BRE - EBE® SE+=#H —O-O0%

[ IEAMBUR
B3 B T S

e

ALK G Y G R R G AT AT R R

d

&

— 5|5
o BB INET L F & (neo-Calvinist) 22 R E g
(Herman Bavinck, 1854-1921) J2& 45 FEAERE A -+ JUH ARk
FHEL SR | > BREAS REAN 7R BUACE BRAE 2L T Rl IRFER Y Bz w]
FPE (knowability) > A ERFE b7 #E MM (transcendence)
MANT 2375 (incomprehensibility) BB S - E4F (Karl
Barth) HEEEH Ut S B A 3 FERr i B 0 SO haiE > AR
Akl £ b 2 ] FPEREE R B [ HBFREBEET ] > b
[ VR — 57 > AR AT B S0 o B G 0 S v, > RSP BR
BT CHBIATTHEEYE) | o "B SCHaMF I 2 far B A ER IR
SCRR AT — {18 22 tH A R AR AT SR AR ek I SO e AR
mn ERTAS VTR TR GE 2 S RGN Byl o TE R FE TR
FHELFL > ECFO 2 IR PR S IRE A » H CGRERFZUE M)
(F£3# : Our Reasonable Faith ; a5 B JFSC AL T 0B E4
Magnalia Dei) A—JL/\/EERFERE - CHUEDE
B~ fEHEFR o 2 SO UG 3 CBURRAFEE)  (GE -

1 Karl Barth, Die Kirchliche Dogmatik 11/1 (Ziirich: TVZ, 1980), p 208 » £ % (DL F4hE 3¢
JRRESR) o

2 fEHE R OCHR - BT s MR > (RMEMMEI) 080 : B ML - 2011)
PR - B3R E o W PRGE . CEEZME) (AL BORSEBEAL > 1993) -
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Reformed Dogmatics ; Ji3C : Gereformeerde Dogmatiek) HH
%5 (John Bolt) #mTHAAEMTIR > JRA — O —bE4FLIH3C
it o 3

SR » 7E % ot 1Y) EERE BR AU A B 5L > 2 S ) e B
WFFEAS o Am il o DA SCre AR 2y F MR SC > B4R
PERAEERE P R TR A ] ( GEJRL - BB bR D
o KBEFERBECRAMGERTE) ) o HHIRZ R - HETO— N
A BIA D e SR A = KT OSRE P gE sk S
LT AH BRI SR - 4

ASCPA TIESRANBAC ] A > BEsEe 5 ) B
VAR o Sl 3 AT e B O T S v T T T e e Y S R
o B AR R S ERHE 5 (Bruce McCormack)
DL [IE&H @B ] (orthodox and modern) F#i#it B 45 1Y) if
B2 o SYT AR SZ BRI 1 AR I SC e BR 2 A U v (Cory Brock)
BRIN_O— /EMETEREE LamsC - AL [IE#5r
Bt ] (orthodox yet modern) Z5HEmE » BT SCow Bl A€
W #F (F. D. E. Schleiermacher) HJER > 5038 [1E4%
BL[HAG ] PR T BAFEZS o OB BHE voam M AR ER Y [IE
Hitkl Wy FUERR BN > RNEBEFRIESA —EER
HE BER TR B — IR AR T B B ER (classical theism)

<

3 B35 (Herman Bavinck) 7 - #4% (John Bolt) #i > RIREESE » (Hm#ass (W
BRI ) (RERWZE - BAME WL LML - 2017) -

4 5, Ximian Xu (#%P4 ), “Herman Bavinck’s ‘Yes’ and Karl Barth’s ‘No’: Constructing a
Dialectic-in-Organic Approach to the Theology of General Revelation”, Modern Theology 35
(2019), pp 323-351 ; Nathaniel Gray Sutanto (¥ R), “Herman Bavinck and Thomas Reid
on Perception and Knowing God”, Harvard Theological Review 111 (2018), pp 115-134 ;
Nathaniel Gray Sutanto, “Neo-Calvinism on General Revelation: A Dogmatic Sketch”,
International Journal of Systematic Theology 20 (2018), pp 495-516

5 Bruce McCormack, Orthodox and Modern: Sudies in the Theology of Karl Barth (Grand
Rapids, MI: Baker Academic, 2008)

6 Cory Brock, Orthodox yet Modern: Herman Bavinck’s Appropriation of Schleiermacher
(Ph D dissertation, University of Edinburgh, 2018)
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[ EgEanR A

AR o TE SRR TIESRME ] RIAE 25 e - B RIRHE K
NHEHIMELIES (creedal orthodoxy) > PA K T-Lihsdek
% IE %t (Reformed orthodoxy) JT i 57 1Y 58 5 IE %t
(confessional orthodoxy) ° TEMIEAHIF T » B EE
=— bW AT FAFA (perfect being) > M ERFFAAE £ 17 4HE
BIAEZ&EY T EME - BAAFMH (aseity) -~ A&
(immutability) ~ KAEPE (eternality) o SR1M » RHLIELR
e BRI > A T R EEE A BLEH  (German
idealism) fiTih o FRARHEAEEIBUETR (absolute idealism) )
g > FEE SCSTR R TR OIL S WIEE o
AL E OAFEARE » far BEER R E M BL SR L T U
B > R AT BT R E SR B E 2 M o A ]
LR 7 G o SAKMRIE  (James Eglinton) S5#T 0 EE2 L
HIEREBCT AF B BE AR > 58 2% [ 0 3Coe T B4 FRAR T 45— 11
S BNS NAHEL LR B o BN Ha LR - Sy sk
5?%1‘%@5@1‘?‘@5?&%?" O 1 it 455 5 W £ S 5 Y TE
> Gl A PR R BLSER  ITRE IR - EEE S TEBUF
;H\:JL‘\*E o 10

N

SASAREE B O aVBUES - BIETE®) R (Nathaniel Gray
Sutanto) ~ & seiE AT AR R AR B N AT
EIE o Mg salh [IESTAVELAC ] AHE B2 i 1 SC e dnde] ]
IR FR SN L 0 i 26 5 i ) B AR C R > AE A R FR AL T R R

7 REFRE, (CRFNEBIARS - EREUERN SGERRED > W CGER : BEECULT
W) 52 (2020) - H 263-289 °
8 MEST UL A B 2 /F /2 Jan Veenhof, Revelatieen Inspiratie (Amsterdam: Buijten &
Schipperheijin, 1968) ©
9 James Eglinton, “To Be or to Become -- That Is the Question: Locating the Actualistic in
Bavinck’s Ontology”, in John Bowlin (ed), The Kuyper Center Review, Volume 2:
Revelation and Common Grace (Grand Rapids, MI: Eerdmans, 2011), p 119
10 fil4n James Eglinton, Trinity and Organism: Toward a New Reading of Herman Bavinck's Organic
Motif (London: Bloomsbury, 2012) ; Brian Mattson, Restored to Our Destiny: Eschatology and the
Image of God in Herman Bavinck' s Reformed Dogmatics (Leiden: Brill, 2012) ©
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B2 S oo B e AL 2 [ R R BRAR B s A o B0 R IR
DL TSR L2 ek 35 (Reformed eclecticism) JEZA
SCHEAYSEAR » VNEAE LR | B LR e > dR i (R
O SC S i B AE AR AS - B DA T A 7 45 0 > (Lt B SR AK T 1Y)
HE) > BURKFARRER 2 MO AR A EE
HHESWEZWMHEER] 12

A SCERH BRI R BT £ (speculative philosophy)
F Sy AR TR RN AR B o B SO v R TE R SRAR T
Ao AR LR > EL Al TR (URSOORE TR W
R EVERZEEE A > (E AR IR SO T AR AR BT
BRFFZER > MASCERRE ESNEBRMEEZ > f
FH DAL vy Bl o S B EOR 5 3 T S A B RS 0 b
£ (substantialist metaphysics) > JEl—%& [1EZAIBIAL]
B o

T BB RS AR ¢ + BRE B - RSN

B S e B IR A 53 1 BB o fiay T ST T RBHER: | (wetenschap)
B (Wissenschaft) “EURAHA > 4585 A& 37 A 0F 50 5
B3 ST A ST AR R o A AN SCRE SR Bk 3 AR
IR Y R BT S R A > RHER IR T - KB
BB & ([ 488 ¥ 5 | > #53C : Erfahrungsgegenstand) >
e DL A SR M (T B R ML
Denknotwendigkeit) > #fit &5 & FIET - SR T %238 R0
MEAES (TR B & 288w 0y S akem 2 28

11 Nathaniel Gray Sutanto, “Herman Bavinck’s Reformed Eclecticism: On Catholicity, Consciousness
and Theological Epistemology”, Scottish Journal of Theology 70 (2017), pp 310-332

12 Nathaniel Gray Sutanto & TSENG Shao Kai, “Bavinck and Hegel Revisited: Providence,
Reason, and the Unsublatable,” in Neue Zeitschrift fur Systematische Theologie und
Religionsphilosophie (under review)
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[ EgEanR A

[HEk ] Y IEARAREUE) o S5 FRRL SRR 57 FRAEAL A3 2
e 5 TR [ R B P BT A ER A AR BT > AN DA B
FWFTTE S T DA JRE SE HERNE I I AR e i - B
BUARITE A -

ESCre MRS T > SR EE A o [ e RLE
WG 2 | BEFR R - v agE T — L 2 AN NI AAROR £
AT EEUR (Ritchlian) 25K FHH (Julius Kaftan) 1E
A EEE R E S o RIIHIEMEMER Y > B NERR B 2R B
SRR B b 53 FRAM PR ER J7 25 KW 5 - TR 20 At Y Rk
W ZE R FL A E B ) 3 FRUR o R IH AT EE 5y > AHEL RN
sk (M5 OHnGk | e TRHERIEE ] « SORM » B swsm e -

[ b B2 o] g M B ek 09 - Ah B E © AR BUR T 4th B
O AHFEMATE) > BEFHEL LT - BRORETHRES T
BTE B B ARk o T R AR A T B BT T Y
> BEMEYIHLEL . RFREU I S o ] ot > AR
AR — FIRLER 5 PHER NGRS B2 RN o

B2 S e 5 W AR BRI s B AE AR L AD (Long
Nineteenth Century) 412 #8588 ] (theological turn to the
subject) o T RATHE L [FREBGERAE ] > AHEk A MEps
SEANSHBRVEZ b o B8 A R R e B S O (4 - o
NBEE ) EREVERE > FRIbH 2 &2 n) EJE Ear fERUR
ATE R EREYE - SR 0 [ AN F sl
HRITREE R > WU 4 T 3YERPT A B B EHE S s nE
i A AR RUR Z ANAS AT B BRR K - T 7R B Fe S h Fo M e

13 Herman Bavinck, Reformed Dogmatics (DA 4% 4 RD » ABEELER) | vol 1, God and
Creation (ed John Bolt; trans John Vriend; Grand Rapids, MI: Baker Academic, 2004), p 38

14 FE>H42-

15 [t

16 L -
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SRABEH A EERR - BB A AE M 5E 8 H 3 FRAM BIOR 1 BA
AR FER I B A o ]
e b BXoagRBEERSIE - [ B
Al BEA RO B 2 r9 R » HUE A R a2 A 2R RUR
THHEHCHEFEEN I —&EJ] (Nach-Denken : AJ FHf# £
[F&EE] ) | o SAKEFREE & F S Ath anfa] 7e 55 B
Bl PP REZ W (Anselm of Canterbury) AIFHEEJTL o B
SCHNGASER T L o AR 2 A TR A
FA —FEER LS 5/ OREF B 7 B ek 2 B KA A
&1 o P - BFEZ S MmN GEER)  (Proslogion)
BT EANRA R > AR IR F R T ek
Ao B O E TRl A Y - S W AR A B
BNE A EELR .

ZHMMAE[FH] B[ E8] 5 HAMEE intdligere
(M) > MEE intelligere» R H A1z o & F e ik
fFt sk SR TEREFNEAEMIET - 52> HE
Ffemiz > [HE] DAEATRAERENESE LFH
LR oTIRABEZNEENLT -EWAGALFTONEE
R (EERU—EIBAZEMEN T R) - BwANMAE
L FZEEENE L B D ERRLEGEEY - 4
HE EFRARLZLAEZREN (AFEME) o2

17 HL-

18 Karl Barth, Unterrichtin der Chrisliche Religion, vol 1 (Ziirich: TVZ, 1985),p 185

19. RDLp 146

20 Karl Barth, Fides quaerens intellectum: Anselms Beweis fur die Existenz Gottes, 1931
(Ziirich: TVZ, 1981),p 15
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[ Eg AR

B vefd 3 B %) (Johannes Kepler) P25 [R5 L
T EAR L EAR ] (thinking God’s thoughts after him) > 1F
Eg?@%iﬂﬁﬁﬁq%‘ LWWWQEESC% 1R ER T Y
[REHE ] W o WK @M MK B E R T T
M > HPH R RS R (Sigurd Baark) —O—
JAF ) B B EEE A > AR ER T A O R U S R
B S s B P 22 (speculative philosophy ) Y 2 B 3%
(reflection s Nachdenken) <2![ J& 3% | (speculation ; Spekulation)
— i B A DA S e R (UL A BB E S )
oo BEF TR EE  AERHE L - TR A EHER
R 2w 5 ORI | 4t - RS [JEHE] mkE
AEFEV]REH OB SO SR (DA SIE MR 5 O
ARG A > (B S 2P R T 2 R BUSER U 9T i SRSk o K
(Howard Kainz) BPFfamiE » SRASHET [ PPHEL 2 credo ut
intelligam FAF ] O iR F/uxﬁ#'@ﬁ%%%?ﬁﬁﬁﬁj 0 22
HAR o B (DL EARR) it o ZUAR AR SR AR T T AR
By R B PR R A > 2 TR R Y o 23 00 S v BR A R
BB Ko 3 lm B RL 2 LB T 325 1) i I 58 R A B A TT ) i
WHo AERTZ T ISR 5 T BLRAS W2 4 38 (panlogism)
F 4 SRR ROEA T R o SR SRAR AT A B PR SE
A2 R IRO Rl A EER -
HAEH (1770-1831) AR— B & A€y - BHERT
%i"ﬂ%{ﬁﬁﬂt#] B K HAth SCAL B S 28 > AR F DA

21 Sigurd Baark, The Affirmations of Reason: On Karl Barth’s Speculative Theology (Cham:
Palgrave Macmillan, 2018), p 22

22 Howard Kainz, “Hegel, Providence, and the Philosophy of History”, Hegel-Jahrbuch 1995, p
184

23 DOhp SRS T A BRAR o 702 R O RE R A AR R S A 00 SR o BBk F “Karl Barths
aktualistische Ontologie: Thre Substanzgrammatik des Seins und Prozessgrammatik des
Werdens”, Neue Zeitschrift fur Systematische Theologie und Religionsphilosophie, 61 (2019),
pp 32-50 °
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PE LRI 2 S0 H6 R e S0 5 o S0 vl iam e > FEABKREAR
e DA 2 AL B E IR - [ EAF 2 AN AT AP A AR TR
W W H B T BRG] o 2RI R o (MR
ﬁ » BURCRHE AR B B E R e > sl AF b ar Al
W ELFEIL (providence) UM S BERR A NGk il sk >~ b - 2538
ELRRE AR I B B A 2 [ A&
(imago Dei) HJZFEHMEM N VEAR AR ALY [ 25 ik |
(dignity ; Wilrde) » —-t/\/\ 4RI 3L ER R (X F A% B H
7% (Lagrangian mechanics) $EBR T 4F1H 85 [ 7]
(f=ma) WIMEE > HHAFEME [ Bz F 1 sk [4E+
Z bar ] MG > AEERR EREIE BRI B S > AR R
B EIR G Z BRIOMEE o FE A T LA T b BERR R BT
TR E (modern research universities) FEEF 22 & KT
EEWTA Z— > OS2 R iR AN H Qo] i Sz A
B RFEVE o bl ZH BT o B O B ANn] 2 LAt ER R} 42
AHEARR B 1 T AL LR o
B SCreds o R BRI B 2R T 28 5wk = 1 A sk
R RASETACRAE — BN - 2B W irae LarnRE s
Tﬁﬁﬁ*ﬁ]ﬁﬁﬁ%/ﬁ\mrﬁiﬁ‘?% Bl R 2
(Wissenschaft) £ A5 4 5y ) BR Mg o DEAK AT 8 25 30 B2——4F
AR —— T PR 2 SRR RIS (Begriff) - JRRIFR}
B FRIER - TE GRBIEER) 1AL ARHEREZ RN
[ 4K BRLEL | (the pure science) > Ji5& [ ¥ LA FA B9HE
At | > JRED [BUEA S | (the Idea itself) o 20E3C3a IEffE
b FFERAE Jk]Li*%ﬂ%TWﬁm > BHEWFIE T — MR » fEH
Hre TRV WmEZEEE > — 22 SR A a5

24 RDILp 43
25 [k -
26 [A] L o
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ok R K KA T 3 1 b B BB NI R B AR R 2 B

P~ B4 BlE A S ] (Reason, Thought, the Idea itself) ° 27

FARB®WAECHESWREZ > B8 A %
(Wesentlichkeit) Bl 27 - 75 H

BEmOAEHZ A AR EHpA—BERE—
TERAFERG R B AN ER > st fia R
A0 2 BB R o AR IR R R AR R T 2 P A AR R
B BRMERLE KYENB R Py o H M
ERAEERERE DA 2Rl eMELXe A e R
2R A A% 12 S AR TR B AR AR R B AR S el o B PR AL AR
B> REREEHZIARA MW -2

TG (Dean Moyar) #famiE » [ SBASTW W E 5
(deduction claim) & > HE& (the Concept) Jii& [#MER}
B WEEEE - A ERITA B ZIEIRIE R (the truth of
all the shapes of consciousness) ° %&as B AVEIF (claim for
justification) 7 It AT 5w 60wk s 19 7 SR 2 4 — i 4 0
Aok e I BL e Y S 1 B R R ] 0 20
WEEAWFEVERLH] - [#E& ] (concept > Begriff) %
[#5:] (representation ; Vorstellung) < @Ml > &3 M
T Y EE BRI o RGN BHE » 2T (sensibility
Sensibilitat) 09 > TS PEBRAERI 242 (greifen : 723 Begriff

27 k-

28 G W F Hegel, The Science of Logic (ed and trans George di Giovanni; Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 2010), p 10

29 Dean Moyar, “Absolute Knowledge and the Ethical Conclusion of the Phenomenology,” in
Dean Moyar (ed ), The Oxford Handbook of Hegel (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2017),
p 167
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— il ) PR ) RS ) PR AR R <30S R 3 R RS C (the
Concept) T IZ — VIS IMES « BT & MBR P - 31
HESERBGEE > IFRIBMEENW [ Ll -
WHAELA S (an-sich) BARE L - BEMIEEE -
LR EMRAE S ME (Anderssein) 7 fE H I EH B
(verwirklichen) 75 b7 o BASEMHH [#k] (Bildung)
A FFE (organicism) FEM - W7o B e ke 5 38
R (Versdhnung) 19 JE 58 5 NS0 RE sl 106 2% 52 BHL A 8 AR
EPRAREREAR o BAL R AL B TR R PR B o A
Pl A g [ R ARSI KRR (anerkennen) H 52— &LV
b3 o FERER PR B - A PH AR B IR AR - 43
kB e )iEHgEmM X AH A S (an-und-fur-sich) >
R 1717 4 AR i 1) S MR B B B SELHE (spekulativ) B IE i 2
P (positiv-vernuinftig) HJEIAH (Moment) - /%433 -
LH A8 R 1) HE BBl O 0% R A e e T R R M B Y
SRo FRASTT AR A R0 A BB o R i [ TR
HEE R — i & el i 2R A dr )~ e A fd
- A EERY SRR o R BLAR FRAM A AT SRR —RIARR - FR
MR - ] 3
PES T AR R R T R BRSBTS B B R 2 R
76 JRE S A B A RO BT TT o A S R SRR ERR T EN ARG [ B
(rationality ; Vernunftigkeit : s¢fE [-&HEVE] ) Frg|#E »
RS ERE > [FHES] ) [EH] SEEEHEE L
RETEH NN T8 o 2R « [ BASTT
JE TR B [ LA 2 MRS B e RS

30 ESCRIMEAH TEENMEE o 5L Sutanto, “Neo-Calvinism on General Revelation” ©

31 G W F Hegel, The Phenomenology of Mind (trans J B Baillie; New York: Mcmillan,
1931), p 76

32 G W F Hegel, Philosophy of History (trans John Sibree; New York: Dover, 1956),p 15
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FGm o | PASTIRE Sy > TA RHEDTSE » FEAE FE o4
Fep bR AR B2 B AR R R T .

SR E AR I FE SRAR AT O JSTE AR RAEELYR  (post-Kantian
school) HYFZEET » KL 1) A (5 1 JRE S AL R BRI - i R
SRR S — A AR EFMAt g AR > HIRZKF AN R
T SCASE AR ENE ) T 38 - mIRE N H 2P AN
JE b A MEmE M o IREAFTE © [ ARFEJAE R - B
%2 (Aldous Huxley) ~ JE>Kk ~ HiE M #) (Oswald Spengler) -
B %€ (Herbert Spencer) 55 > PARFZE AS[FA] B9 77 2l ] A% A=
Yy AL AR i P AL M AL HERE > RRAK T AR R
YrE AL AT RevE - A BT AR RO AL o ) 3

FEAS AT R 7y IR i A PhEm ARG - TE R SO R IR TR
TR EAD SR S e ) B o S0 {5 g - AR E
FETEEM  (Jean-Jacques Rousseau) JMRFE - %EF  (Gotthold
Ephraim Lessing)" a3l @7 Bk AOFPEE R B | IRF > J2 A&
WA T [98IMA SRR 327 FE (Johann Gottlieb
Fichte) MY [#EHBLEEENR T2 HBEANGR] > LT
BRHERZBIERE » 2 BASHT [IRE T | B e DL PUIRREAL
M E R TFeny [AER] HEEEh ] - RN SORE) T TE (A8
k) RSN R R I ] R ETE] o S RAR AT Y VRIS
A [ B AR EBURPBLES (subjective ethical idealism)

(#&57) = —MEEBEHEBIESH (objective logical idealism)
MR > HEMPL [3558 (becoming) HIELE ] BUL [HFF
B (the idea of being) ° FHI L T —MREMEFE (process) >

33 Kainz, “Hegel, Providence, and the Philosophy of History”, p 184
34 ALk EH 185

35 RDLp 517

36 ALk e
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IRRPAREEREIBLE (the logical idea) MUEENE - |37 [SR%] (%%
FHEEZ) URSUERITEBIN EaEm s . HA7EN
A R e e [ b O [BEA—E 2 H ] - 38
SR - SRAS T B B RLER T e BOE A A MR

EREER - |5 EaCoedah » PR VERR 020 1] & —
i TEASEREE | - [FRAMBR— A e - rUEEE
BE I FE WA o 2 B FRAM R I 7E A e b

(necessarily and logically) WZHEAE ? BT LG E T
B3 o | 30 SO 3 RAR AT B RS B A O L] B AE A 1

BErmBRREEZMALIMNZR e M HEy £
ETRFEE -RMAT A4S ML 2 FE (from thought
one cannot conclude to existence) > B & — Y] % i Y 0y 7 £ &
I B At i (emanation) -T2 E & B — 18 & 7 8947 (an
act of power) < HEREMARE I BN LG RE ;s RAY
MO FERBAMNES o itk > AEONERNEXFE o
CEHEZEHROER LA EE L -

B2 S e U Je AT kS M P T R HT S SR (Seren
Kierkegaard) ¥ RAFTEAPHELGAHLA - TFRE] CRE
s [IRAEL > B [IRESIRAE | HE a2 A »
AR A R i e o 41 SO S A rﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ'@fiﬁﬁ Bo— R
re-flect) ABFE L HEMEE (pre-conceived) #2534 t FLaE A TR

37 [l -

38 ke

39 [l EHS21e

40 L -

41 K, Seren Kierkegaard, Philosophical Fragments (ed and trans Edna Hong and Howard Hong;
Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1985), pp 38-42 °
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Mk | B2 HE o S MTETH S (pre-conception) Y%
i EEFT IR E (re-flection) B2 B B HEE » 2w E
R R L —
SRS T P AR Jy RO A IR A A BB SR R ASE ) B R
WA AR FRAMFE A BT A AR 41 ST AR 1) =B 42 817 7 B &k
R S FRAM Y BB MBI A I —H] > B E
ZAREE —E AN Tz~ AN AN B R A A B SR R DAL
A VB 0 A A T A i L AR 22 i R BB R L
RORBLRZ—] | PEINE e rtamiE - [ BRI
B M IR E — B G B AR E - ERE AR [H
eI HIK]  (the ego posits the non-ego) > ZREP [ F-HE
BlEERE] 2 rami RBEER | o e IRAM L ZH R
TERMAT R B EEE . [ ERANE X8 ] fEfRETy
B8 TR B IR AR A B R R TR o SBASETRY
40 A A0 T L R O AR [R]—3E > S R Ikl T A S
(Vollendung) WP BE R A RN & > 1M % sl e 7 B A
KR #Mm[A] — 1 (1dentitat) o RASATEFE [ AH | (Wesen)
B EEE R TRE - T s EHIERA
(becoming determines being) ° AN » ABL 775 T A
ARl —& » (HERIRE I s A [R]—3& > IR B[R] — MR A
B P A, o
IR BCFLh (325w (pantheism) %k SR A% FF
I SRR #E A AN T o 5% (Karl Krause, 1781-
1832) #EH T [EAEMEN] (panentheism) —wd > LAG#
AR CRAS AT RS R AR TR R LAY b o
ZEFX (Michael Rosen) #8iH > [JEARATHE [ ML) BL [Ef

42 RDI,p 521
43 FE e
44 Lo
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TEVE] Z IR S Sr PP > SIEARRERE - - B R A
A | &SR o SERE Qi » SRAS AT U3 A B R 2
Kbl —& - BEAREER— (REHAHAMF. W. J. von
Schelling] Ir izl (B ) o WL AAR T AR A9 [R] — 1 > 45
NFEAES EAR EAr > Al ] 5 kbl A 294k 2 — (R PR
M » 17T B2 S o B Hb A e 1 A = ) B R L o
B SCrads o BEAS T AE N 2 [T 9T TR R A K% A ] —
P M AR A B O A MR R I o S AE B AR
(Ludwig Feuerbach, 1804-1872) M Jjifi %5 #r ( David
Friedrich Strauss, 1808-1874) MJ4FEARAFLE [THEEHIH] o 4
B A L BAR AR — B AR R > B A C SRR
IERBEE o H o8 - (M3 BAS AT T R R RE B E 1 > 7EAth
MAE T IR O AR 32 Tk > R AR i T 20 R SR AK T
FFIEH) o 7{H SO IR AEHLIIES B > S5 WA AR B A A
BT AR DR ) e s [ RE T
MEY R AR - R R TIME— I BLE - AZ TR RN
AP Z BT R | o484 2 - JRAR W8S TR I B A TE MR A O
48 O] 2k G M R S AEME Y R S B AR E R VB PERR L
S MRS o AR I A Fal s P A2y i Sl ol ] (R P A T 114 JFE
SEFEFE > RS A B 22 IE B - B E SO A Se AR E A
MEY R S H SR T H RBIACDS H R (teleology) HEER
ABHEDFIE Z A CEARHER D BB TEd > A2 a R -
AN et e RbE) o

45 Michael Rosen, Hegel’ s Dialectic and Its Criticism (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press,
1982),p 78

46 RDLp 166

47 SLBE Shao Kai Tseng, G. W. F. Hegel (Phillipsburg: P&R, 2018), pp 111-116

48 RDI,p 256

38



[ EgEanR A

Escreds > MG [ME ] HFEW A [Tz
A5G By BT A B MR )T | o R SZ EAR T I Tk -
RO T SR 2 A R o At > B SCu BB AR T ANE
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Abstract

Herman Bavinck’s use of German idealist vocabularies
has been a debated topic in the secondary literature. An older
Dutch paradigm from around the 1970s, under the influence of
Jan Veenhof’s study on the German idealist origins of
Bavinck’s organicism, tends to describe the dogmatician’s use
of idealist categories as fundamentally at odds with his
commitment to confessional Reformed theology. Recent
Anglophone interpreters have tended to emphasize the
orthodoxy of Bavinck’s Reformed faith, and see his
employment of idealist terms as primarily polemical in
purpose. This article adopts the “orthodox yet modern” and
“Reformed eclecticism” trajectories set forth respectively by

Cory Brock and Nathaniel Gray Sutanto, in order to examine
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the role of G. W. F. Hegel’s speculative logic in Bavinck’s
thought. The thesis is that while Bavinck disagrees
fundamentally with Hegel’s panlogistic starting-point in
human consciousness, he is in fact appreciative of important
aspects of Hegel’s speculative philosophy, and thus uses them
to correct the substantialist tendencies in traditional Reformed

theology.
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