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XXXIV, XXXV. f^„
It Is probftble that In lils letter to the Chiioiih of Lyon«, the Saint ipoke of

U\e active and not of the jmsglve conception, 35

XXXVI-XXXVIII.
Bt. Thomas is exonerated from the charRe of denying the Immaculate Con-

ceptlon of Mury— I'usBuges from his works which are favorable to it, . 88

XXXIX.
The writings of the holy Doctor have been altered ia lome pUoei, , , ft

Xli—XLII.
Examples of these Interpolation', aa

XLIII.

Doctrines of the Theologians on this sukiJeot, .....,, M
xuv.

Bt. Domlulck u defender of our doctrine, • • • « M
XLV.

St. Vincent Ferrier defends our doctrine, . . • , iflt

XLVI.

It was also the opinion of Albert the Great,
^ ^ iqo

XLVII.

John of Viterbo, an adversary of the pious opinion, became its defender^
Reasons of this change, ••..... i/u

XLVm.
Consequences which proceed from this document, • . • , . 106

XLIX.

Opinion of Thaulere, Melchior Cano, and Noel Alexander, . , , .log

L.
Opinion of Vincent Justinian, --jo

LI.

Favorable testimony of St. Bernardlne of Sienna, St. Bruno, St. Lawrence
Justinian, St. Thomas of Vlllanova, St. Aiphonso de Liguori, . . .109

LII-LIV.
The Theologians of the thirteenth and fourteenth centuries, with few excep-

tions, strenuously defend our doctrine, .... 11«

LV.

Authority of Suarez,

LVL
Authority of Petau, ..... „-


