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HRE (RAMEESR) MrEREXHE

A4 OUTLINE

(i : SBERSLLSE—ERA 5 )

(Note: Outline foe part 2 is more detailed than part 1.)

PART 1. ZHEAIERSELESR
THE IDEA AND HISTORY OF DOGMATIC THEOLOGY

| # it i 2 RehLiE
NAMES APPLIED TO THE SYSTEMATIC PRESENTATION OF
THEOLOGY

. &3P (Dogma)£& & (Dogmas) i
THE NATURE OF DOGMA

A. ¥% : “Dogma”— # o
The Name “Dogma.”

.“’ﬁmiﬁﬁhi
DERIVATION AND MEANING OF THE TERM.

2. (¥x) ¢ Dogma e? & o
THE BIBLICAL USE OF THE WORD.

3. # 81 Dogma er#* jE o
VARIOUS USES OF THE TERM IN THEOLOGY.

a FHRR
Church Fathers

b. ¢+ F
Middle Ages

C. ZHTHEAFH P
Reformers

d REHF w7 G M 2 jef
Modern Theology: Schleiermacher, Ritschl.

e. Forsyth.
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f. = %
Karl Barth.

g. Mickelm.

B. # & (Dogma)eaj 5% & = i@ 4 8L o
The Formal Characteristics of Dogma.

1 g&Rep Fhp (BE)-
THEIR SUBJECT-MATTER IS DERIVED FROM SCRIPTURE.

a (TE): 2T HeniFAITE + BEPITE AL EFEE -
The Bible: God’s mighty acts + reliable interpretation.

b. #= v # 45§ e 2 o
Critique against Barth and Bultmann.

C. * AFHPRE °

Roman Catholic concept.

d. RFFTHE o

Protestant position.

e. WH 5 A o
Schleiermacher.

f. Z4z§ -
Ritschl.

9. FHWiGEE”®Z-
Ethicals of Netherlands.

2. R BRETREF G, R o
THEY ARE THE FRUIT OF DOGMATIC REFLECTION.

3. KA RHEMME S B
THEY ARE OFFICIALLY DEFINED BY SOME COMPETENT
ECCLESIASTICAL BODY.

a. % i s BAFHEE B

Catholic and Protestant position.

b- 5 4‘9‘{:% ﬁbt °
Schleiermacher.

C. 2z -
Ritschl.
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d wRiEHkéE 278 5 o
Which church ? Harnack.

e REFES O | X A Keh2 o

Nature of Church authority: Roman Catholicism.

f.ex2 g 28
Reformed view.

g. ¥ 4 o Barth. %% & # » = §tf - Schleiermacher, Ritschl.
C. ¥ & erh i1+ o The Necessity of Dogma.

1. i7# R F &% d - CAUSES OF PRESENT DAY OPPOSITION
TO DOGMAS.

a. B4 - Kant.

b. 2 # o Hegel

(@]

. 2 #xf o Neo-Kantianism: Ritschl.

d. 4 &&AF % o Dreyer: Non-Dogmatic Christianity.

@

pd %% o Religious free-thinkers.

=h

& A & o Pietism.
g. B# A &K o Activism.

2. RBEHAF KRG L e
DOGMAS ESSENTIAL TO CHRISTIANITY.

a (ZE) Wi HEHBFHLLFibo

Scripture represents the truth as essential to Christianity.

b. KEHFKEHE - L fhe

The unity of the Church demands doctrinal agreement.

C. RKERIihE-  HREA XL PEHILFiHo
The duty of the Church requires unity in doctrine.

d Keg et R 2> RFF &- L@
The position of the Church in the world calls for a united testimony.

6. EEL AP KRIL Feho
Experience teaches that dogmas are indispensable.
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D. k&é& % -
The Elements Involved in Dogma.

1 8 (Grg) ehe % -

The Social Element.

2. ek % o
The Traditional Element.

3. R F o
The Element of Authority.

IETYEL &
THE IDEA OF DOGMATIC THEOLOGY

A. ¥#% (Dogma) 2% #% (Dogmatics) hf % o
The Relation of Dogma to Dogmatics.

1. & fa% & (Dogmas) & F1f; w34 (K § ) hF & a Ao
DOGMAS ARISE OUT OF THE NECESSITY OF THE BELIEVING
COMMUNITY.

2. k&K (Dogmas)d; = e ? A FHAAPFHWE chd & o
THEOLOGY MAY AND HAS FREQUENTLY SERVED AS AN
AUXILIARY IN THE FORMATION OF DOGMAS.

3. ki FR G ibpre o RRFE oKk (Dogmas) o
DOGMATIC THEOLOGY FINDS THE NUCLEUS OF ITS
SUBJECT-MATTER IN THE DOGMAS OF THE CHURCH.

B. ¥ ## 8 ¢hp &1 - The Object of Dogmatic Theology.

L S W E HEEN B nRA o
THE CONCEPTION OF THE OBJECT OF DOGMATIC THEOLOGY
IN THE EARLY CHURCH.

2. RN B KEN B RTRA -
THE DEVELOPMENT OF A NEW CONCEPTION IN MODERN
SUBJECTIVE THEOLOGY.

3. iTE AHKEF FHTRMS PR -
RECOGNITION OF THE OBJECTIVE CHARACTER OF
DOGMATIC THEOLOGY IN RECENT TIMES.

C.HEZ g (- F&Pa®). Theology as a Science.

NEE LT PRS- ES P
THE SCIENTIFIC CHARACTER OF THEOLOGY DENIED.
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2. MEH F PP
THE POSSIBILITY OF MAINTAINING THE SCIENTIFIC
CHARACTER OF THEOLOGY.

D. %A% ait £F ¢ chpd = o

The Encyclopaedic Place of Dogmatics.

1 KBE R0 i & o
THE GROUP OF STUDIES IN WHICH IT BELONGS.

2. REFREFF M G o
THE RELATION OF DOGMATICS TO APOLOGETICS.

3. RAEFAGKEE Mk
THE RELATION OF DOGMATICS TO ETHICS.

IV. K& F Tz 2805
THE TASK, METHOD, AND DISTRIBUTION OF DOGMATICS

A KHF iz o
The Task of Dogmatics.

1L RAHERKRE TFEL o
MODERN CONCEPTIONS OF THE TASK OF DOGMATICS.

2. i ZHKAT THARA o
THE REFORMED CONCEPTION OF THE TASK OF DOGMATICS.

B. k&&eh? 2 o
The Method of Dogmatics.

1. KEERF% R 3 PR
VARIOUS VIEWS AS TO THE SOURCE FROM WHICH THE
CONTENT OF DOGMATICS IS DERIVED.

2. PR FAeP B doie BRJIE o
THE MANNER IN WHICH THE MATERIAL IS SECURED AND
TREATED.

C. k& Az o

Distribution of the Material of Dogmatics.

1. = >—-HenljE o
THE TRINITARIAN METHOD.

2. BATiE o
THE ANALYTICAL METHOD.
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3. 5% -
THE COVENANTAL METHOD.

4. B o
THE CHRISTOLOGICAL METHOD.

5 Wiz -
THE METHOD BASED ON THE KINGDOM-IDEA.

6. B o
THE SYNTHETIC METHOD.

V. k&5 Y
HISTORY OF DOGMATICS

A SHEEFERY -
The Period of the Old Catholic Church.

L S8 (R ) o
ORIGEN’S PERI ARCHON.

2. Reprm (% E)o
AUGUSTINE’S ENCHIRIDION AD LURENTIUM DE FIDE, SPE, ET
CARITATE.

3. A 5 en¥is o
JOHN OF DAMASCUS’ EKDOSIS AKRIBES TES ORTHODOXUS
PISTEOS.

B. ¥ B -
The Period of the Middle Ages.

1. % Bheh¥Eico
WORKS OF ANSELM.

2. T B o
THE SENTENCES OF PETER THE LOMBARD.

3. Hales ﬁ’l_ﬁ'@'i. % o
THE SUMMA OF ALEXANDER OF HALES.

4. PR 3 o
THE SUMMA OF THOMAS AQUINAS.

C. s pFH -
The Period of the Reformation.

1 B -



HEE (FHMHEEE) Louis BERKHOF, INTRODUCTORY VOLUME TO SYSTEMATIC THEOLOGY

MELANCHTON’S LOCI COMMUNES.

2. BEW o
ZWINGLI’S COMMENTARIUS DE VERA ET FALSE RELIGIONE.

3 4rfi o (AFKER)
CALVIN’S INSTITUTIO CHRISTIANAE RELIGIONIS.

D. it i KAAZH R KPFH -
The Period of Rationalism and Supra-naturalism.

L #RAKPKEE -
PIETISTIC DOGMATICS.

2. B RKREF o
RATIONALISTIC DOGMATICS.

R ARILEIKET o
SUPRA-NATURALISTIC DOGMATICS.

E. k4 Epgy o
The Period of Modern Theology.

1 %% 5 A g
SCHLEIERMACHER AND HIS SCHOOL.

2. 1 BRI
THE SPECULATIVE METHOD.

3. ATELALI o
THE NEO-LUTHERAN SCHOOL.

4. ¢ B
THE MEDIATING SCHOOL.

5. Zfcfi Fiko
THE SCHOOL OF RITSCHL.

6. 32E F o

REFORMED THEOLOGY.



HEE (FHMHEEE) Louis BERKHOF, INTRODUCTORY VOLUME TO SYSTEMATIC THEOLOGY

PART 2. #HE29EFFRE
THE PRINCIPIA OF DOGMATICS

l. rﬁ_kﬂ‘)ﬁlﬁ':'_,ﬂ LA
PRINCIPIA IN GENERAL

AAEUNE R EPNTAARE,
Principia in Non-Theological Sciences.

1. £ & RE (principium) T _& -
DEFINITION OF “PRINCIPIUM.”

2. # & ek ggﬁuﬁqij‘&g °
PRINCIPIA OF THE NON-THEOLOGICAL SCIENCES.
a T&FRE,

God = Principium Essendi.
Ja 3 ende@s Archetypal knowledge.

b. T# &5k hE,

the world as God’s creation = Princium Cognoscendi Externum.
c. T R ’ll‘,rf'%%‘;‘%\ﬁ)ﬁﬂg

Human reason = Princium Cognoscendi Externum.

B. 2K M EhIL*RE -
Principia in Religion or Theology.

L Y3 AFHEATRFRIE -
GOD IS THE PRINCIPIUM ESSENDI.
2. T d g R peh Tl RaE ;o
THE PRINCIPIUM COGNOSCENDI EXTERNUM IS GOD’S
SPECIAL REVELATION.
3w R i T R o
THE PRINCIPIUM COGNOSCENDI INTERNUM IS FAITH.
. 2%
RELIGION

A FHRRF
The Essence of Religion.

1 T34, - W@kl o
THE DERIVATION OF THE WORD “RELIGION.”

10
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a. Cicero — relegere: to re-read, repeat, observe carefully.
b. Latactantius — religare, to attach, to establish firmly, to bind together.
c. Gellius - relinquere, to separate oneself from someone or something.

d. Leidenroth — ligere, to see. Religere = to book back, religion: to look
back with fear.

e. Calvin prefers Cicero’s derivation.

2. (Bg) ¥t
SCRIPTURAL TERMS FOR RELIGION.

a FRAEK-

Objective religion.

3. ERIFTKFFTRE -
HISTORICAL CONCEPTION OF THE ESSENCE OF RELIGION.

a FHEeE -
Conception of the Early Church.

b. ¢ &%
Conception in the Middle Ages.

c. FEEH o
Conception of the Reformers.

d RF -
Modern Conception of Religion.

e. T Frik o
The Barthian Conception.

L RFENp R Y

The Seat of Religion.

1. 7&dp o
ITHAS ITS SEAT IN THE INTELLECT.

2. FFMpRIB -
IT HAS ITS SEAT IN THE WILL.

KRS <1l 2
IT HAS ITS SEAT IN THE FEELINGS.

4. ZH AP A hp o o

11
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IT HAS ITS SEAT IN THE HEART.

C. R KFRAZ o
The Origin of Religion.

1 fre Een 3 o
THE HISTORICAL METHOD.

2. IR B3k o
THE PSYCHOLOGICAL METHOD.

BAHE (M F i) e’ o
THE THEOLOGICAL METHOD.

I geim @ Fheh To fariah RIE
THE PRINCIPIUM COGNOSCENDI EXTERNUM (REVELATION)

A Eer b LBERA o
Name and Concept of Revelation.

1. R R R T el B4 o
CONNECTION BETWEEN RELIGION AND REVELATION.

A #X % % ? Natural religion?
p #X# & ? Natural theology?

2. Par th- B o
THE GENERAL IDEA OF REVELATION.

3. B R b T -
HISTORICAL CONCEPTIONS OF REVELATION.

a. v NEHEIT R -
In the earliest times.

b. % Wi g -
In the philosophy of the Greeks.

C. ifdPLt-Hx%o
In the Christian era up to the latter half of the seventeenth century.

d t-2 st rxd %o
In the latter of the seventeenth century and the eighteenth century.

e. L4 B EFILE o
Since the beginning of the nineteenth century.

12
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4. BAH B HPCT R o
THE IDEA OF REVELATION IN MODERN THEOLOGY.

a. p RAFHIETR -
The Deistic Conception.

b. RAREILEZSERR -
The modern Idealistic conception.

C. pisH B (Fr A E) T -
The conception of the Theology of Crisis.

5. fei ehd |t RAERA o
THE PROPER CONCEPTION OF THE NATURE OF
REVELATION.

a JLi# B REEL LA A 0 RBE P gL BT
2
The historical method. Study the history of religions. Study supposed
revelations, take careful notice of the claims they represent, and draw
your own conclusions.

b. # 82 o APRFPHINHGARE - 2R RLTE TR FENTA
g ¥R R g LER
The theological method.A standard for judgment cannot be found in
philosophy — it has no right to determine a priori what constitutes
genuine revelation.

6. Exs k%] o DISTINCTIONS APPLIED TO THE IDEA OF
REVELATION.

a. P REcT 224 p kx5t o Natural and Supernatural Revelation.
b. ¥ sk 81 $F5kk+ » General and Special Revelation.

B. ¥ sk o
General Revelation.

1 ¥ ke il BHE R
THE VALUE AND SIGNIFICANCE OF GENERAL REVELATION,

a. gy Roenpl koo
In connection with the Gentile world.

b. # B Fr (RF) M 1h -

In connection with the Christian religion.

2. ¥ shokaow A T o

13
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THE INSUFFICIENCY OF GENERAL REVELATION.

a I3 w X RETE- WIRZE o
It does not acquaint man with only way of salvation.

b. ¢ £3 % A BTGHT L AL F R REH i
It does not convey to man any absolutely reliable knowledge of God
and spiritual things.

C. vEAB{ERKIOAH -
It does not furnish an adequate basis for religion.

Special Revelation.

L (BE) fm -
THE SCRIPTURAL IDEA OF REVELATION.

2. FFRET R AL o
THE MEANS OF SPECIAL REVELATION.

a. tFep AT o
Theophanies.

b. + %% X BHFR -
Communications.

C. #F*o
Miracles.

3. FFRELT P F o
THE CONTENTS OF SPECIAL REVELATION.

a. v AL BT o
It is a historical revelation.

b. T #35F avcT 5 £ F F F¥T o
It is both word-revelation and fact-revelation.

C. U RICH I ergT o
It is a soteriological revelation.

THE PURPOSE OF SPECIAL REVELATION.

D. #5kfcin 2 (EHK)-
Special Revelation and Scripture.

14
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Lo THskr g (BE) Mty dld o
HISTORICAL VIEWS OF THE RELATION BETWEEN THE TWO.

a. KRR o
In the Patristic Period.

b. ¥ = g o
During the Middle Ages.

C. ZHREEEEY -
At the time of the Reformation.

d My E o
In Modern Theology.

2. % E 2 THEsgTer (BE) ehbl thy il -
THE REFORMED CONCEPTION OF THE RELATION BETWEEN
THE TWO.

a. tHayr A2 g o
Inscripturation

b. #akpeT X (FH) (#HFTE e (F5) B) -
Special revelation is the bible (a critique of neo-orthodoxy on the bible)

C. B & ehfosk & TR -

Special revelation in the broad and narrow sense.

V. (%) chekr
THE INSPIRATION OF SCRIPTURE

A (BR) Barnmeagd B o
The Doctrine of Inspiration in History.

. RFRA B o
BEFORE THE REFORMATION.

a. =X
The Jews.

b. i BRgrdr (ATHFE) chiv K -
Jesus and the New Testament writers.

c. ¥ KR -
Early Church Fathers.

d. BHIRF HEEIB BT R o
Origen contended against such a view.

15
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LR ER Y ik BRI ES S RS LR

f 2fd vggeh- RLL -
Prevailing opinion before the Reformation.

g BFiX o
Scholasticism.

h. - 3583 k¥
Some mystics.

2. RELES o
AFTER THE REFORMATION.

a. ﬁ_)‘éﬁ s 4y ﬁ; <2 o
Luther and Calvin.

b. et -2 AR (FiOFEHR)-
Calvin and 17" Century View of Inspiration (Reinhold Seeberg).

C. v efrmik (BiLkig)-
17" century Scholasticism: Formula Consensus Helvetica.

d ®mEI & -
Rationalism: Le Clerc.

e. WAL KL ERF IS BA -
Apologetics in response to Rationalism: Partial inspiration.

foREM RFIATLBL - %ﬁ_?&{%% .
Schleiermacher: altered character of inspiration.Inspiration as
illumination.

9. %R E M2 {3 F R E Seh 70 e
After Schleiermacher: Orthodox and Neo-orthodox theologians.

B. (Zi) emer ((T5) s
Scriptural Proof for the Inspiration of the Bible.

L (FE) eh (&) TFmai (BE) 195 (- ) A PahFien
Hed R o
PROOFS FOR THE INSPIRATION OF THE SECONDARY AUTHORS
OF SCRIPTURE CONSIDERED APART FROM THEIR WRITING.

a. LI BT o
Prophet Inspiration.

b. # ML BT o

16
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Apostolic Inspiration.

2. (BE)eh(£R) e L pemen (BE) 10451 (2 ) g menFie (o

(Eg) $¥)TRme
PROOFS FOR THE INSPIRATION OF THE SECONDARY AUTHORS
IN WRITING THE BOOKS OF THE BIBLE.

a — ek o
Certain general phenomena.

b. 2 ¥y o
Direct assertions.

C. BFehk FHFER -
Nature and Extent of Inspiration.

1 B7Fhh o
THE NATURE OF INSPIRATION.

a. PR T o

Mechanical Inspiration.

b. # 4 ég&kT o
Dynamic Inspiration.

C. 7 WPBRT o
Organic Inspiration.

2. B nfB I o
THE EXTENT OF INSPIRATION.

a. WA LT o
Partial Inspiration.

b. :gb‘ E)’L’t %Q'I:F °
Thought Inspiration.

C. iBFEZBRT o
Verbal Inspiration.

D. #f (X 5) BRI MmvRE -
Attempts to Discredit the Doctrine of Inspiration.

Lok (B) A FAF MY LR (FRiRE)-
THEY WHO DEFEND IT ARE REASONING INA CIRCLE.

2. BRppd iy k¥ (FE) BTk
JESUS DID NOT TEACH THE DOCTRINE OF INSPIRATION.

17
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3. (Bi) b BRABER o
THE PHENOMENA OF SCRIPTURE CONTRADICT THE
DOCTRINE OF INSPIRATION.

4 mawmiPdg (FE) PR* > FIPRFELARERE -
THE DOCTRINE OF INSPIRATION APPLIES ONLY TO THE
AUTOGRAPH, AND THEREFORE HAS NO REAL PRACTICAL
VALUE.

E. %

(F5) &7 8 3k o Objections to the Doctrine of Inspiration.

1. B8 B HRe—- BPT o
GENERAL NATURE OF THE OBJECTIONS.

2. ¥ipk Rkeh- By o
GENERAL REMARKS ON THE OBJECTIONS RAISED.

Fo(EE) dhi-

The Perfections of Scripture.

a.

b. @

PR RADR (R R (EE)PRIE B RRES
Middle Ages: Apostolic Tradition (fiction): Same Level as Bible,
Equally Authoritative.

REXifE  RIBN (TE) HBno
Church of Rome: Above both Scripture and Tradition.

C REHE IALIRLPKEEREF - Fr (FH) |

1.

(FE) (Bt ad) g -

THE DIVINE AUTHORITY OF SCRIPTURE.

a.

BPAE FFERLD - BRKERX (25 AR

General Acceptance until Rationalism/Enlightenment.

FAKBAEFIELZHY (FE) B2 2 FTaERRE -
Fyed (FR) 2 KE2 A8 2 AR (FE) LI 4R
o

Reformers: Scripture’s Self-Attestation.
Role of Church’s Testimony: Not Final Ground for Accepting
Scripture.

A7 AREMR (L) BE L

17" Century Protestant Dispute re. Authority of Scripture.

(Z3) L2 ER G foies Rl

Scripture’s Historical Authority and Normative Significance.

18
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f.AFE) h2 pAL > F 5 S BRE?
How Far Does Normative value Belong to Separate Parts of Scripture?

0 RAEHF (FE)EL R WwER 573 AL & HE Moz o
Modern Theology: Bible Has Little Normative Significance:
Schleiermacher and Ritschl.

h. 4 ehps i o v IMF RATRE B 0 7 A

(Fg) e i -
THE NECESSITY OF SCRIPTURE.

a AAiRFANKRD(FE) LGHFE P K1 L RLED)
Catholics Cannot Acknowledge Scripture’s Absolute Necessity: The
Church Is Self-Attesting.

b. 3 A RIEIF FRYIAEL -
Early Mystical Sects: Montanists, Cathari.

C.tad Rk p agZ#Fetdta(Es)-
16™ Century Anabaptists: Inner Word at Expense of External Word.

d SRE# - (FE) ExgehaiksE (BRE) 53 245 g
i o
Schleiermacher.Scripture = Supreme/Authoritative Expression of
Church’s Religious Life.

e Agwd (TE) AwFH BT ik Ekike
Reformers: Necessity of Scripture => Roman Catholicism,
Anabaptists.

f. 2% ((FE) R FHREA -
Reformers: What Does It Say.

0. (FR) £ chip 5 E 2 Feno
Scripture Is Necessary to End of Time.

h. = % - Karl Barth.

(B35) o -
THE PERSPICUITY OF SCRIPTURE. (167 &)

a RAKI(FE) AFH LA FRABBW FRFETLESG o
Roman Catholicism: Bible Is Obscure, Needs Interpretation Badly,
Even in Faith and Practice.

b.# ¥k (Bg) ifailt o EARP
Reformers: Perspicuity (Clarity) of Scripture.Qualifications:

19
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c. FE#Hi (ER) Figarit -
Reformers: Perspicuity of Scripture.What It Does Say:

d % g il 2RORLF R Ho
Still Need Interpretations of the Church/Preaching.

e (FE) 28 (FE)- & Frengyt > & (FH) i - rLgfrl -
The Bible Interprets Itself.
The Analogy of Faith, or Analogy of Scripture
Scripture Interprets Scripture.

4. (i) hns (K55 2R) #e
THE SUFFICIENCY OF SCRIPTURE.

a RARAELEHRR(FR) £ F -
Catholicism and Anabaptists: Scripture Is Insufficient.

b. *ifk:r BRI Fen Werd o B3 (T (BE)-
Catholicism: Absolute Necessity of Oral Tradition to Complement
Written Word.

c. Ry ((FE) Aaf LhHho rREFLLALL !
Reformers: Scripture = Perfect, Sufficient. What It Doesn’t Say:

d Z%x%d (BE) hZH 2 L RELFALL -
Reformers: Scripture = Sufficient. What It Does Say:

e. (RAFHR) B &0 (FE) K (FHE) Ak X212 (RE) F
%o
Tradition = Based on, Derived from, Not Equal to Scripture.

V. gHReh TR 2 odih R,
THE PRINCIPIUM COGNOSCENDI INTERNUM

A X o
The Human Understanding.

1oz afpd bammit -
HISTORICAL STATEMENT OF THIS POSITION.

2.ttt 2o
EVALUATION OF THIS POSITION.

B. ZE R o
Speculative Reason.

IR Y SR TR
HISTORICAL STATEMENT OF THIS POSITION.

20
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2. it 2 5o
EVALUATION OF THIS POSITION.

C. frfHh AFKER -

Devout Feeling or Religious Intuition.

L 2 b R b i .
HISTORICAL STATEMENT OF THIS POSITION.

2. Wtz B o
EVALUATION OF THIS POSITION.

D. ﬁﬁ;i f:a' °
The Moral Consciousness.

1 2 Hafrd L ot o
HISTORICAL STATEMENT OF THIS POSITION.

2. H3te 2 o
EVALUATION OF THIS POSITION.

E. w2 Erma TR As@hRZ, -
Faith the Proper Principium Internum.

1 TR ASTBHRE, o
THE NATURE OF THE PRINCIPIUM COGNOSCENDI INTERNUM.

2. Pigwomdie,: AR .
DISTINCTIVE NATURE OF THE KNOWLEDGE OF FAITH.

F.oZweafl# o
The Ground of Faith.

Lgegm» TEgOLE, ik -
THE DOCTRINE OF THE TESTIMONIUM SPIRITUS SANCTI IN
THE CHURCH.

2. # PR Gehiig,y ks .
MISTAKEN NOTIONS OF THE TESTIMONIUM SPIRITUS SANCTI.

3. ¥ TEFehAE, (hiRE -
CORRECT VIEW OF THE TESTIMONIUM SPIRITUS SANCTI.
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