
Year B St Luke’s Day 

 

Sirach 38: 1-14 

2 Timothy 4: 5-17 

Luke 4: 14-21 

 

 

May the words of my mouth and the meditations of heart be 

acceptable to you, my Lord, my strength and my redeemer. Amen. 

 

Today, I have chosen to commemorate Luke, whose saint’s day is 

actually tomorrow, the 18th of October. We know little about Luke, 

and what we do know comes mainly from St Paul, and of course from 

the pen of the author himself. 

 

Paul mentions Luke three times in his letters. We heard one of them 

this morning. 

  

In Paul’s second letter to Timothy, there is passing mention of Luke. I 

don’t know if you caught it, it seemed so inconsequential! Paul 

wrote, ‘Only Luke is with me’. That is after Paul gives a list of various 

friends who have left him. It is clear that Luke was visiting Paul when 

he was in prison. I think we can safely surmise that Luke was a loyal 

and faithful friend of Paul, and his faith was such that he wasn’t 

about to flee when things got difficult.  

 

In Paul’s letter to the Colossians, chapter 4, Paul describes Luke as 

‘the beloved physician’. From this description we have one further 

insight to Luke. Luke was someone who was called upon to help heal 

the sick. A physician in Jesus’ day would not have been to Medical 

School and carry a stethoscope around his neck. A physician would 

have knowledge passed down from a member of the family or from a 

mentor. A bit like the fictional Brother Cadfael, a physician would 



have an extensive knowledge of herbs and plants that could help 

heal especially those with what we now know as having antiseptic 

qualities, as well as ones that could ‘purge’ your system, one way or 

another! 

 

Luke isn’t mentioned in any of the lists of the disciples in the gospels, 

even though one of the gospels, of course, bears his name.  

And when we mention the writings of Luke, we have to remember 

that the gospel that carries his name is the first volume of his two-

volume book on the life of Jesus and the accounts of the Acts of the 

Apostles. 

 

Luke is thought to have been a gentile, possibly Greek. He quotes the 

Greek translation of the Hebrew Scriptures (known as the 

‘Septuagint’ of ‘LXX’). Luke’s intended audience was mainly gentile 

Christians but would have included Jews and Samaritans. Luke avoids 

terminology that presupposes knowledge of Hebrew and Aramaic. 

 

He opens his gospel with a dedication to Theophilus, as part of his 

prologue (Luke 1:1-4) 

 

“Since many have undertaken to set down an orderly account of the 

events that have been fulfilled among us, just as they were handed 

on to us by those who from the beginning were eyewitnesses and 

servants of the word, I too decided, after investigating everything 

carefully from the very first, to write an orderly account for you, most 

excellent Theophilus, so that you may know the truth concerning the 

things about which you have been instructed.    

 

And Luke also uses a similar prologue to the Book of Acts, addressing 

it once again to Theophilus. 

 



And of course, Theophilus translates literally as ‘God lover’. In his 

dedication it is clear that Luke was not a direct eyewitness to the life 

of Jesus. However, Luke became so intrigued by all that had occurred 

that he made his own investigations and invested time in writing it 

up and getting it copied. It is clear from the dedication that people 

living in the same community as Luke were being instructed about 

the life of Jesus and all that happened after, and Luke wanted to add 

to that instruction. Given that Paul mentions Luke, we can infer that 

Luke heard some of the early evangelists, such as Paul, and became a 

follower of The Way himself at an early stage. 

 

We also know from the Book of the Acts of the Apostles that in 

several sections the author uses the word ‘we’ (see Acts 16:10-17, 

20:5-15, 21:1-18, 27:1-28:16). This gives us the clearest indication 

that Luke participated in the activities of the apostles, and Paul in 

particular.   

 

It is most likely that Luke wrote his account after the destruction of 

Jerusalem and the Temple in AD 70. The catastrophe (a Greek word 

brought into English usage of course) would have led the Christians, 

like the Jews, to seek to understand why, for a second time, 

Jerusalem and the temple had been levelled to the ground. We can 

read Luke & Acts as his response to that question. Many who lived 

through those tumultuous days saw a correlation to the first 

destruction of Jerusalem and the temple in 586 BC with the one in 

AD 70. 

In Luke there are two passages where he gives Jesus words on the 

subject; the language and the vocabulary are drawn heavily from the 

Greek translation of the Hebrew Scripture’s account of the first 

destruction of Jerusalem at the hands of Nebuchadnezzar (Luke 

19:41-44, 21:20-24, Jeremiah 6:6, Ezekiel 4:4, 26:8). 

For Luke, the second destruction was because of the peoples’ failure 

to heed the voice of the prophet yet again, just as they failed to do 



before the first destruction. In Luke 19:41-45 Jesus wept over the 

city, just after his triumphal entry into the city on what we call Palm 

Sunday. Jesus already knew that his message of peace would be 

rejected, leading inevitably to a disastrous uprising against the 

Roman Empire. As we know the militant messianic leader Simon bar 

Giora led the uprising in AD 66, which directly led to the slaughter of 

so many people and the destruction of Jerusalem and the temple 

four years later. 

 

Luke aimed to show how Gentiles figured in God’s plan of salvation 

as revealed in both Hebrew Scripture and also through the 

missionary activities of the apostles to Gentile communities. 

 

Luke used Mark’s gospel as his main source document and used it to 

create his far fuller narrative account. Luke also drew heavily on the 

Hebrew Scriptures in chapters 7-10 and 22-24, and in Acts 1-9. Both 

draw on the Elijah/Elisha narrative in 1 Kings 17-21 and 2 Kings 1-8. 

Luke’s central section (9:51-18:14) parallels Deuteronomy 1-26. So, it 

is clear he put a lot of time and effort into his studying and then 

writing his gospel.  

 

Luke’s writings are the most inclusive of the gospel writers. As a 

gentile, he came from a different tradition and culture from the 

Jews, especially the cultural and religious belief in the exceptionalism 

and chosen nature of the descendants of Abraham. Luke makes clear 

that the good news of salvation is for all, regardless of gender, 

religious background, social position or nationality. 

 

Luke is a consummate story-teller; weaving historical and theological 

themes with ease, who employs some subtle humour (see Acts 12: 

13-16), and understatement (see Acts 19:23, Acts 12:18, 26:26).  

 



Luke also provides in his writings some of the most poetic and lyrical 

texts, such as the Benedictus, the Magnificat and the Nunc Dimittis. 

Luke includes a birth narrative, and the narrative form is very strong 

throughout his gospel and in the Book of Acts. Luke alone tells the 

memorable stories of the good Samaritan (10:30-35), the prodigal 

son (15:11-32), the parable of the rich fool (12:16-21), and Lazarus 

and Dives (16:19-31). 

  

There is a flow and a sense of an intentional painting of a story 

unfolding. It maybe one of the longer gospels, but it is a captivating 

read. I have often said that the Book of the Acts of the Apostles is 

meant to be read in one sitting, in order to appreciate the narrative 

flow, the speed of the action and the various twists and turns of the 

story line. 

   

Luke’s writings, the gospel and Acts, account for over 25% of the 

New Testament, so for no other reason than this I heartily 

recommend you invest some time in reading both of these New 

Testament books, as two novels in the same series.  

 

I have a funny feeling Luke’s gospel will be included in our Tuesday 

afternoon Bible Study during the next year.  

 

Our new liturgical year starts on Advent Sunday, and Luke will be the 

gospel narrative we follow right from the start. I hope you find Luke 

as engaging a read as I do. 
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