The TRYAL & TRIVMPH of FAITH

By Samuel Rutherfurd
Question Set 18: Sermon 19, List 1. 

665. What objection of the Antinomians is first addressed?

666. What is acknowledged by Rutherford at the outset?

667. Yet, what is affirmed, contrary to the principles of the Antinomians?

668. In what two things do the Antinomians exceed what we acknowledge?

669. To what does Dr. Crispe's reasoning tend in his defence of these points?

670. What is lacking from Dr. Crispe's two volumes of sermons speciously entitled, "Christ Exalted"?

671. What is the first position affirmed by Mr. Rutherford?

672. In what sense do we acknowledge the sins of believers to be Christ's sins?

673. And how are these yet the believer's sins?

674. What must be said of a man who says he has no sin, or nothing in him contrary to the holy law of God?

675. How do Paul's words in Romans 7 refute the Antinomians?

676. If sin no longer dwelt in us, what absurdity would follow from the words of Paul?

677. How else would such reasoning contradict Paul?

678. How does this doctrine of the Antinomians make the believing sinner to be less in the debt of Christ than he really is?

679. In spite of these things, what do the Antinomians still maintain?

680. What is the second position affirmed by Mr. Rutherford?

681. In considering our terms, what two things must be considered in sin?

682. What is the guilt of sin?

683. What two things may be found in debt that will parallel two things to be found in sin?

684. What is answered to the assertion of some, that the blot of sin is washen away by the blood of Christ, as though it were the very same as the guilt of sin removed in justification?

685. What first relation of the blot of sin is explained?

686. What second relation of the blot of sin is explained?

687. What three considerations of sin are thence to be concluded?

688. In what two ways is sin a blot and unclean thing to God?

689. What is first in the two-fold consideration of guilt?

690. Why does it do Dr. Crispe no good if we concede to him that sin and the guilt of sin are all one?

691. What is the second in the two-fold consideration of guilt?

692. What is the major proposition of the first proof that this guilt is different from sin?

693. What is the minor proposition of the first proof that this guilt is different from sin?

694. What is the conclusion of this first syllogism?

695. How is it clear that there was no such guilt as consists in what is essential to sin itself, in or on Christ?

696. What is the major proposition of the second proof that this guilt is different from sin?

697. What is the minor proposition of the second proof that this guilt is different from sin?

698. What is the conclusion of this second syllogism?

699. What is the major proposition of the third proof that this guilt is different from sin?

700. What is the minor proposition of the third proof that this guilt is different from sin?

701. Is guilt, essentially considered as an obligation to punishment on account of sin, hateful to God?

702. What is the conclusion of this third syllogism?

703. Can any law of God "make actions evil and sinful, that are physically, inherently, intrinsically, really, the unjust actions of the doer, the formal sin, or intrinsical and fundamental sinful guilt of another man, who, in that action, is innocent, and is not a member, a hand, or a foot of the man that committed that fault"?

704. How is the surety different from the debtor in his relation to the creditor when the debtor has wasted the creditor's goods?

