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nftbnt great -work of which he was the instrument. 
Ainiil nmch obloquy ami opposition he succeeded iM 
establishing the -'•ripturul evidence of the truth of 
this tenet ; and the Holy Spirit sanctioning the doc 
trine has in nil periods of our history raised up nu­
merous, constant, and unquestionable witnesses of 
its reality. We entreat you, dear brethren, to follow 
the example of these eminent saints. As the holy 
Scriptures unequivocally speak of an adult or perfect 
state of holiness, patience, love, and conformity to 
ilie will of Uod ; and as this state is presented to our 
faith through the provisions of the atonement and 
influence of ike Spirit ; it is impossible that a people 
holding these principles should neglect tho attain­
ment of the slate without injury to their souls. Fi­
delity to the truth, to the love of God, to our Savi­
our’s death, to the promised assistance of the Holy 
Spirit, as well as to their own sacred professions, 
unite to urge them to seek the high privilege of per­
fect Christian holiness.

Wo remind you that the blessings of the Gospel, 
as found in the sucred records and expounded and 
illustrated in the writings of our vencruble Founder, 
arc clear, distinctive, ami experimental. It was 
his great object, us it haw been i liât of your Ministers 
in every period, not to organize an ecclesiastical sys­
tem for its own wake, but by the mercy of God to 
raise up a pardoned, regenerate, holy, and happy 
eeeil, who, having served God in their generation 
arrnrding to his will, may trumuidt tho same Me**- 
lugs to others, while lln-y themselves pass into that 
•* inheritance which is iticomipiilile, and undefilsd, 
on-l that fiuleth lint away." It i- the anxious desire 
of the Preachers of this Conference rgain to pledge 
themselves to these high and original designs of Pro­
vidence in raising them to the ministerial and pasto­
ral office, and to invite their beloved brethren, in 
every place, to unite witii them to preserve in their 
own souls, and the societies to which they belong, 
the spirit of a living, experimental, and practical 
piety.

fTo be rrnCniieil.]

THE EXPOSITOR.

TIJE G F.NEA LOGIES OF CHRIST.
MITT. I.
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.fixation of the questions which have

•s of Ci; <t given hv St.
Matthew and St. Luke, recourse may lie had to Gro­
tius, Hammond, Le Clerc, T.ighuV: t, Bishop Kidder, 
Whitby. Ur. Barrett, him! otic rs who !,.,ve written nt 
large upon them. The genealogies coincide from 
Abraham to David- and then so entirely diiler, except 
in two descents, that they mu.-t lie regard--d as two 
distinct tables; an-1 the oj inion now generally admit­
ted is that of LIchtfoot, that St. Matthew gives the 
genealogy of Joseph, whose adopted t- n Jr-us was; 
and St. Luke, that of his virgin mother. This de­
rives strong confirmation from the riivumst.Tiee that 
the Jewish Rabbins in their writings rail Mary the 
daughter of Eli. This distinction in the genealogies 
also serves to explain the reason why i^t. Luke begins 
his genealogy with stating that Jesus was the Suppo­
sed son of Joseph, “ who was the son of Eli.” The 
natural father of Joseph was, as Matthew states, Ja­
cob; but Mary being the daughter of Eli, Joseph be­
came his son-in-law; or simply, according to the 
vague way in which the Hebrews used such relative 
terms, his Soit; which is further confirmed by another 
instance of a son-in-law being called a son in the same 
table, namely, Salathiel, who is called “ the Son of 
Nevi,” that is, his son-in-law; his natural father be­
ing Jechonias.—1 Chron. iii. 17.

The only point of real importance, however, in this 
auestion is, whether Mary us well ns Joseph was of 
the house of David, because the Christ was indubita­
bly to be of the seed of David “ according to the 
flesh,” which our Lord was not by mere virtue of his

being the adopted son of Joseph, and entered aa rack 
in the Jewish genealogies. Now, though thara jeema 
sufficient reason to conclude that Mafyjnairted J 
as next of kin; and though the very silence of 
Jews, who, upon the promulgation of the doctrine of 
Christ’s miraculous conception, at whatever period 
that was first made known, v bother during opr Lerd’e 
life, or immediately aûer his aseensipn, must have 
raised this fatal objection, if Mury/had not bee\) n 
descendant of David as well as Joseph, proves that 
this first was a subject of public notoriety; vet theW 
mutter is settled by a passage in the Gospel of St. 
Luke, which those who have investigated this ques­
tion of the two genealogies have generally overlook­
ed. . In Luke i. 32, where the angel makes the annun­
ciation to Mary that she should become the mother of 
the Messiah, he says, “ Ho shall lie great,eimd shall 
lie,called the Son of the Highest: and the Lord God 
slinll give unto him the throne of His Father Da­
vid,”—terms which could not have l>een used unless 
Mury herself had liccii David’s deseeniln"t. It may 
lie added to this, that unless it had lieen a matter well 
known and acknowledged, that Mary and Joseph 
were of the same house and lineage, it cotibl have 
answered no end for Matthew to have copied from the 
public gem alugical tallies of tlioJ^W* llm descent of 
Joseph from David, since liejrtfnsdf flow* the li*t of 
(Icseetit* with ail Hecouijboftlieconcepti hi and hirlliol* 
Icsiis, which doelujmrlhftt lie was not the son of Jo­
seph, but of M>ry only. Hut the family relationship 
of Mary and Joseph la-ing well known, the one g«m- 
/lîo'fv wïi i a* well suited lo III* purpose es the other, 
besides that, it Imd nl*o this advantage, 11 • n I it eslali- 
lislietl our Lord’s Zrg-iZ right to the throne of David, 
through Joseph, of whom lie was the son hy adoption. 
And this was of importance in arguing with the Jews; 
for although Mary wo* descended from David, yet, 
had she married into the tribe of Levi, under I he same 
eifumstanees ns she married Joseph, our Lord would 
have been reckoned in the Jewish genealogies ns of 
the trilw of Levi, this i’gal H. im to the throne of Da 
vid could not have been main .lined on the ground of 
descent; but having married into her own tribe, our 
Lord watt the descendant of David, both in law and 
by nature.

With respect to other difficulties* in those tables of 
descent, they are to In; referred to the Jewish r« cords 
nlid not to the evangelists who copied from tlwi.i. As, 
however, the Jews exerted peetiliarenre in preserving 
the pod i y re e of their priests, and nl<o the line of Da­
vid, in which they exacted the Messiah, the discre 
pennies are probably apparent only, and the obscurity 
arises from the circumstance that their mode of keep­
ing them, ns lieing affected by their changes of name, 
or the practice of bearing double names, and by their 
laws of succession, is now but partially known. The 
tallies are, however, sufficiently clear to prove the 
only point for w hich they were introduced, that .Ictus 
jvas the son of David, and the eon of Abraham.— 
ItiCHAan Watson.

CORRESPONDENCE.

[for the wesletaj».]
ON RELIGION AS AN INWARD PRINCIPLE.

Ijv proportion ns the profession of religion becomes 
fashionable, is the danger increased of piety being re­
garded as a mere form or reremonv. In the first ages 
of Christianity, the Chçistiun religion, instead of being 
fashionable, was the reverse: it was opposed, in whole 
or in part, hy every other professed religious system 
extant: it opened not into any flowery arena at the 
end of which was exhibited a prize of earthly fame or 
pleasure; btit it exposed its followers to certain con- 
tempt, poverty, infamy, and in some instances, to 
death. Of the painful ills then necessarily resulting 
from an attachment to the religion of Christ, the 
Apostle, in hia Epistle to the Corinthians, has given 
«graphic sketch:—“ Even unto.this present hour we


