The TRYAL & TRIVMPH of FAITH

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

665. What objection of the Antinomians is first addressed?

Answer. "But the gospel, from the law of love, not the law itself, forbiddeth the believer to sin; neither teach we, (say they,) that the gospel maketh sin to be no sin, but it only maketh it to be no more my sin, but Christ's, and counted on his score, who was wounded for my iniquities, and was my surety; and therefore, his payment is my payment, so as we have no more conscience of sins."

666. What is acknowledged by Rutherford at the outset?

Answer. "It is true, the gospel speaketh no contradic​tions, and maketh not sin to be no sin,… it maketh Peter's denial of Christ, not to be Peter's sin in a legal and forensic way; but that Peter, believing in Christ, who justifieth the un​godly, shall not be condemned for that, nor for any other sin—that, and all his other sins with that, are counted upon Christ's score."

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

Answer. "But the denial of Christ, in another relation, is the sin of Peter only, to wit, according to the physical inherency of it, in that it proceeded from Peter's lust, and body of sin dwelling in him, and not any way from Christ Jesus, and in that it is against Christ's express commandment, who charged Peter to confess his Lord and Master."

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

Answer. The Antinomians go beyond acknowledging that our sins have been made Christ, and he has been made sin for us forensically, or, in a law way, by affirming (1) That Christ was not by way of supposition only, but really made a sinner and made sin; and (2) That not only the guilt of sin, but sin itself was laid upon Christ.

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

Answer. "In all this, you shall find grace turned into wantonness."

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

Answer. "In all this man's sermons, there is not one word to stir up to the duties of sanc​tification and holiness; but there is much in these words, and several other passages of his two little volumes of sermons, to depress, and cry down holiness and walking with God."

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

Answer. "No believer's sin is so counted upon Christ's score, as that it leaveth off to be the believer's sin, according to its physical and real indwelling."

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

Answer. "It is true, it is Christ's sin by law-imputation, and legal obligation to satisfactory punishment, and only laid upon Christ in that notion."

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

Answer. "Yet it is so the believer's sin, as he is to mourn for this very thing, that Christ was pierced and crucified to remove the guilt, and the obligation to satisfactory punishment: 'And they shall look upon me whom they have pierced, and they shall mourn for him, as one mourneth for his only son.' (Zech. 12:10.)"

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?

Answer. "He deceives himself and the truth is not in him." (1 John 1.8.)

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

Answer. "If there were no sinful I (to speak so) and no corrupt self in Paul, which breaketh out into sin, and this indwelling sin were as really in its essence, and its being, removed, and taken close out of Paul, as money taken really out of a place, is no more left in that place than if it had never been there; surely, then, justified saints were as clean as these, who are up before the throne, clothed in white."

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

Answer. Then, "when Paul saith, 'It is no more I that do sin, but sin that dwelleth in me,' he should speak contradictions, and say, It is no more I that do sin, but it is I that do sin."

677. How else would such reasoning contradict Paul?

Answer. According to such reasoning, "there should be in justified Paul, no law in his members warring against the law of his mind, as he saith, (Rom. 7:23); no body of death leading him captive to the law of sin, (verse 24); no flesh lusting against the spirit, hindering the regenerated to do the good that they would. As Paul speaketh, (Gal. 5:17,) there should be no mem​bers on earth to be crucified; as it is in Col. 3:5; no old man to be put off, no corruption, no deceitful lusts in us to be abated; as we are charged, Eph. 4:22,23; no fleshly lusts in us, which war against the soul, as 1 Pet. 2:11; no weight, no sin that doth so easily beset us, to be laid aside by the regenerated and justified, who are to run their race with patience: contrary to the Spirit of God, speaking the contrary, (Heb. 12:1,2)."

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

Answer. According to such reasoning, "the sinner may go to heaven, and be nothing in Christ's debt, to help him against indwelling sin, for that guest is so taken away, as money that was in a place, and is every penny really removed to another place."

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

Answer. "It is a flat contradiction (say Antinomians) to be a pardoned soul, and yet to have sin dwelling in the soul."

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

Answer. "The guilt of sin, and sin itself, are not one and the same thing, but far different things."

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

Answer. "(1.) The blot, defilement, and blackness of sin; which, I con​ceive, is nothing but the absence and privation of that moral rectitude, the want of that whiteness, innocency, and righteousness, which the holy and clean law of the Lord requireth to be in the actions, inclinations, and powers of the soul of a reasonable creature. (2.) There is the guilt of sin; that is, somewhat which issueth from this blot and blackness of sin, according to which, the person is liable and obnoxious to eternal punish​ment."

682. What is the guilt of sin?

Answer. "This is the debt of sin, the law obligation to satisfaction passive for sin."

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

Answer. "[T]here be two things in debt: (1.) An unjust thing; a hurting of our brother in his goods: this is a blot, and a thing pri​vately contrary to justice. (2.) A just thing, a guilt, a just debt, according to which it is most just, that the broken man either pay or suffer."

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?

Answer. "The blot of sin hath divers relations, and these con​trary one to another."

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

Answer. "There is the blot of sin in relation to the holy law, as it is a privation of the rectitude and holiness that the spiritual law requireth; and it is formally sin, and not the guilt of sin; in which consideration, as nothing removeth blindness but seeing eyes, or deafness but hearing ears, so no​thing formally removeth sin, but only the perfect habit of accomplished sanctification; and so, the blot of sin, is not that which is formally removed in justification, but only in perfected sanctification."

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

Answer. "The blot of sin in relation to God, as offended and injured, putteth on the habit of guilt, and so, it is washed away in the "fountain opened to the house of David," and formally removed in justification; but now, it is not formally considered as sin, but accord​ing to that which is accidental in sin; viz., obliga​tion to punishment, which may be, and is removed from sin, the true essence and nature of sin being saved whole and entire."

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

Answer. "Hence sin hath divers con​siderations: (1) As sin is contrary to the righteousness and holiness of the law, it is formally sin, and this essential form and life of sin remaineth in us while we live…. (2.) As sin is a blackness contrary to the innocency that the law requireth, and as it blotteth and defileth the soul, it is a spot…. (3.) As sin is a blot that maketh the creature impure, unclean, and contrary and hateful to God."

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

Answer. Sin "is a blot and unclean thing to God, and that two ways:—[1.] As it is contrary to God's holy law, it is formally sin, as is before said. [2.] As it offendeth and injureth God in his honour and glory of supreme authority, to command what is just and holy, it is an offence and a provocation."

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

Answer. That which is "fundamental, potential, the guilt of sin as sin; this is all one with sin, being the very essence, soul, and formal being of sin; and this guilt of sin you can​not remove from sin, so as sin shall remain sin; take this away, and you take away sin itself."

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

Answer. Because, "Joseph's brethren say, Truly we sinned, or were guilty against our brother. (Gen. 42:22.) This is nothing, but we trespassed against our brother; this is not spoken so much of guilt, as of sin itself."

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

Answer. "But there is another guilt in sin, called the guilt or obligation to punishment, the actual guilt, or actual obli​gation of the person who hath sinned to punishment; and this guilt is a thing far different from sin itself, and is separable from sin, and may be, and is removed from sin, without the destruction of the essence of sin, and is fully removed in justification."

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

Answer. "That which our blessed Surety took upon him for our cause, with​out taking to him any thing which is essential in sin, such as is to be a sinner like us, to do violence, to be justly accused of sin, that is different from sin."

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

Answer. "Christ took on him the guilt of our sin, that is, the actual obligation to be punished for sin, while as he bare our sins in his own body on the tree, (1 Pet. 2:24,) 'And was wounded for our transgressions, and bruised for our iniquities, and did bear on him the chastisement of our peace,' (Isa. 53:5,) 'and died for our offences,' (Rom. 4:25; 5:6)."

694. What is the conclusion of this first syllogism?

Answer. Therefore, That guilt of our sin that Christ took upon him, is something different from sin and what is essential to sin itself.

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

Answer. "That in all his life and sufferings he did no violence, committed no sin, nor touched any contagion of sin in his own person, is evident; because he was holy, harmless, undefiled, and separated from sinners, (Heb. 7:26; 4:15; Isaiah 53:9)."

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

Answer. "The cause cannot be one and the same with the effect, nor the subject and foundation one with the adjunct, and that which resulteth from the founda​tion."

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

Answer. "But sin is the cause, foundation, and subject, from which guilt, or actual obligation to punishment issueth, because therefore is the sinner under guilt-personal, and actual obligation to punishment, because he hath sinned, and is under the guilt of transgression."

698. What is the conclusion of this second syllogism?

Answer. "To be guilty, or obliged to eternal punishment, is a fruit and result, or consequent of the fundamental and intrinsical guilt of sin," and thus, they two are different.

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

Answer. "An unjust and sinful deviation from the holy will of God revealed in his law, and hateful to, and punish​able by God, cannot be one and the same thing with that which is just, and agreeable to the just and holy will of God."

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

Answer. "Sin itself, in its formal being, is a deviation from the holy will of God revealed in his law, sin being defined by John, 'A transgression of the law,' and is hateful to, and punishable by the Lord. But the guilt of sin, of which we now speak, is nothing but the demerit, and actual obligation to eternal punishment, and is no unjust thing, no trans​gression of God's will revealed in his law: yea, the demerit of sin is a most just thing, and the actual obligation to punishment is most just and holy, and agreeable to God's just will."

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

Answer. No. "Obligation to punish​ment can neither be punishable nor hateful to God; yea, it is just with God, that the sinner be under law-obligation, to eat the fruits of the tree of his own planting, to have his teeth set on edge with the sour grapes which he ate himself."

702. What is the conclusion of this third syllogism?

Answer. Sin, being hateful to God, cannot be the same as Guilt, the obligation to punishment on account of sin, being agreeable to the just and holy will of God.

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"?

Answer. No.

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

Answer. The surety's "promise to the creditor putteth no act of injustice in lavishly spend​ing his neighbours goods on him, for in that, he is innocent, and cannot be charged morally, as a faulty and a broken bankrupt."
