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~jR. SCHAFF introduces into thc- literature of this subjeet a
.Lh istorical parallel between the five Revision-articles, andi

the five points of Armninianisin, as condemned at the Synod of
Dort, concerning, which it is renmarked that 4'they have long siiice
been abandoned iu thiat country." Have they been abandoned by
the Diitch Cburchi? Unless this be so, there is no Dresuniiption
created against thein. If thecy have been abandoncd byv the D ttch
people, this fact shoulJf be taken alongr withi anothier, stated in the
"Creeds of Cliristendoiin," thiat Arîninianisni, whichi had a

leaning to Socinianismn, led to thiat Rationalis'ùi wvih bias
overspread Euirope. The violent proccedings of thea Synod of Dort
could flot cxtinguish Arininianismn, but Arminianisi by naL',.ral
or logical development extingunislied itself and endcd in ratic-.
alisiin. The Arîninian five points -%vere distinct and important
parts of Ch)ristian dogma; but eternal preterition and eternal
reprobation are identical conceptions of whichl damnation of infants
and heathens [a.% it is wrongrly exprcssed] is part and. the points
rcferringt to Antichrist and the idolatry of Popery, are merely
opinions or at mnost interpretations. To rank these points alongr
,with the Arminian points as distinct articles of Chiristian dogîna
gives them a factitious importance, and confirms thie very question-
able statemnent that this Revision. business is "the ag"reates>
doctrinal discussion hield in this country, and forms an epocli-
making chapter in the history of Ainerican Tlieology'
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