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A SCHOLASTIC DISPUTE ABOUT
DIVINE PROVIDENCE
Delivered to Young Candidates in the Renowned University
of St Andrews by way of Various Lectures, in which
(because it pertains to the greatest heads of matters) is both contended and argued a
rebuttal to the Jesuits, Arminians, and Socinians, concerning the Dominion of G OD
through His industrious action surrounding sin, through concurrence of primary cause,
and through predetermination.
Adjoined are Metaphysical Inquiries concerning Being, Possibility, the Dominion of
G OD in entities and non-entities, and various Questions which especially conduce to a
more fruitful and more exquisite study of the Doctrines of Divine Providenc e.

Through the studies and diligence of Samuel Rutherford, honored Professor of Sacred
Theology at the Renowned University of St Andrews.

J OB XXIII:8&9
“Behold, I go forward, but he is not there; and backward, but I cannot perceive him:
On the left hand, where he doth work, but I cannot behold him: he hideth himself on
the right hand, that I cannot see him.”
R OMANS XI:23
“O the depth of the riches both of the wisdom and knowledge of God! how
unsearchable are his judgments, and his ways past finding out! ”

EDINBURGH
Printed by the Heirs of George Anderson, 1 on behalf of Robert Brown, and for sale in
the flank of the Northern courtyard, not much beyond the cross, toward the insignia
of the Sun, in the Year of the L ORD 1649.

1

[George Anderson was one of the first Scottish printers to gain significant renown. His earliest extant work
was the Protestation of the General Assembly of the Church of Scotland, printed in Glasgow on Nov. 28 & 29, 1638.
He appears to have died in 1648, hence why the present pamphlet was printed by his heirs. (M’Ure, 368).]
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[Hieronymus Fasolus (1566-1639)]
[Rodrigo de Arriaga (1592-1667)]
4
[Diego Ruiz de Montoya (1562-1632)]
5
[Gabriel Vázquez (1549-1604)]
6
[Philipe de Gamaches (1568-1625)]
7
[Alexander Pesantius (15??-1617)]
8
[Penotto (1574-1639)]
9
[Literally, “by such persuasive means?”]
3
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11
[Theodorus Smising (1580-1626)]
12
[Jacob Arminius (1560-1609)]
13
[Thomas Jackson (1579-1640)]
14
[The book in question is A Treatise of the Divine Essence and Attributes, published 1628-9.]
15
[François Annat (1590-1670)]
16
[Doctor William Twisse (1577-1646)]
10
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17

[Bellarmino (1542-1621)]
[In the original Table of Chapters, the entire sentence regarding Prov. 16:4 is missing, rendering the
conjunction item (“likewise”) at the beginning of the next sentence confusing. This has been amended in the present
copy.]
19
[Leonardus Lessius (1554-1623)]
20
[Durandus (1230-1296)]
21
[Ludovicus a Dola (16??-1636)]
18
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22

[Suarez (1548-1617)]
[Raynaud (1583-1663)]
24
[Guillaume Gibieuf (1585-1650)]
25
[Nicolaas Grevinchoven (1570-1632)]
26
[Calvin (1509-1564)]
27
[Beza (1519-1605)]
28
[“The chapter” is understood in the original.]
23
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that may Perhaps bring forth a Measure of Light
to the Doctrine of Providence
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[The word therefore is not in the original Table of Chapters, but has been added on the basis of the actual
chapter title.]
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Concerning the conflict in GOD’s will as it is falsely imputed to our side.30
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30

[In Latin, “us.”]

