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The Synod of Doet (1615-1619) was 3n sacmbly of Reformed (heotogians from all over Ewcope
who gathered ks the Netderbandh 10 defend the Reformed undenstanding of the grace of God. The Symod
rosponded 10 & varkety of Arminlan criticises raisod agaisal Relormed theology. The Fint Head of
Doctrise of the Canoas of Dort spocifically prosensod the Roformed docurine of predestination s an
saewer 0 the Asmindss thoology. Articles 106 and 13 developed the doctrine of chction @ 2
setomatic, biblial and pesionl manscr. Bat Arcie 17 comes 3 2 serprise. It states:

Since we are 10 judge of Be will of God Som His Woed, which osfics that e children of

believers are holy, aot by aature, dot @ virtee of the covenaat of grace, In which ihey togetder

with tho parcats ase comprebendod, podly parcats osght 20t dosbt the clection and salvation of
u%uumwnuuauuummmunmm
I Cor. T:04).

Articie 17 s not (tegrally relaned 10 the doctrise of election & it s deing doveloped (n e
other arkles. It seems out of place. Our stady will show, however, Bat this antkie answered &
potentially Samaging charge that had deen Mado agaiist Reformed (eokogy i the Nethortands and
spoke 0 3 significent pestorsd peoblers. Bot the arnticlke repecsosts more Thas 3 Rooinote in he Ristory of
Beology. Iis sigraicance goes beyond the Intrinsic importance of the sadvation of (nfsats. Arvicle 17 & 2
mwmuummmmwummmm
Detwoen covenaat and eloction. It is 3 apecific application of Mac relationship. In doclaring tat the
charmcrer of the covemant a Tovealod I Scriptuse sseres (hirstias pareats that thelr children dying &
Wiancy 3 choct. (he Sysod asserod it comfidoace Dat checTion could be knows thivegh the covesant
238 that the covenamt wan grownded da election. The Syzods confidencs reflocted fis didliad
undentanding of the selatioe hetween time and clerniy, detwoen buman history asd Qivine decrocs,
betwees the vinidic and Do iovisiie Burch, detwocs an calcread coder and miornal order, between (he
prombe offered 10 Gah and sabation spplicd 10 e cloct. The fachers at Dont had 3 dear image of the
relationship betwees the hisorical visiblo charch, (he commusity of faith sepported by the minisery of
Ihe Woed, the sacraments and discipline (1be covensat) and God's elermal, sovercign purpose (cdoction)

Amm-mn”--wumummmmmm
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Two quastions Sce us 38 wo bagin osr stedy. First, what Mssorkal ciroumssances bod 1he Synod
of Dor 1 make this theologioel aflirmation adost covenant children @ e first place? Second, what
imight doea this artkic gve = o Dont™s theology on e relation bovween covenant and clection” Owr
ek then s 1o trace Do hMsiorkal carcer of Artkie 17 and 10 pencanate 10 s theologionl core.

Hissocical Carecr

What, hen, wan the historical background 10 Article 177 The dbcwssion of Be sshvation of
infats was inltiatod i the Notherfands ot loast ten youss before the Synod of Dort It asome o pant of
the growing critickm Givected agaimt the Detch heologias and Lokdes peodewscr, Jacobes Arminbes. [n

1uumm-mnummusgmmm
10 Arminiss wsd his colleapee Adriss Borriss. Asticies 13 308 14 maintained that Boerius had taught

that "Origiaal Sie will copdemn 2o mas. 1 ©vyry notica. all infanes who die without actusl sige ace
_saved " Arminies responded 10 Sese 31 ardicles in his “The Apolugy or Defemse.” This rovpoaso possibly
win crcslaied in masuacript foem & W00, the yoar of Arminles’ doach.’
In his “Apology” Arminiss bogan his discussion of articles 13 and 14 by Sclcading Boeriss sayiag
De Bad mever publicly taught what the articles astributed 5 bim, bet had discussed such questions
privately. Armamiue maincatned Dat there were (hoological argameats wakh wemad o wbatantiae 1he
position atirdeied w Borrdes sod that e argamesn mist Do answorod defore charges of berevy could
be made. He ackaowlodpad that anclent theology was agaimss Borriss, bt soted that |t was s agaims
his orthodon Reformed critios snce ancices (heokogy taught oaly baptized (nfants would be saved He
chied Prascisces Janies, cnc of b profosorial proedecessors s Loides, & as onhodox theologian who
agrood wih Bormius and 1hen concluded his Swcamion with Wiy cbsorvation:
Bt since our Srethecn desy s infercace, bebold the kind of Gogma which iy belioved by thom.
Al the infarss of those who src atrangen Som (e covenast are damncd. and of 1he offipring
of those pasents who are in e covenant, some (nfants Dat Se are damnod, while others are

saved® | leave it 10 ose who are decply versed in thowe mattons, 10 Gocide, whetber sech &
Oogma as this over obtadnod In any cheech of Chri'



Arminie cloverly atiemplod 10 tars the tadles on hiv Relormed oppoacats. They had rased
agatest Birs i weak stand on origisal sin. opening Mm 10 (he charge of Pelaglanbm. He responded by
focusing aention awas from meel! asd om0 e Reformad view of childeen Arminies smpbod that bis
Refoermed opposcats held & callows doctrine wnknown i3 the cherch, namely that some Gvenast
chaldren Gytng 12 iefaacy ate damsad’

This lssee, ke most of Bose I Armisie’ life, contimead aftcr his death Gaic i MO Indood,
e sue of children dylag (n Indancy swrfaced wery soon In the famons potition for wienstioa and
protection that moee thas forty Sollowers of Asmindes signed fa 1610, knows 10 history s the
Remomirance. The most lamows part of Gls Remoostrance wan i five-poins positive ssmmary of
Armistan or Remoastrant thoology.* But (he Remonsiraace & o losger document abo costaizing a five-
point refection of thase 1cachiags among e Reformed 10 whk® the Armintans panicularly obgocted.”
The second point of the teachings rejoctad by the Armisians resd:

That God (30 others teach) who willad from eteraity is Mmnell % make 3 docree 10 choose

some men aad repeodbale ofhers, has comsiderod the whole hamas face, a0t only 2 created, bt

A0 Dlloa and depraved I Adam and Ewve our fint ancestons, and agaia cursed. Out of 1hs
uumunmmummuummwwum
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socomarily and wsavokdably must bo jost'
The Armintans had reberssod the charge finst Jovelod by Asminies that the Reformod theology

tasght dammmation for wme covesanl fants &ving (n Infancy.

In 1611 the Suanes of Holland armasged & cosfesence ot (be Hague (e Collatio Hagieods)
betwoes 1he Relormed sad the Arminians 0 dlscuss 1o Issoos dividing them as semmarieed in e

Remoastrance. The conference degan with (he Arminisss reilerating thelr ows posstion and thelr
aritique of ceras Reformad scachingy-@chading (howr alloped teachiag ca coveeant isfaats
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The Reformed raipondad 10 the Arminias with 3 statement aad dofense of tholr own position
which came 10 ¢ known as 90 Countor Remonsarance.” They summariaed (helr ows (hoological

position in seven polans. Six of the podats were dasically direcied 0 atating the Roformed allornaaive ©
mmmmdumm_g&m.wnmmm
of the Reformed In the Remomstrance. Clearly the Reformed were very sessitive on this master of
chiMren and so i thelr dried slalemest doclasod:

The contrality pven this mseruos shows that e Reformad were sware of e theologiod and
especially pastorsl importance of the question #5091 covenant children. Especially is a8 era of Mgh
tafant monality the Reformed may have feared that the popelarity of thetr camne would be damaged If
the Arminan polemic wenl snchalicaged

The Asminiam, in their reply 10 the Coumter Remonstraals, gave thasks 10 God that the

Roformed woro pot teachiag the cteraal hoss of sl covenaat chiidron. Yet the Bsoe serfaced ose more
time a1 the Hague confercace. The Counter Remonuuranss stasod sharply thae” (§ by coslecly sntme thet
t-wnm&um“dhudmmuhm.

_woukd be Jelt in the curse™" This declaration was 0o of several Cosnler Remomitzant offors 10 answer
costinsing Armeinias criticsm. 1t & fertber evidesce of Reformad coocem about the polemic damage
that could be done 10 their Cause by s baee.

Al the Synod of Dort (1618.1619) the Arminiass agais rabed the bsse. Coraln Arminiass,
wmmonod 10 jedgment, were skad by the Synod w0 give thelr views of the Bealogy of the
mmmwmmmmuwwmw
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All e children of Seliovers aro sanctified is Christ, 40 that 30 000 of Them who leaves this life

mmudm‘mQUum.nhhw-ﬁqm
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Bor e peapers of the chusch for them can in say way be profitable for thelr sabvation



Thesis len sadd:

“

No chikres of belliovers who hawe doon daptised & the name of the Pathor, e Son, and De
&wmhmmd“;mm”mmn-m
The theology of thaals mme b very umilar to the Reformad stasement on childros Is the
Cosater Remormstrance. THo thosts Is also stmfar %0 the langeage of tho final form of the Casoa's of
Deet, L 17 sad e Conclmion of the Canoas. Thaabs ten doclared that 30 children of beliovens were
reprobaie. Such 3 statement may have doen dovigacd, Mo many acthoos of the Armimlans at Doet, 10 wy
and casse division among Mo defegaies 10 The Synod. The Arminisss kaew Bat the ssse of reprobation
win 3 difficelt one and by Snking & in Geir hown %0 the sesaitive matier of covenanst childron Doy may
have Boped 10 set the orhodox dedating with one anoder. 1n any cise, Ihese Armisian Seses cearly
pet the isswe Of covensar children defore the Sysod for &3 comideration. They Sorced 1he foreign
Gclogaton from Great Drsaia, Gormany asd Switmeriasd, who may dave boce eafameliar with (e tooe =
it b decn dobared i e Netherleads, 1 face the quention.
The records of the Synod of Dort (reprmted In the Aca Syacdl) eoable s 8ot caly 0 sead the
Snal detcrmination of the Synod as we fiad It In Canoas of Dot L 17, bett also 10 sec varios
preimisary expeessiom of optaiom. The workisg procedsre of the $ynad dad cach delegasion dnfl i
Own roapomse o the Armimlans. Those opinlons (or Judicly) were usod & o bash for e fisad Canoams
Siace the various respotses were prissod is the Acta, ey thow how cach of the delegations addressod
e baec of covenant chidren,
e acteally sets of chection o
faised i the Bt sriic of B¢ Remomtrasce.” Tem of these Jadicn did not deal wink clection i
_relation 30 chikines At all™ The forcign delegations which wore silent may not have been fully informed
about the hissory Of e discamion is the Nothertands.” The sikace of some Duich dciogations,
Bowever, & harder 10 understand. Perdags some of S Dusch delegatos were uowilling 10 allow e
Armisians 10 sct e agends for Al 10pics Giscussed. They may abo have thought !t the topic &4 not




SOMETVE W0 MK PrOmIBCacE,
Eleven Judicla (four foreign and seven Duich) did speak w0 Do isseo of elociion and chikiren.

ThefBilas] sctepation regased sy sotica that “dere & 20 chuun of hdica dyieg before [y bave
Abe we of reason "™ They argeed that i the Arminlam defined cloction n termn of forosecn S, oo

idats coeld 801 be saved, but. e Hriteh afipmed. 1he Scripture showad ihal sonc lafials werc sved
and cloct. Arminess theology, they conchadod, showod Bow one ermor led 1o asother. The British &8 not

0 08 10 cxpress thelr owa positive oplsions oa the matier of the childven of believers dying in infancy,

whih & somewhal surprisiag. The Britah were sseally quite semitive 10 the pasioral implicasions of
theokogy. They clearly saw (he adsurdiy of e Remoostrant shosh, bat if it was thrown i a5 an apple

of discoed, the British &d not bise. (The deleganions of Utrecht asd Overliwel wok cyscatially the same
&-mmmmsmngmmwmmm-MM)
The(Feiverian) delegaiion (from Germas speaking Swas citis) s amwered the Remomtrasss

sapiag that (afaaty @ well @ aduln were ssbject 90 cloction and reprodation. They exprosed Delr views

on covemant children I thiy vy

In respect 10 the infaats of Be fuithiel, siace God by virtue of e covenant of grace & Belr
Goxd, and since Pasd calls Boly those chikdres of st least one falihfud pareat, asd sisce (he Lord
of bheaven prociaims that e calMren are e hein of e beavenly kingdom, If they shosld &ic
I isfancy Sefore the yoan of discretion, we hope the baat for theme Wo @0 sot doudt thas the
angels, 1hose minkssers and most belowed spiris of that lender age, w0 whom God alwaw exhibin
ba e, were ospoctally sent forth for them and most peompdly perforss in their service.”

This language of the Helvetians was the moul restraisad of any of the delogations that spoke 10 this
bee. Ba thelr own Judicium ey did sot speak as confidently as clthor the Armindsas or the fiaal form

of the Canons. They Ok kater, Bowever, join with all other members of the Sysod (n endoring the
Canoms of Doer

wuummun-admm'm
Soud Camn s 08 scoeen of origiaal ia, Chriviian parcals osghi 9 20 Mcam 10 doub the
whaticn of their infants Sociuse the Dromise s sade 2o them, sad their childocn ™




The Sremes Joekegation also stated s coefidesce sroegly:

We dctermiac about the chiidren of believens only that those who dic befoee the age of

There s & great dfference between thine iafaats boen 10 pasents & the covesant and those aot
bora s the covenant..wo conclede that the chéidren of beliovers dyisg in infaecy cught 0 be
reckosed cloct siace they are graciosnly saken sway by God Som Guls ke defore they have
vickood the conditions of (he covenast We are of the opinion thal the childrea of usbeliowen
bors outake the church of God, ought 10 be felt 10 the jedgoment of God. For “those who are
ostside, Ood will judpe” | Conmtbiens S18*

mm-mnmmmummﬁm
colieague, Seasdes Labberius, cxprovicad Ri aprocment with (elr sialcment UL agil on 10 write bs
Sem stement. Me d not go s far as i colieagees, but fooused hs respomse more particularly oa
amswering the Arminiass. He expresod dirmsel! in (x (hae: Gne, Same who are polluied osly by
Loeigisal un see puised over by Ood i ctemal cloction™ and soppd, “here & cloction of some infats
_and veprodation of others.” He supponied this soccad thesss by sayteg of Acts 2, “the promise pertains
10 indases of the Charch *®

Profesor Francisous Gogages alio woote his ows (heses on e finvt article. Ho was motivaled

10 G0 30 primarily by kis own sopealspaarianhe which differed trom the intralapsariasism of b Sour
llcagua,. On Infazt 3¢ wroNw:

Wa plously delieve that the infaets of troc belioven, covesaaiod 0 God rough Christ are abo
clect, ¥ they ¢l before the ase of reason, from (he formels of the covensat: | am your God
snd the God of your wood (Geacsh 17 and Acts 239 But & they shosld attsis the e of
femon, we recognice Ondy thoss to be cloct who belleve i Clurise, Iadood accordieg o the
Gospel, only these are saved

mmn@wumno—mamm-
Fosie Hoamiss. the priscipal suthoe of tse Cosnter Remomsrance. Tholt [adicium stated that 58

menmnmmmummumq




A
of the childoen of Dellovers dving In InSaacy withowt
actual siss, they judge that it cught st 1 be curioesly inguired intcc bul Became the
iestimonses of Holy Scriptere cxist which destroy all occssion for Saidful parcats 10 dosid the
clection and salvation of Delr Infants, Dey jodge that they Ought 10 be aocepiod such o
Ganesls 177, Matthew 1914, Acss 20, | Cortnsblam 704, and similar toxts. ™
s
While Qe first part of the statement might appoar 10 be equivocating, (Dels COSCErs was 1o #void vain
&
spoculation aad 1o rost thele thoology solcly on hiblical evidence. The aguage was a8 coafidant as Dt
of Be Canons.
Fisally e dcicgates trom/Drenibe)judged that Selicvieg parcats might have “cortain hope” of
ahation of thelr childeen dymng is infancy basad on the “pood allection” of God revealod In Soripoure ™
The final form of the Canons of Do L 17 seflected maay of the concerms axprooed in the

Meses of the defepmes. Asticle 17 refloctad that (e Jeadenddp of (he Synod and the Symod s 3 whole

believed that thoy noaded 90 make & passorl statemest oa the guestion of covenant children dylag in
infancy and that Reformed theokogy sceded 10 vindicate #sclf agaiest the fase cBarges made by the
Armintass. The form of the srticlke demonsiraied the Sysod's coocemn w0 jedge 1ho ssee 0a the basis of
Scriptese and s comvaction that the Scriplure was clear in iostifyiag that the children of Believen were
holy ca the by of Be covesant of grace. This covenantal relationship ssered Chrstias parents (hal
thelr chiidren who died (n mtancy woee saved ad chocl

The Conddesion of the Casom retarsed 1o @iy sabject. In rejocting corsals docwrines Sabely
sribated @ the Reformed, the Conclesion repediated The leaching that “many children of Be faithiud
are torn, guililess, from teir mothe?’ breauts, and frasakaly pusged 1510 bell: 50 that seither
baptinm s0r the prayen of the Church a1 thelr baptism can ot Al peodin them ™ The Conclunion at this
point, like the Canoms (hroughoet, rejoctad asy sotioa of divise fyTaany of that any were cosdesinad
puitticss o that the méinbiny of 1he cherch was uscless. The lasguage of Be Conclusion is past was
Gosignod 10 react 90 1he Arminias misth thais 0o the find article. In part That aguage was designad 10
rejoct sy miswse of some ceichrasad words of John Cavia

Joka Cabvip’s work is seoseal ceriainly 3ad 2 g inflacnee oo the delegases 10 Dyt But =

Ibey drew sp e Conclunion 08 of his soatonces is particalar seerms 0 have boen of comcer 10 them
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Qivs ia M "De ocouita del peovidente” did sey ageinet b TS Sebestinn Ceil>: Tul ok,
0w iy salcnc agaias Cod whe burh moccenl dabes loee foem thesr mother's becasn iato clemy)
_dewd " B. B. Warfiekd acourasely commented on this statemens of Calvia: "The underlying cosception
(hat God condemes infanss 10 clersal Sdeath soems 10 de Cabvin's. Ml the mode of expression s Calvia's
redecio a8 atnurdam (or rather ad baapdemiam) of Caucitio’s opinioe.™ Doty cosclmion mado clear
that The position atsacked by the polemic sarcasm of Calvin was 5ot e posision of the Reformed

heokogy. (It Is interesting that Cabvin's semark wan made in rescsion 10 Castellio’s fBilure 10 usdenstand
e significasce of onginal sis—Bc same hoological point 3t whkS (he atroveryy bogan (n the
Nedderlands with Armaies. )

Indeed Cabvin'y positica oa the chiliien of belicvers dying in infancy socem very similer %o that
uumdmmmuuummuuw»uammﬁ
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relationsbip 0 Ood for the children of Bellovers bo sabd: "We on the conarary argue That siace bapiises
s o pledge and figwe of the free Sorghencs of sits aad of Ghvine sdoption, it should cortaindy st be
dersicd 0 infants, whom Ood adopts aad waahes with the blood of His Son™ and by bapelm they
[chikires] are aémitied loso Chiristy fock, and the symbol of thelr adoption seffices iBers watil = aduln
they are able %0 bear solid 00" Eves more srosgly Caivie dectared, *Therefore the grace of the
Spirit will abvas b conjotned 10 baptism, unkoss 3 hinderance arise on Owr pan.*

Calvin's wserance sbost the children of belicven reated, at & deoper lovel, 00 e CoOVERaSE
which wan the Soundation of dapthe

Yeu, (you say) there s danper lest de who is (L If be dic withost bapthm, do doprived of Be
grace of regeoeration. Not at all. God doclaces that be adopts oar dabicy = his own boforg they
ste boes, whea Be promibes (hat he will bo owr God and God of our descendasts afier o
(Gemesis 17.7). Their sabvations is cbracod @ this word, No one will dase de 50 iasolent towasd
God as 10 demy that Ms promibse of lsell suffices for it effect,™

Calvia regarded his thenlogy of childecn in the covemant & very important. Is commenting os |
Coriathiam 7:14 be stased:

Thesefore s pavage & 3 noteworthy one, and based o the profosadent hecdogy. For & shows
That the children of Belicven 300 5ot apan Som others by & cenain spoctal privilege, %o that



thoy are rogarded as holy I e Cherch.. Dt the fact thas the apostie ascribes 3 special

peivilcge 10 e childeen of bedicven befe hus it source &s the blicaing of the covenant, by

whose istervention (he cune of nature b desiroyed, and albo those who were by satere anclean

aro cossecratod 10 God by His grace. ™

Articie 17 of the Canoes of Dot b dasically & specific application of e thoology of baptisn
asd covesant articelatod by Calvin Boad strowed the spocial relatiombop that e children of helloven
on e dosl of Do covesant bave 10 God Dot taught e sadvacion of sech chikiren dying s afancy.
Astice 17 shared Calvia’s pasionl ssd iheodogical position and spoke it cearly % the particelas
iviorical drcumatances of e Nethortands,

We have uaced ihe disoussion aboul covenast childeen rough it hatonal development (n (he
Nethertands. We bave socn how (e $ymod of Don unanimowsly declaced its judgment that Caristiss
parcats may be asered, on 1he busks of God's Word, that (heir chiliren dytag In infsacy aro cloct and
svad. Thbs declaration met 3 senoes hivoncal diallenge 10 Reformed heokogy amd offered & comdoriiag
pastorsd promise 30 parests. Bat Seyood this specilic comion we wast 10 look deeper into Dorts
munmmnuuuu.mmdw—-;’um

As we sk 10 undentand Dort's theology of covesant and cloaion we must be altcative 10, tap
of ¢ vijal QUEicns 1hal come-10. e aiah of hebown. iy, bow are we 5 be syrmdT a0d sxoed. b
that sabvation evallebie 10 W The Reformed docaring of ehecsion. Doet iasisied, asswesed e (it from
bogianing 10 aad K s the grace of God that saves. Froem the cosmsels of clernify whore the elot wese
chosen, salvation is by grace. In e applkasion of redomprion (n e jusificasion, sactification and
porificasion of the elect, all sabation & of Gods sovercign, irresstitie grace.™ But pow Me second
QOOLOon arbes: I clection i fivod and certain in God, Dow caa saving grace be wruly svadable Hese, for
Deet, wan 1he place of B covonant. The covenant was God's revelstion (n history of the way of
sabation. The covenast commusity @ o New Tostamont age was (e Charch. Through e Church the



1l
promise of saving grace was offored 10 falth and there mssrance was ghven thal every one who belioved
bad sabation and was clect. The Canom of Dont prociaimed clearly e officr of sabation 10 3™ They
dectared tat the means for plasting and noarishing G were 8 the covesant community.® Asd the
Canoos doclared that as the Christian lved |8 the covesant commusity these were criteria wherchy be
could be sssared of his ssdvation asd clection.”

Dort's thoology @on struck a fine halesce detween clection and covenant. The Casons showed
hat prace was fully svallabic in e covenant 10 overpone who helioved and they assurod everyose wio
wruly believed Bt his sadvation was ssre 304 wxure (n God In this balasce Dom preserved Cavin's
preat reforming (nuights on sahation asd madstined (he cosfidesce and comfort of Carstianity. The
Ohrbtian could know that be was svod and Sat God had doso (1. All dosbas and dirents-whether of
Suman irability Or SVine @xdusion.. were removed for e fithdel. The beliover could know true poace
with God. This assured peace was the proper posscasion of every Carstian for Mmself™ and dcaermiscd
s refations with othen who siacerdly peofessed fe faith ™ This msered peace was a0 the possossion
of all Chrmtian paresss who lost (beir childres is iafuncy.

Dort's wadenvtanding of the relaticn of covenast and clection was nelther orfginal 8o
odawstive. Rather i the face of & great arivis Dor clearly restated (hese gress doctrines of Reformed
Chrisaaity. Dort oublabald ke tho Reformad e aonlooknal paramcten for farthor reflection oe (he
great doctrines of grace. For @e delegaies 10 the Symod of Dort the relation between covenast sad
chcnos was 801 peoblemacic. Thewr reasoniag was 1Bal those acorporsiod  isdaats (030 the covenant
of grace yntabaed » syving relationship 10 Ood walow they lator &a Mo rejocted 1hat covessat. Sioce
@aone dying In (nfancy could not reject the covenaal, Doy must be clect and saved, Hero Is & stmple, yet
profousd spproeciacon of the imerrelationsdip of ciection and covenant. Election was not & master of
speculsion of an snknowablc threal EXction wes abways the certaln foundation of sadvation o Gody
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poople-sahvation coarly revealed In e peovisiom of God's covenant.



A Aok, GO GR, P21,

AThere &0 & reamder of Studies On the history of the doctring of it savation. The most useful
for this sucdly was 8. B. Warfield, "The Developmant of the Doctring of Infant Sahvimor”, onginally
putiished In 1881, and eprinted In 0. B WarSekd, Stuches i Thaciogy, New York (Owford University
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