
3. To prove that the doctrines of tlio Cliurch of Konic,
known by the name of Apostolical Traditions, were really

taught by the Apostles, as articles of faith.

4. To account lor the fact, that these doctrines are
either apparently contrary to Scripture, or entirely omit-
ted in Scripture.

r). To accar.nt for the omission, or* imperfect notices, of
these doctrines, in the ^V'orks of the rrimitive Fathers.

(). To reconcile the doctrine of the I'opc's Supremacy,
as founded on Matt. xvL 18, with the fact, that vari-
ous interpretations, hiconsistent with that doctiinc, were
held by several ancient Fathers.

7. To reconcile the doctrine of Trahsubstantiation with
the particular e:!£planations of the doctrine of the Eudiai-ist,
as o;i\en by some of the Fathers.

<S. To distini^uish bct^reen true and false Traditions,
with especial reference to the :Miliennium and to Infant
Communion.

9. To reconcile the Catholicity of the Cliurch of Home
Avith the indepcmlent existence, and extensive j)ropaga-
tion, of the Gnvk ami Eastern Churches.

10. To explain why the Infallibility of the Chui-ch
should not bcloat- to the Greek Chiu-ch as well as the
Latin.

11. 'i'o reconcile the doctrine of exclusive salvation in
the Church of Rome with the promi.ses of the New Testa-
ment, that whosoever believeth in Jesus Christ hath
ewrlastiui:: life.

113. To reconcile the difference between particular and
i-c ni-ral Councils, and to explain the reason why the for-
mer are fallible, c.nd the latter hiflillible.

VS. To reconcile tlic doctrine of the Inspiration of the
Apocryphal Books of the Old Testament with the fact of
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