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46. Eschatology (1): The Day of the Lord 

Herman Bavinck, “The Day of the Lord” 

Introduction 

In session 46 of the Emmanuel Guided Reading Course, we begin a series of topics under the 

overall heading of Echatology. This term is commonly understood to refer to the doctrine of the 

so-called “Last Things” – death, judgment, heaven and hell – from the Greek word eschatos, 

meaning “last”. However, properly understood, eschatology is much broader than this. 

Eschatology is the study of the Christian of philosophy of history. This obviously includes events 

that lie in the distant future, such as various millennial views, the return of Christ, the resurrection 

of the dead, the renewal of the creation, the final judgment, everlasting glory and everlasting 

punishment. But it also includes a consideration of the progress of history more generally: the 

development of God’s plan for the world from creation to new creation. We live somewhere in the 

middle of history, so obviously a good deal of what God’s plan for the world lies in our past, and 

these past events will have in impact upon the future. Eschatology is therefore organically 

connected to covenant theology, and also has implications for our understanding of contemporary 

political and social life. We will consider many of these issues in the coming weeks. 

Here’s an outline for the next few sessions: 

Eschatology (1): The Day of the Lord 

Eschatology (2): The renewal of creation 

Eschatology (3): Everlasting glory 

Eschatology (4): Everlasting punishment 

Eschatology (5): The millennium 

Eschatology (6): Everything lasts 

Eschatology (7): The State 

We’re returning in this session to Herman Bavinck’s Reformed Dogmatics, vol. 4, chapter 17 (pp. 

691-714), entitled “The Day of the Lord.” As you may remember from earlier sessions, Bavinck’s 

writing is rather more dense and complex than Calvin’s. Calvin is a crisp, dry gin and tonic; Bavinck 

is a double measure of Lagavulin, straight, no ice. Since the latter is best enjoyed in small sips, 

we’ll be taking Bavinck in shorter sections, which should give you time to reflect carefully on what 

he’s is saying.  

Introductory questions 

a. Which is to be preferred: cremation or burial? Does it matter? If so, why? 

b. What with our resurrection bodies be made of? 

c. What will happen on the final Day of Judgment? On what basis will the saved be distinguished 

from the lost? 
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Study questions 

1. How is “the Day of the Lord” (p. 692) depicted in the Old Testament?  

2. According to Bavinck, when did “the last part of the present aeon” begin (p. 692)? And when 

will “the aeon to come” begin (p. 692)?  

For reflection: Bavinck cites Hebrews 2:5 to support his view about “the aeon to come”. Do you 

agree with him? 

3. “Undoubtedly Scripture teaches a general resurrection, a resurrection not only of believers but 

also of unbelievers” (p. 693). According to Bavinck, why is this resurrection necessary? And what 

purpose does it accomplish? 

On pp. 694-698 Bavinck explores his claim that in the resurrection “the identity of the resurrection 

body with the body that has died will be preserved” (p. 694). Bavinck clearly thinks this is a 

significant issue – he devotes considerable space to it, and repeatedly emphasises its importance. 

Questions 4 to 7 are intended to help you follow Bavinck’s discussion of this theme. 

4. What biblical evidence does Bavinck adduce to support his view that in the resurrection “the 

identity of the resurrection body with the body that has died will be preserved” (p. 694)? 

5. Bavinck highlights the importance of this issue twice on p. 694 (Note: “In the first place ... In the 

second place...”). What two reasons does he give? 

6. What does Bavinck think about cremation and burial (p. 695)? Do you find his reasoning 

persuasive?  

For reflection: Do you agree with Bavinck here? What pastoral issues does this discussion raise? 

7. What view does Bavinck describe as “extreme” on p. 695? How does he respond (pp. 695-698)? 

What do you think? 

8. How, according to Bavinck, is the final judgment “pictured in the Old Testament” (p. 698)? How 

is it depicted in New Testament (p. 698)?  

For reflection: How do you think these two perspectives on divine judgment might relate to each 

other? 

9. “In the final judgment ... all the works performed by people ... are considered” (p. 700). What 

does Bavinck mean by this? What biblical evidence does he adduce?  

For reflection: Do you find this biblical evidence surprising? 

10. Scripture “clearly states that consideration will be given to the measure of revelation that any 

given person has received” (p. 700). What does Bavinck mean by this (p. 700-701)? Do you agree?  
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In the final two sections, Bavinck considers both the nature of final punishment and its duration. 

We’ll be looking in more detail at this horrifying subject in a future session, but it’s nonetheless 

well worth reading what Bavinck has to say. 

11. What do you think of the scriptural material with which Bavinck depicts the nature of 

punishment (pp. 702-704)?  

12. What reasons have historically been cited to oppose the doctrine of eternal punishment (pp. 

704-705)? How persuasive to you find them?  

13. What “three hypotheses” (p. 705) have been constructed by opponents of the doctrine of 

eternal punishment (pp. 705-707)? 

On pp. 708-710 Bavinck discusses some of the biblical evidence that supports the eternal 

punishment of the lost, before proceeding to respond to aspects of the “three hypotheses” 

mentioned on p. 705. 

14. What is “above all necessary” if we are “to appreciate the fact of eternal punishment” (p. 

711)? 

15. How does Bavinck respond to the claim that eternal punishment is “inconsistent with the 

goodness and love of God” (p. 712)? 

16. “For the person who disputes [the reality of] eternal punishment, there is enormous danger of 

playing the hypocrite before God” (p. 712). Why? 

 

 

 


