning those who 
know the stars - at the time of Jesus' birth (Mat. 2, 1 ff.). The astronomer Johannes Kepler was 
the first to calculate that it was in 7 BC. a so-called great conjunction, that is, a three-fold 
proximity that had given the planets Jupiter and Saturn in the constellation of Pisces. Such a 
major conjunction appears similarly only at intervals of several decades or usually even 
centuries and represents an extraordinary event for the observer. because a comet is leaving 
too quickly for the wise men to have time to wander or ride from the Orient to Jerusalem.) 

For the year 7 BC. Another indication speaks as the year of Jesus' birth. In his report, Luke 
mentions a census (a tax assessment) by the emperor Augustus: 

“But it happened in those days that the Emperor Augustus issued an order that the whole world 
should be assessed. This estimate was the first and came about when Quirinius was governor in 
Syria. And everyone set out to be assessed, each to his city. But Joseph also went from Galilee 
up from the city of Nazareth to Judea to the city of David, which is called Bethlehem because he 
was from the house and lineage of David, to be assessed with Mary, his betrothed, who was 
pregnant. It came to pass, while they were there, that the days came to an end that she should 
give birth." (Luke 2:1-6) 

We know from Roman sources that Augustus died in 8 BC. made considerable efforts to tax his 
entire empire - from Egypt to Gaul, from Spain to Syria. Such an 'estimate' also meant a census. 
For this purpose, the entire population had to go personally to their home town, where on the 
one hand the civil status was recorded and on the other hand a tax return had to be submitted. 
All men between the ages of 14 and 65 and all women between the ages of 12 and 65 were 
subject to tax. Such an estimate was repeated every 14 years because of the change in the 
number of people and assets. This also applied to the province of Syria, as the Roman lawyer 
Ulpian (around 170-223) attests in the "Digest". 



Since the ruler of Judea was under the provincial government of Syria, the census order also 
applied to Judea. 

The Quirinius mentioned by Luke took over in the year 8 BC. on the orders of the emperor 
Augustus, the census in Syria; an inscription in this context identifies him as legatus Caesalis 
Syriae. Accordingly, Quirinius, as the imperial special envoy, was superior to the governor of 
Judea, Sentius Saturnius. 

Was the order for the census around 8 BC. we can assume that its implementation extended 
into the next year, i.e. into the year 7 BC. Joseph had to appear in Bethlehem for the tax return 
because this was his hometown and because he apparently still owned land there, as we learn 
from a note by the church historian Eusebios (around 260-339) for the relatives of Jesus from 
the time of Domitian (Hist. Ecc. III , 20). Maria had to accompany him as his fiancée; that was 
Roman rule. 

Illustration on page 37: Landscape on the way from Jerusalem to Bethlehem on a December 
evening. Joseph also came here with his heavily pregnant wife Maria to be assessed in his home 
town of Bethlehem. Contrary to the clear, irrefutable wording of the Gospel of Luke about the 
birth of Jesus in Bethlehem, the opinion today prevails in theology that the evangelist invented 
his account - theologians are of the opinion that Jesus was born in Nazareth. 

Born in Bethlehem? 
On the basis of the sources, Luke proves to be a reliable reporter, since he gives Bethlehem as 
the place of birth and the tax assessment as the time. 

However, today's theologians disagree on this point. You deny Luke's credibility and claim that 
the evangelist invented the birth report freely. In the work "Religion in Past and Present" (RGG), 
the classic textbook of Protestant theology, one can read: 

“Bethlehem only appears in the two wreaths of legends at the beginning of the Gospel of 
Matthew and Luke; it is not the historical place of birth, but the place of birth postulated by a 
certain Christology. The legends in which it is presented can only be meaningfully interpreted 
under the condition that they are unhistorical ... “ 

Why do today's scribes speak of Bethlehem as the unhistorical, legendary place of birth? 
Primarily from insufficient knowledge of the sources: You only know about the second census in 
Judea around 6/7 AD, but not about the one around 8/7 BC. Authoritative theologians are of 
the opinion that Luke freely invented the report on the census because he wanted to do justice 
to the Old Testament prophecy according to which the Redeemer of mankind would come from 
Bethlehem (cf. Micah 5:1f. With Matt 2:5f . and John 7:42); the invented census gave Luke a 
plausible explanation for why Mary and Joseph of Nazareth traveled to Bethlehem and why 
Mary was born there. Theology students at the university learn that Jesus was not born in 
Bethlehem, as is written in the Gospels, but in Nazareth. The reasoning of the theologians is 
very simple: Nazareth was after all the place of residence of the Joseph family, surname of 
Jesus and must therefore also be the place of birth of Jesus. 

Next double-sided pages 38-39: Judean mountains after a December rain, on a road leading 
from the Orient to Jerusalem. 



Although there is a belief in theological circles that Nazareth is the birthplace of Jesus, at 
Christmas time people still proclaim from the pulpits that Jesus was born in Bethlehem. But 
why do priests and pastors proclaim something different to believers than what they 
themselves believe and what they learned at university? Supposedly, out of consideration for 
tradition and the pious feelings of the faithful, they do not want to confuse them. In truth, 
however, they consider the people to be so immature and ignorant that the train of thought 
that Bethlehem is just the legendary place of birth cannot seem to be expected of them, and so 
it is said behind closed doors that so much untruth is believed in the childhood story of Jesus 
that misinformation is more or less irrelevant. In this one case, the theologians' deliberate 
'misinformation' may really do no harm; because as the irony of history shows, they are right 
when they proclaim Bethlehem as the place of birth - even if they secretly think they know 
better. 

December 25th, memorial day of the sun god Sol invictus 

If we examine the statements about the birth of Jesus, as they have been proclaimed to 
Christianity for centuries, then it becomes clear that a lot of untruths are actually taught and 
believed in this regard. Some pagan thought was introduced into the teaching about Jesus, 
which has nothing to do with historical reality. 

The first to be mentioned is December 25th, which is celebrated as Christmas Day to this day. 
However, this date has not been considered a holiday of the birth of Jesus since the beginning 
of Christianity, but only since the year 336, when Constantine 'the Great' (ruled from 306 to 
337) determined that Christians celebrate Jesus' birthday on a high Roman festival day would 
have. In the ancient world, the festival of the winter solstice was celebrated on this day, which 
was considered by the Romans to be the commemoration of the sun god Sol invictus / Mithras, 
for whom Jupiter Amon also stands. The Egyptians celebrated the rebirth of Osiris on this day, 
who, after having been thrown from heaven for crimes, awoke to new life in the underworld. 
Isis, his sister-wife, helped him to this rebirth by "nurturing" those who had fallen from the fall - 
like a caring mother - (on "nurturing" see p. 23!). The Rom-Christians did not understand the 
underlying meaning of the picture, which Isis shows with the Osiris `` child '' (in mythology 
always referred to as the 'Horus child' or 'Harpocrates', that is, 'ruler of the underworld') on her 
lap. They related the picture to Mary and accordingly thought that, like Isis, she came to her 
child virgin. It is astonishing that theologians are nowhere near as critical on the question of the 
virgin conception as they are on the question of the birthplace of Jesus. Belief in the virginity of 
Mary is still an integral part of Catholic and Protestant theology. 

Images left and right pages 40-41: Copper coins with the image of Emperor Constantine I and 
his mother Helena; Privately owned. Constantine and Helena were largely responsible for the 
decline of Christian teaching. The sun god supporter Constantine interspersed the Christian 
faith with pagan elements that were contrary to the original Christianity. This becomes clear, 
among other things, in the legends about the birth of Jesus. Through her search for 'holy relics', 
Helena fueled and promoted this creation of legends. 

By designating a high pagan feast day to be the feast of the birth of Jesus for political-
opportunistic reasons, Constantine had on the one hand accommodated the then secular 



Christians, on the other hand he had not offended the followers of the pagan gods cults 
represented in Rome in great numbers. This was one of the many perfidious contributions 
made by Constantine, a follower of the sun god, to infiltrating early Christian ideas with pagan 
elements. The real Christians were well aware that December 25th was the birthday of the 
Roman sun god SoI invictus. The disgrace this had to mean for them becomes clear when one 
recognizes who the first Christians saw in this Roman idol: For them Sol invictus was none other 
than the ruler of the underworld, the violent lord over those separated from God and thus the 
spiritual adversaries of Christ. Real Christians recognized in Sol invictus the many-faced god of 
the dead with innumerable names who - as already mentioned - appeared among his followers 
in the form of Mithras, Jupiter / Giove Ammone or Osiris. (See MUSEION 2000, Issue 5/1992, 
pp. 40f.) 

Now that December 25th has been unmasked as the former commemoration day of the 
underworld ruler, the question arises which day was Jesus' birthday. To answer this, we come 
to the great conjunction of Saturn and Jupiter calculated by astronomers in 7 BC. back. 
According to the account of Matthew (2, 2), the astronomers had inferred the birth of a "new 
king of the Jews" because they had seen "his star" in the East. Based on an old tradition, they 
recognized this close position of the two wandering stars in the constellation of Pisces as an 
indication of the "royal birth" or the birthday of the new king, especially since this conjunction 
occurred three times in the same year - as mentioned - namely on May 27th, October 6th and 
December 1st. Since the last of the three reenactments mentioned was the most conspicuous, 
it can be assumed that Jesus was born in early December; possibly this happened on the day of 
the most conspicuous conjunction, i.e. exactly on December 1st in the year 7 BC. As already 
stated in MUSEION 2000, issue 4/1991, this was a Friday. This would mean that Jesus would not 
only have died on a Friday, namely April 27 of the year 28, but would also have been born on a 
Friday. 

There is another reason why the third near position is the most likely for the time of the birth: 
Only then did the planets stand in the southwest at dusk and were therefore for the three wise 
men who after visiting Heroldes in the evening from Jerusalem to Bethlehem hiked to see (see 
section after next). In May, the two planets could only be observed early in the morning in the 
southeast, in October they did not tilt towards the southwest horizon until after midnight. 

Dark 'natal grotto' in Bethlehem 
Another untruth is told to the believers about the exact place of birth of Jesus. Every year tens 
of thousands of believers make a pilgrimage to Bethlehem and visit what is known as the 'birth 
grotto'. A gloomy basilica towers over the alleged birthplace of Jesus. Through a low entrance 
the visitors have to enter the grotto in a stooped position, a musty smell hits them, and a stone 
with an indefinable, stale liquid - 'holy water' - denotes the place where Maria is supposed to 
have died. If one follows the history of this basilica, one encounters the already mentioned 
Constantine or his mother Helena (around 257-336; fig. P. 40). Helena, a former innkeeper and 
concubine of Constantine (Constantine's father), excelled in the fact that, demonstrating piety 
and looking for relics, she made a pilgrimage through the Holy Land and - as is to be expected - 
also found relics. She proudly reported to Christendom the wonderful 'finding' of the cross of 
Christ. This outrageous achievement earned her the honorary title of 'Saint Helena' from court 



clergymen. Her son Constantine had the nails of the alleged cross processed into horse reins 
and a helmet (Fig. P. 41), which he - of all people! - served in the war. The 'saint' was not 
satisfied with the 'precious' finds. She vigorously campaigned for Constantine to have a basilica 
built at the alleged birthplace of Jesus. This is how the first basilica was built above the cave 
known as the 'Birth Grotto'. 

If we now take a closer look at this place, much pagan things come to light: At that time, cave 
sanctuaries were widespread throughout the Roman Empire. These were places where the 
followers of the underworld god Mithras were introduced to the secrets of the cult and where 
cruel bull sacrifices took place. If we remember that the birthday of Mithras / Sol invictus, 
December 25th, was determined to be Christmas Day of the Christianity of Jesus, it is 
reasonable to assume that the pagan tradition of the Mithras cave sanctuary was also 
introduced into Christian thought. The belief that Jesus was born in a cave or grotto is by no 
means primitive. Rather, it can be inferred from the account of the Evangelist Luke that Jesus 
was born in a stable, namely in the stable of the inn in Bethlehem (see next section). Around 
150 AD Apparently, Justin of Nablus speaks of a cave as the place of birth for the first time. If 
this note is not a later insertion for Justin, pseudo-Christians - presumably Mithras followers in 
their senses and attire - were already able to put Mithras in the place of Jesus by this time. Be 
that as it may, the closeness to the Mithras faith becomes clear later, for example on the basis 
of a Byzantine bronze medallion depicting the wise men from the Orient as Mithras priests who 
offer their gifts to the Child Jesus. 

In addition to Mithras, a second pagan god figure plays a role in this 'grotto story': Adonis, the 
beautiful young man and lover of Aphrodite and Artemis. There is evidence that there was an 
Adonis sanctuary at the very place that is venerated today as the birthplace of Jesus - probably 
since Emperor Hadrian (130-135 AD). The church father Jerome, who from 384 AD. to have 
spent 36 years of his life in the gloomy, damp grotto, remarked in a letter quite frankly and 
unabashedly: “In the cave where Christ once whimpered as a child, the lover of Venus [that is 
Adonis / Tammuz] was weeping." 

Who is this hunk? In the irresistible lover of the two goddesses we can see the already 
mentioned ruler of the underworld, who changes his shape as needed and can be celebrated as 
the 'invincible sun', as Sol invictus, and as Mithras or Osiris accepts the homage and blood 
sacrifices of his followers? 

The history of this 'birth grotto' is consistently disreputable and was promoted by people who 
do not deserve any credibility. Constantine was an arch pagan and accordingly a violent 
criminal. He didn't even shrink from murdering his wife Fausta and his son Crispus. Constantine 
received sustained support in his violent rule from his mother, Helena, who he raised to 
'Augusta' in 325. 

Born in a stable in Bethlehem 
Where, at what exact place in Bethlehem, Jesus was born, could not be determined until today. 
We owe this to the Zurich Planetarium, however, that it is probably a place in the west of old 
Bethlehem. As the wise men after visiting Herod at dusk - they could not see any stars or 
planets during the day - from Jerusalem On their way to Bethlehem on foot, "the star walked 



before them until it stood still over the place where the child was" (Mat. 2, 9). The road to 
Bethlehem runs in a south-south-west direction. Those who walked this approximately 8 km 
long path at dusk at that time followed the appearance of the two planets, which initially stood 
near the horizon in the south-south-west and later in the south-west. Because of the apparent 
movement of the sky and their own wandering movement, the three wise men received the 
impression that the "star" was moving ahead of them. In principle, this phenomenon can be 
followed from any point on earth under similar geometric conditions; however, there is 
currently no Jupiter / Saturn conjunction. (The next major conjunction of Jupiter / Saturn will be 
seen in the year 2238/2239 in the constellation of Gemini.) 

The German translation of Matthews report is rich, as what happened at that time can be 
reconstructed credibly. The Greek model contains even more information about the exact place 
of birth, as it literally means that the "star", the Greek word ('aster') can also be translated as 
'luminous celestial phenomenon', which is then assumed for the close proximity of Jupiter and 
Saturn fits perfectly - disappeared and "reappeared" and only then "[over the place] ended its 
course [d. H. went down] where the child was” (Mat. 2:9). It is possible that the two planets 
temporarily disappeared behind a geographical obstacle such as a mountain or hill. 

Pictures left and right pages 42-43: A stale liquid - 'holy water' - today marks the place where 
Jesus is supposed to have been born (fig. Left). The dark, musty 'birth grotto' was once an 
Adonis sanctuary and is reminiscent of the caves of the Mithras cult, in which bloody bull 
sacrifices were offered to the god Mithras. At the insistence of his mother Helena, Emperor 
Constantine had a basilica built over this formerly pagan shrine, which has since been 
considered the Church of Jesus' birth in Christendom (Fig. Below). 

Today's Bethlehem lies on two hills that are connected by a saddle. 2,000 years ago, however, 
Bethlehem only stretched straight across the saddle; the hill to the north had to be hiked 
around, coming from Jerusalem. Once this was done, the view fell over this saddle back to the 
west, al-so in the direction of the two planets, which then - which is quite possible - went down 
directly over the place where Maria, on the eastern slope of this hill, gave birth to her child. 
Most likely the hostel was right next to the well known David's fountain ... 

It would be a worthwhile undertaking to research the birthplace of Jesus on such a scientific, 
astronomical and text-critical basis, instead of relying on pagan legends. 

You can find out more about the location of the birth of Jesus in Luke (2, 7): »Mary gave birth to 
her first [!] Son and wrapped him in diapers and put him in a manger because there was no 
room for them in the inn. « 

Based on a description of the Roman writer Lactantius (around 255-317), who spoke about the 
conditions during a census around 300 AD. reported, we learn why there was no more room to 
be found in the Bethlehem hostel: 

“The censors came everywhere and upset everything. The fields were measured plaice by 
plaice, every vine and fruit tree was counted, every head of cattle of every species was 
recorded, the headcount of the people was noted, the urban and child populations in the 
autonomous cities were rounded up, all marketplaces were clogged with herds marching 



families, everyone appeared with the whole crowd of their children and slaves to testify ... "(" 
De mortibus persecutorum "23, 1ff.) 

We have to imagine a kind of caravanserai under a hostel of that time, an accommodation in 
which travelers and merchants with their camels and donkeys could sleep and eat. Such hostels 
were located on the most important trade routes. It can be assumed that Maria and Joseph 
found a place to camp in the stable of such a caravanserai, where other people also stayed 
overnight, for whom there was no longer any room in the hostel. When the time of birth came 
for Maria, the strangers who were also staying in this stable might have left the room out of 
consideration for the mother-to-be, so that she could give birth to her child undisturbed and in 
peace under the care of some experienced women. Maria will have taken a few small children's 
equipment with her from home - some towels - with which the newborn was laid in a manger 
filled with straw. The people back then were so simple and humble! The fact that a child was 
born in a stable is not uncommon for those circumstances, as it was common at the time for 
common people to share living space with their pets. Their houses were divided into two levels, 
with the animals lying among the people. To the left and right of the steps to the higher ground 
were the feeding troughs for the sheep and goats; in the middle of the upper part where the 
people lived there was a fireplace. In the evening a mat was spread out and the whole family 
slept one next to the other on the floor. The toddlers lay in a hammock or in a manger so that 
they would not be crushed by the adults during the night. 

If we look at the circumstances of that time, we can use the sources to get a good idea of 
where, when and how Jesus of Nazareth was born (see illustration on double page 34/35). The 
reports of the evangelists Matthew and Luke prove to be entirely credible and reconstructable 
if one approaches the tradition with a critical method - and not with any miracles. 

From the above considerations one can conclude that Jesus was born in the first days of 
December, probably even on Friday, December 1st of the year 7 BC, in the stable of the inn in 
Bethlehem. It cannot be ruled out that the remains of this inn will one day be found by 
archaeologists. Of course, that would hardly put our scribes today; because in their opinion 
Jesus was born in Nazareth ... 

(Translated from German by Google) 




















