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51. Eschatology (6): Everything lasts  

David P. Field, “Not the Least Lash Lost” 

Introduction 

Our study of eschatology continues in session 51 with an article by David P. Field entitled “Not the 

Least Lash Lost.” David has taught eschatology for many years, and knows a thing or two about the 

subject. This article is freely available online at http://davidpfield.com/other/AAPC2-3lecture.pdf, 

and addresses the question, “Does everything we do have eternal significance?” 

Here’s a reminder of the outline of this section of the course: 

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 

If you’re pushed for time, omit the questions marked with a *. 

Incidentally, this session highlights an issue which I’ve been personally uncomfortable about for some time, namely 

the practice of referring to people in writing by their surname alone. I know David personally – indeed, he’s a fellow-

Elder with me at Emmanuel Evangelical Church – and I’m afraid it just doesn’t feel right to call him “Field.” It seems to 

me that it would be far more appropriate to speak of “Dr Field,” or “the Revd Dr Field,” or at least “David.” If you read 

some Puritan authors, or even some more modern authors such as C. S. Lewis, you’ll find an abundance of respectful 

titles and a distinct absence of unadorned surnames. Sadly, it seems that this habit has been lost, and I’m as guilty as 

anyone else for falling in line with the ill-mannered modern alternative. Of course, I don’t expect to change scholarly 

conventions single-handed, and I don’t want to cause confusion. But I hope you’ll excuse me if on this occasion I break 

with an ill-conceived convention and refer to my friend as David.  

Questions for reflection 

a. “If I knew the world was going to end tomorrow, I’d plant a tree today.” Discuss. (By the way, do 

you know whom this quotation is attributed to?) 

Study questions 

1. What, according to David, do “some evangelical Christians appear to believe” (p. 3)? Why? How 

does David summarise his response (p. 3)? 

2. “The topic under consideration is a version of the continuity-discontinuity question” (p. 5). What 

does David mean by this? 

3. David describes the “all that really counts is evangelism” position (as represented by the 

quotations on p. 6) as “confused, unworkable, and potentially humanistic” (p. 6). Why? Do you 

agree? 
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4. “Somewhere in the background of these quotations lies an unduly narrow reading of the Great 

Commission” (p. 8). Explain. 

5. What is the “challenge which Reformed Christians often need to hear” (p. 9)? 

On p. 11, David poses the question to be addressed in the essay: “Does everything we do have 

eternal significance?” On pp. 13-44, David outlines a series of six arguments which together incline 

him to answer, “Yes”. 

6. Summarise David’s first argument (pp. 13-17), paying particular attention to: 

• Jesus’ resurrection as the pattern for our resurrection; 

• the quotation from Robert Jenson (p. 14); 

• the (biblical?) illustration of the seed (p. 16). 

7. Summarise David’s second argument (pp. 17-22).  

8. “In order to describe as fully as possible the Lamb who was slain, you will end up saying 

absolutely everything about absolutely everything which has ever happened” (pp. 18-19). Why? 

Do you agree? 

*9. What is the “particular difficulty” (p. 20)? How does David resolve it? 

10. Summarise David’s third argument (pp. 22-28), paying particular attention to: 

• the church as the body of Christ (p. 23); 

• the “new creation deeds” argument (p. 24); 

• the Ecclesiastes / 1 Corinthians argument (pp. 24-25). 

11. Summarise David’s fourth argument (pp. 28-35), paying attention to each of the four parts of 

the argument in turn: 

• judgment, rewards, and differentiation (pp. 28-29); 

• identity and fullness (pp. 29-31); 

• our identity as “glorified agglomerations” (pp. 31-32); 

• “the associations and appearances which make up the fullness of our identity” (pp. 32-35). 

12. Summarise David’s fifth argument (pp. 35-38), paying attention to: 

• the quotation from Herman Bavinck (p. 35);  

• the analogy of the audition or rehearsal (p. 37) 

*13. Summarise David’s sixth argument (pp. 38-43), paying attention to David’s claim that “the 

Father doesn’t know the Son according to his human nature apart from the body of Christ” (p. 39). 

14. How persuasive do you find each of David’s arguments?  

 

 


