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AR EEY ‘T A5 ARMBY —FE” ‘ez HEY —ERE0 —Roz i
Bl Aelck el Fozqe ARzl e Frgede zelAxe sl R kel
o}, B hel (o= Aol ARl I Mm-S el B ksl 2ol MiffElolA Ao e
HTrERAY 2 AEE ole AL F WE ot Aol

ang FEE sz ARBAA tAfFsl 2 AE HEEE AXA WSS Buksts I
F2 Al = Aok &S T fHiel BEEREMA —B FHEBQ A ERE + 2
oo FEW WHEEERE WHEskel, 2 EHEERRY sk R Sl A S
MR AL gEEolch. o] o] ERT WSS MAMNSR T AL AY &
WHE Aoz ARt ARlA EKe WEAY Sl A S-S ERA A HIRERRY L
yish TRMEY) 5 2 WOoS ARz ok, dvsl REH WSS BEAY R
el A glojokul el fFael Alolel, el Ay ERAAE i, i, Bl o]=7]
A % BERel A BRGNS Bl EYRE-S BEstm A sl HEd + el dle Aol

-

YERARME) i
7E (D PEARAR Bl 1968, 1970,
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fh e e A, BURE held 2 RE BT 4 0t Ros ARSE AL W
oz o e BES MR 4 ¢ Ao WelAch AR HEL HEK wmefao] £
23 BB A WBE KIS FEC wheh ol WA BMET BRULA 2 HME Rof
W el 7 e BARY) 58S bEe wiel gt Aelch

2. Jitkim Lo R

i 28 Rl delA L dhibliiEel | kel a0 Zitel MIGREE Rolth, oo
RIS B A 9ol A v z2ejslel, K. Barth &= 1.9 ##FHEETG) A sl L
A EEHE EHE A AFe] HE IRiehe FRl S-S Rl fEge) WEMsH
Mol ke BUlska gl Zela NF.S. Ferré & 19] #38 Tl 2= A0 FERAZIN A
i el A9 fFMst HFe dule] =& els RE g3t 2ol 23l “God is
not one of our religious beliefs; he is the belief. He is not one doctrine; he is the heart
of all doctrines.”® 2|3 o]l &S Zt kol wheba] L iERe) ko) HEs = oAl
S W et KBlstakel weld 2 K] ke EHE Aom ¥ £ gt

ol A% Mt E-Y T FH THE L el lelA b EEG (ZEE AxsE RAold [
gl e 5 EE"’” eSS AEfiske] b EEI A S EmFstaa g e S0 %
%1011]. FEOS) MRS B 9 - gok, 29ohd iiEsS ERTS TEN FKS
TIH T JLRlayel 2 SHHY Sk e BUUEMRAA = shie] Efifje 24
BEY 4 AT e M Y 4 e Aoleh e FEILH A SH K9 I
MR RS 4 4 flou et el HE B BHE 23 s

HERRES} FREEE WiE #E?}Eo}rﬂ] o sl FELE Rt e RATR K&
Eﬁfioﬂ/‘i fEIrs A=t 28, ARSI BiRslol S FIMtAIER A A FEE & B i
e 43’- A= Aojek, Zejoz o]FL HRES /AL ol BRST o] ERiM Uy
e s BiEskedl A A fE shEekst gl Aelrl

2oy BEES BURE Molt ikl Be ERE ANEZ thgel 2 —EE HIRN
A3 e WA S HAS 2t AL EAY B AR Bt HiAd His
Reps MEEES Bl BRsty 2 RAS delus AdEd Hald A gl #
Boz Aberh LRI RS RS ST WMEK S BEY X FHR 56

ik @ K. Barth, Dogmatik in Grundriss; 2J%u3E, Tel2E kM), RrMse p 40;
N.F.S. Ferré, The Christian Understanding of God, S.C.M. Press, p. 10.

— 48 —



HEEBH# misd] —F%E ' 3

m2 E{0e R EE SR g QA ok @ o] 2 EHERRTC Bt TEE
& Wi #tIRY J5ik (Biblical criticism) & 248 FHsIA Gvrh 2y 18] o| 2L iL
BHE REve HEake s 289 BikS BOo¥ v dth

IES BER BB oA gkfhe] MEEE B 5CES BRitke]l kI AdsiAdx
£ EEeA gerlh oz BEESFEHEES BEL S WSS —&N WSS
BAESIAY 8 BEMS = MiES RSl AREdA Hie BERA o HiEE &
TENA FE A2 A4}, olote KEMOZ AUAA #ARYel L HEER RBES st
= Hiix®E WEE Sl Jd M BEW HIlozNe %L BRIy HEHS HEmN
EH #iete] BERN BEDS Iehe BEMRS BHEE] dxe Aotk ol WA B
e BEEY BEE EEH BHE HIERC METR REL H5Edd 2 Bho e
B 2 HHY O BEl Z FES 2+ Aol o &% Aoz vy 259 4N ;;n%

e —Hy B BESE A2 B o] F¢ Ao @ il BHhE:E S B
RFEHRE S HPS MALE Bt BE I B 25k o debd EHiake
Elsrelo e BRES HEAZD FEV dv A= FHolA=E A Bile] HHE BB o
glet BiEehA TIE HEo 7 wlelth © 2eng SEv 9714 EmAs BEE HHRA
Il 39 e EEY HRoE Atel £ 5 A

thgol] EAMEEE tho] de] dHA e D ARES flE B Rax @ o] F
BT B Eelo #hAR HEES ERAA e ddA 2L B IRt R A7 2
ek o Flel 1B BEMN EES FEIA VU REHKS FHN BEEE &Rx 4v
S BElez @A 2 4 doh 2EJ WESER bR EAN ERE 2R ogE
o EfgRyel EHIE St ek

Barth ¢} Brunner 9] A% fi#E7l 25 BE HHN BEEE GET YA 2L 7HS
Felz ok v Barth £ 2] EiBE #E2 2y BEd EET HES T FAR
EMERES ERoR 4z FMe] 2oz 7 RES st BES ISk ek 7]
ol ttste Brunner & H#CHY HHR-E EAER #HA1S EESoR A WERS Y fFEes
AR Ehol e HE3 ko HET BEE stt AR uQlvh o 19 BEE
thezl 2o 29 el & REFH AL v, “ZElAE K@ K Fikd e EFW &
8 BB/ BEDS e #E Hifd ¥ HEFolz = o8 shie O3 TMEY HE
gkl gl R B EHolrh "® o) 1E] MES £R=E Rild HR WRRE=R
ST T T o e Tk SR, [kt Seane

® C. Gore, Ibid., p. 3.
® E. Brunner, Dogmatics, Vol. I, Trans. by O. Wyon, p. 5.
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1

WY WERTE s Sldd A RAme Felw @

Brunner ¢} (g 4 gloemA 2 wel o g A% = Tillich ol vk, 1= H@EH
ol #Eflel: HEkEiEC =AM 2] #F5 -2 Message ¢} Situation FfiS ¢ Hish] e
o= ehi MR- gk, R el {kelw Bk GkE FEES] A o Rk (Z EEE
abo}-E-¢f o} & Situation; New Generation) o] FiffiEy.o 2 fEfIa) vhrlok al Ze] e
A2 Bty Aolrk ol 7o o MG (Co-relational Method) ¢ Jjikiwe] ol Aol vt
Brunner 9} Tillich & %[44 7 2 w Brunner ¢| 7%+ #HE3} 2fbell BOsIEAE o F 7t
Ak iERe] w5l qkel elEe dglevt Tillich & =2 RAE dolA o gt HEs)
FfRE e A s b sybwel Wl 2o BRNEE)-S s vghel

$2l e = o bl MEY RS Ml MEE 24 NFS Ferre & & 5 At 1=
fiti 5ERY hEL (Philosophical Theology) & WlAl-%-aL glom o] 2 HEH (Gl #EHY
s Fex sla glox fFs] RHEHERE Whitehead o] whe] {KfFsta glvl, ©

el BHEYY F7E:3S 9055k Lundensian School ¢l 43 G. Aulén 3 AFgtak o] B
mE=k geh 2= Sl SRS EBE e dul e AR G0 BRI ik K
B ZEM Sk #tAs sEete) el AS Uk #fhde BReg 4taa) gl

Bl 2= “mE R Bl Qlol Aok zbel of 71 A = itk k Fitete] JElE/E slv}. (The
lodestar here, as in all scientific research in the same: objectivity, reality.) @2}z 235l 3l
o}, Auléne] o) 2 a2 Mrgomad EUHIS] HERel HEORES EAR FMbe BlE HHE
57 e Aoz Be Aold vhzh g 2o el A o] - MBEEIL drFER e e HIAR
ERe] HehEel W o] A RS b mA BRI MAR el M Eex WHle
W ok, wiel 2 Eshel A (F00] kel BRI BRI st 2 ey BEeR#E EAR

AnriE ¥ERe ¥Hiel & EEE HFslE @ Wl o8 EHEe de 4 drk oA
R BRI BRECl delAM zZhe sk 2o ®

(In maintaining this view of the function of systematic theology, the confusing disscussion
about the personal qualification of the investigator disappears. Often in the history of theology
an attempt has been made to transform the scientific discussion concerning the significance
of faith into a discussion about the personal faith of the theological investigator. When the

task is defined as indicated in the previous paragraphs, there can be no other requirement

it @ K. Barth, E. Brunner, The Natural Theology, The Centenary Press, London, 1946.
® N.F.S. Ferré, The Christian Understanding of God.

@ G. Aulén, The Faith of Christian Church, The Muchlenberg Press, philadelphia, p. 21.
@ G. Aulén, Ibid., p. 5.
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than the demand to understand the subject under investigation. This is likewise the situation
in all scientific research.)

i g el fstd mpgtst mhitshs gokEsE e S0sks BR7E 60-E #ak ohv

I PERE B EIE SIEE AAAZA 2k fie] o whgbAld Aem wi Aotk $
2l Mol A e 5o MR Likame AR frsl motch Wifewt Zpyos
frska Jifl g PiEshe @Ak Bl (S asl #iRel v MAS Fiteles
H3el srHiol A v WEEE el A= AR ohi3h o] T sbA 2 @mH" 4 vk
Brp oo el #Elgel 2 oS e iz oloke @l B}l o #Es srfke] e
Mie Zhe sk BHAE 5 ook ol 2 Heshe] ERE B MEE Sk FEs =
PR o x sk it AR BUtel o] 2 7hA BB BEfRel G@HEE Ao o)

BREIBTEel glol A Bk} BERsd MRS olok dla BHAR SR #HEs el ok skt

bl B Bk 9218 Eiko] vk AR Bl fkfEs] & Aol ohvm IEdish KEHH
ko]l 2oy mify=Elolxl AMARY fATERRA WHETE Aolck, 453 Wil A= fERE H4e
el %37k TREs Aokl & Ao Rrh, o] QA HLEe ool A BER 5
e R Ate ksl 2 AR T M 1Sk BEE ZE Aol uwidAd AL
2 BE ol

3. BE ZF

J. L. Neve &= o] HLE K BAL6] 4 Seeberg o] w2 5lfifsle] v}g3k o] 223 ¢}
UREEY B BIHEL (iRl bR a Bilidel AN 2 FHs A& HY 9k
ol Al FA ofom ohslel, o] 2 B> SEAIY MBS RE R delA HEEL 5=
ElE BV 7 S = hn BHEANAE 38 B2 S BE MES Fout
olvh. falRV EIE A % BHNL-S MR geh vz o] mBayel el M) 1A S
A#@she Aol Hejok ek "® o] whp el o] Al EES kel o4 oz
EAE e Aoz gzsiey, Zelnz el or1A BELR H5Ee oA WEg LA
Ema wAz SA

BN BEME 5 A s LR & HTiE AR 6 fxﬁf‘l Zra glont e i
e v 23le] rwistal sl ol Bl M 7= A AA R BBPES HlZ vz
Serh ® Zev HWEEE odl FRR R A we FES Kl by Fitel o

I

it ap J.L. Neve, A History of Christian Thought; $:i§ld:3, FINBHEIEP, HBEEE, 1965, p. 45.
@ O. Baab, Theology of the Old Testament, abingdon-Cokesbury Press, p. 23.
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€ WETAA s gdSo2 Wit BRS S Ao webd #HH itis SBH
ol Al —iifr e ela ME—i MRS R B BRS A8 Az Azsl: EES 9l
= Aeleh v o] 2 AfE/E FERE HRMITES o od HES F 4+ S g
AT Fike]l s Xt o4 MES AHE LEE L2 ¢ger} e

ohioll R ES &S] Haeh-s figshA Bulelaal @l FArRdE =lA il

el fEfEel ¥iele 2R LT AR dvke FES 2 Ko R fEHa o R

“iE fEfESt = 2 ek TR o2 fAfESE Aol ok i frfE¥tthe KATHREZY
B fafEsk s Zlel=, el fRfE 2 HiSst RMES A datvh, Zelnm #iel & el st
AU Felel A @HIstA Y EE LEAF il 2l 259 Kby wheksl be) LR
7b s (Gl Sl&& WHRE 2T st =2 + vt a2z %f’a%%oﬂt— g
Foll #yr GhoR AAsA = afite]l B 3 drlE Y o] AL e =& 4 Agle)
flol Ak AU E BRRSH Aolw 19 whgdl sludoe] glrtxm *“7«‘8}% 3= Pl
BEMYel L Gy el el fRfEs WiEshe As 2R Aol ez ok},

HIRIGE 3 149 shvbd o] 4l YAWEH &= frfeinfh i 1 p#Ess BfsEs 1=
RAot o] AL sk AA HOEHSS el A Bre Egsts Aol o wakdd Aol
ohF ENBRGESY A 28 ZE aE-E e B MERHT EHAA Jdstoen R
52 AbshGel Heled A2 DEo] —HFyo R e BHE + AT jel Hg A Fo)
Lol Wl A de T e Aoz Ay

Hrye) WiREES WIRERE A W R E fIBehd obgwl gk A el A & AbolAl Al
shubd (The Living God) o] yko] ffifi=le] alv}, o] uhe shbule] HeEffyel I #lAuyal it
&el ohve [HEHYel A v WY W&ol ohel, Aol ARfYelw T KERE 4
e #HEYE =g e el EERMIE T #pe] glom “AolAlAl dhu”e]
T o] Moz A veblle delr), AtebAlAl dhubd-S AREY shbdel = A
LSS shd Al s Y HORES sk ¥, EfarS e 29 AL U et

£ Aol

Byl A 7Hg kol {EMSE AR Aol “AFEHAl shd”olrl, o] A& LS A AH
B Fell sk Aol= Mbkit, gk, 2ol MEA 5eaitkd vebl s 2ol %o
&S 7hd FERY AL flEEE shddeleh, “Kiel shvdel KiwE Al P et

>)L rdlo 4

i @ O. Baab, Ibid., p. 48.
@ P, 14:1, 10: 4.
@3 E. Brunner, Dogmatic, Vol. I, p. 120, 129.
Brunner = o] 4yfiie] fAfEaRNY EHZ SN A £ ohs] o THIRRICS 6 : 2~331 4| Yaweh ¢] £
o] Brel FiftAAA Rl whibA & MWLl
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el A wEie o) KEE-S A&l #HEY Mol HIy ZRE el & Aot 28z
Aol HEE HAN AR «f ARERS /P2y fifste W 28 shddo] ofd A
< vebe] F& woleh, Al Afdel Bzt AKENE B 2 FEo 24 e fFEY &
2 B WAG HEES W Aol obd-g X3k o] KEFS shuhdAA B FihHE
el A4 BEY HmiEE B webA ALES S-S Bksle Aok, zelz gl
W sl HE BIS ESE FEek ARBFE shida KiEslel dx shdalA
frtestd o2 i & e Aelrh

e BAHY] 3 Fo] FELR MR doe W& AAME AlEE s,
ArobA| A = A s, ASEAl s o] iG] el & FHmAe Wit ok el U
Fee) il ae] wxel HKIrs S nk ok fREAYCE o EHEYdT WAl o B

sld o EsAz vk 2 4 ek 2 WS “AFE ohw =] b el Al 4] StolE-
2 9 ATl o fEH AMe vhedel WEER EEEsld A& shud $2]o) abde) Has
o i BEeA = shid & Al Tk sl dlad el iRl o IRy Kk &
Kl o A A9 3 Tk 2 BRE 22 ASE E T Utk ® dlal4 waseal
R ol = L iEeS Tt A ¥ P BIEAel 2 Afgayel =] ARIY
ab4rol] A2 RIS E WA T ek ®

el it E-S Wl A Paul o #Jldl FXslA ¥-& o ¢lvd.  Paul & Athen 9]
o}ul| @ u}3rol| 4] Stor #EEH 53} Epicurian¥ B H 5 oA HOES it &S WEs) B
oleh, ® 2= alel Plikdahy &S Masta dlne] ({EHey WSS TEYS 2x %
¥ sl o] et B A AL shvhds el shvhd S AKe #RES
HELEHA Wk ob i fEAS] el zleol BiELSHAlE vhEwk ol I “A4 s
o] $-2] % AbgtellAlA Wl | AR GFvch 222 FEl st shvbd qkel] Az $-7] o] o
= shd qbell fEfEdks] wll B U ® o] whell4] -2l dhd o] #Ekike] ke A
Zg 4 gz ohuk AEA] st el fEel Zel Al vk FHES FHIE Wolr),
Paul B{Fel = e MEES JelllEs Aoz nex: e otk “TE Ao syl
AZYE Yo 28 55t o] FoAm ZelAl R FolrbeEr}"® - “shubd 2 i ol
AL #YS Este AT Bkel AAU® o] L WHiE-L P Paulo] filiz} B

il @@ R. Bultmann, Theology of New Testament, Vol. I, S.C.M. Press, 1965, p. 22.
@ Luke, 17 : 21.
@B Acts, 17 : 16~32.
9 Acts, 17 : 27~28.
@ Romans, 11 : 36.
@ Ephesians, 4 : 6.
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e —E neE Ae] ohx thuk shvhd e fESje] EHpEdlA AUA EHEIAA A
o] #HHEaA-E& Vet P& o)tk

LB e FHEWES 28 @t ohest e HES HET Ak BHOESAd e 4
2ol s el Hlpe 2 e shidel o sl glon EARSE shidsl o]zt
o) Rffsle] Bl o BESAA vtz £ 5 Aok oot HEMoR HrivdA e ¢
2] ke A Sl ek o] w3ke] HEERYQ RifREolA EEHMYo R ML shidE 2
A5 sk o] 2zl RiExrt shbd el #ipslx shid sk AL Fifkel o &
FE Aok 2T 4+ Aok BEY WSS Had 2a vhadt 2ol Y 4+ vk

B#e] A4S RS BiYel L FihSdA BB Hgs - FERE WAL sht
dolth, olAl v BEMLE BfFstd A e & FdoleAt FolAvh  Zilhw - SRy
o] ohyl Afgiio]l =] mE—iphol vk, E&Rio] obd FELS] jiel= AWTERYel 7l nebw Y]
IR el vl BRIVl Ak HWEAYe] obd BURpyelx {FiPe] EE S Eetel A HM
=)o) AMKY =k (Personal Encounter) o] 4 &] o] =] & jifie] v},

4. 1R BR

R G0 B Hlo] WA= & L BRI BEAA 2 kel kA
FoteA M- EiH Bl zye EHRsEel 2RR HARA AAUA FReAE A4 o
AL vpegde Ao FEMEBEES] X EFHHT ¥ 4+ d& Aolvh @ 2 ifEEe] &
W #55e) BHEE A6 slebsior & Aolvh sl KRS zfber Biie = WEHK FES
mfgsle = 5309 LAk BRdA BRE LY EECE §A ook Zeid Lok 8 o
Earl wh=Al HEe MRS BiRdhe AL ok

ol Wyflell FEs BAHel [ KK 3L Kol A3 WiLEZ FAfts A4 TR R
S W S de ASE E F AL Aok HREGAA = Ak HHRKGwhe] FE A
= 2o} fEile] HFEE W FRAW A+ F 5 o FESCEELDE BGERAA B
% % Rkl =l B FptE BRARD FES S 5 Ak @ 2y olde 7
2] olwl Hiel A v LEL BRAA 2 Rifelvt 2 {7 HEHE MR 28 B
o HHET BR BEY B o 2 WAES B KA MR @AY A
o 20y HRslE ks drbe FHE BENF T Aot @

2k @ O.W. Heick, A History of Christian Thought, Vol. I, portress press, 1969, p. 19.
@ O.W. Heich, Ibid., pp. 19~20.
@ O.W. Heick, Ibid., p. 20.



EEE e —E%R 9

PlEpER Al A EAC Aehay AiERe] Beld slueld g K¢ Koy HEXK
TS RS2 RS HIAE = Irenaeus g b, 2= #flol HBHA EIY T RE
o] ${®l Gnosticism & RE{SIT HEHE Fr#el ol 24 e Yo fEE shhddl #
T WEeE MWkl BEY EHe 32

WGl 4 RS LSk EREEA #HE AU AbshE-L Alexandria £
Clement ¢} Origen o]l 2& 4 glv}, o] &2 dle} HBE T2 A Ffd @S £EIL F
HRTom R HRUM #eld Byl & Wk ok Platonism 3} 252] jfiEtS
fiftA gl o il adl A= HEREY KBS Ak

Clement ¢ 73§ 2+ HEF#E HEE A 4 oo TR 49 Jikez EYsH
7= dlvh, se&d B A e —FEke shidelAl ol 2= s Aik Aol ®
ot ik, Tillich & 2.0 Ao = Y THe BHE Hilo] BREsAA ASE g3t
Z+o] A A it} In his thought, many elements from greek philosophy are mixed with Biblcal
materials® 2] it &l dAAE IS 2E FO FHECN e RiFCR KEUCL

Origen ¢] 7-%- o] g B 2 Fdholl A5 & Ao] el o, - GlhEs 2 gz
SE4RE ol Al E4yel #RYE (origin) o] 2har 1 gkel, Clement ¢} Origen o] &S Hlal 4 &
ulopzro] [HgHYel L M LAY & 2= Clement o] [HAHlo] Origen ol Al 4| FmELE) HeIE
< B o fEREsE A} ®

Heick & HiJjal el BHRS| FiEs vhaabdol fafiskal alvh. “@ehit@e] pilo] Alexandria
BURZYE] o]oub kAN FE(a-2 (kMY RS M3 ¥ Tl AL #iGA7zzt
gk Origen 9] %5 Jjoll A 3tol2 <= olvl, Alexandria iMERE -2 M} Fiets #Ee] &
Hiyo 2 —iehe fEE T Aol gle®

#i) el R 8FEAY Afal Clement ¢} Origen ol t:ghed )5 Latin % BYRS fhiH=
B £ o= Tertullian -2 &3] ¥MAfYelct, ¢ == (#s)2 “Athen 3} Jerusalem o] F-<=
BIR7E el s w3l o] o alel R Hele] MK’ TWER) BIES Mlch WY
e} BYREo] {3 {puct BiEsh aak-d Al glov 1 Bt R} F10S oAl Alexandria
£ PORE BHENRA A HEY S-Szt ksl Rome ¢ Calthage & w3t FGJER
{E¢ Tertullian, Ambrose 2] 3 Augustine %-& JE} #igo] Z2-& Bl 713l 2=z
259 GiiEa-S Ol shd, B shvdelglel. #§2] Augustine - JRell 3 AR
Mzl A BEEe) shhdel ¥ele] s | HHS vy ol RE 2A-& B 3 #Re

Zt @& Tillich, A Histoy of Christian Thought, Edited by Carl E. Broaten, S.C.M. London, 1968, p. 58.
@ Origen & 220~230 AD.cll THEHSS 4l.om o2& FfkiEIclet i + v 3 FF.
@ O.W. Heick, Ibid., p. 232.
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ERTL BB 7A

daiit HAHS] HII MHAS ¢7] 3 A £ Dominican Order o] /§3}l+ Aristotelians 9} Franc-
iscan order o] /g3l Augustinians ¢}¢] ¥37H) RS ERH £ LEsF A}, Augustine &
Aristoteles 9] FZ#-& 2] oh T F 2 Neo-platonism o] & zlo] wsiel, we}d
2] Augustinians &= A 2 Qo] Wl Aristotelians o} ¥37hY 73o] it}  Aristotelians & $%
43+ Thomas Aquinas ] Augustinians ¢] {§i## = Duns Scotus ¢t} Fi%: B%IH
B BES ZHla REs 2ok o i RAEE 24 Sglcl @ Scotus & el ¥l Fa
BEBEE AR Mk Hokihd A2 ¥oton Thomas & LS HlFEMo= /4
Mgt

o]Ad] 2]+ Thomas Aquinas 2 Realism ¢] f{#¥# & B .3 Scotus 2} Occam & Nominalism
+ fEKsle Ao word 259 Mitae] ERES sl W3z} Y}, Realism o] fififf
&0 HEe d ARS EMES BES st ¢ F dve Aom B os=E Z2ES
el frES BiES st mEfe = FUE meulA Bl 7RERAY 3557 (Ontological
argument) 3+ FHwAY FH (Cosmological argument) 222 Fiio] A AZlch o] 9} 7¢] Thomas
©] Realism o] F##el &S £—& S /M HEMN BEE A4 e RULE + o
b= 78-S e ke Scotus Yb Occam ¢ Nominalism -& Afdle] HR{ HEY R 3
Udg & 5 g st G0 SEAA ARsle 5 T WERE Bty HE
o} BN RS SMe2A st B 855E Kglch ® Thomas 71 Hif:-S oF4$-
I {FME Aiwt2A el kst Scotus vk Occam & F{P-& Al $-3 Fiffo] =2 52 wlz
ke HEEE #fQe Clement v Origen 3} Tertullian A}o]ol A 22 el Azl & Aow &
T At

Scotus ¢} Occam ¢] Nominalsm ¢] E§t-2 Realisim o] GGE<ol] PAZHS IR s = #
oV A& REE B\Edd Jdetx Zalok & Aolr), DhFIT A T BHHAY
a2 Hh2E EHEREC2A MitEo 2 @i sledl Nominalism o] |
< FAIYor I L RHUFEE S Ksted BELE 2A =gy Aotk Zelx Nomi-
nalism ¢] i3-S Realism & HAMERR WitEd dle shude) #Bitik:e Jebla] ¥s)h
o] Heick & vh&3} 2ol E#Hglcl, “Nominalism o] &S 2% %27t shbd 9 fligitol
et Teluh e REE AUz dgH e

ol 4] Eulol o] Scotus & Occam ¢ Nominalism -& FEHUFEZS 53] Luther o] gl

ik @ P. Tillich, A History of Christian Thought, pp. 141~142.
@ P. Tillich, Ibid., pp. 142~144.
@ O.W. Heick, Ibid., p. 301.
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AR B EA 2 HEE Aok Ksl BEEW WSS HRe Elte]l & & Heick
€ thesk el Efgsk st ‘o EEM AKK wifted HBRSE Emdle iy
EEES T4 Yo 70

By Bk oA e HEES ol & Aol FHUEETY BMlel=] miEEMEA ol
A E BEY HEBNAA Bhrel W&ol HA iE AR A AFEKEANA 4 HFER
o2 K= Z B 4 glrk @ d#EHE el A Luther 9} Calvin g #3tvbd Luther+
Wa BHEETA A2 @S WSS e Hdked Calvin & fAIYE B MBER A
MRS #871bA1Zch ® Luther v Calvin o] 25 jifich (8] R [E A% o] 2| vk Luther ¢]
e Hes BB shidelelx & 4 gl Calvin o] WiHEES] FElS MUK WE
9] ghvpd oz B 4 9}, Luther & Nominalism &] B/ Fell 4 Aristoteles ol Al & Z+
Thomas jifiEte] Realismoll [x¥fsl= Aoz zo gEMS] Jjmoel wEHA. I
Aristoteles & & vx] %+ B FTE WEE 2 F gobe BES 53 gked At
iifiE& o] Aristoteles &) FHEE Tl AAIR #FfFfo] vlZ ThomasdAl v A2 Bty = Fo
Thomas & 7Fel AA HEEY HIHE BT Felx JE&Ucl. 28l =2 Thomas &S] HE
By W&ol K3k Luther o] —49] &gy B W7t o194 bl B shvd-g 3o
ahd = & AQlsb el et T g de Aolwh

o714 Sl EE/ BREEEAA fhiffs]x 25 RSl kS o o 2R3
b= BIES B dES BksH mtedolels WS 27 sle Aeldh Al AWML
TH, DFI RS FMdA W o] R, HREHEREY e REgsA =
Aol Luther & SE#H#ES ¥Efolslvtn ¥ 4 v Aolvh o2 HEE o1& MEal
Al w3tobm Luther + 7HE 9] shvidell B3t ARIS A=} HI Erosfy Aol A i@HERIQL
AHE B3 s A Al Agape & #AZw Aolztr 2E 5 At @

-2l Luther 7} wite] JUM LAY GRERAYQL &S] BIOR-S fEdsle MRFrRyel = &P
L] S-S Y 4 AR FRE HRY R S A ol 2] TE 4+ AR
Az}, dhiite] Realism o &S = iy L% slolA HRe WY AebBiRe} i@t
t A22 & 4 7len Luther o] #EE i@FMelZ FMHhLo] MiEE> ) BiRES
A3 HESHE 8BS BRE 4 Ack. Bl Realism ¢] Thomas jffiER-2 ARIS ik ksl
FHe WIFRHEo 24 e fFEFYIe] FREstet £d] tdled Nominalism 9] Scotus + “H
BRI fFFEQL Aol MBI FF7EQl shvid S ko2& o 4 ¢ich"®2txz 1o Luther =

it 8@ O.W. Heick, Ibid., p. 301.

@& J. Calvin, Institutes of Christian Religion, Vol. L.

& O.W. Heick, Ibid., pp. 320~321.
& P. Tillich, Ibid., p. 187.
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AR FE%T KB # 22 HRAA el e AH-S AHENMS B %
o2 FEY 4 gdon shvde EHERE KT Emezdqt & & dSS RS
Yl 3 2w ke AR SRS fRpely] Bt 24 s Bn#E aElAxE il
skl WHEE o] Bumel ¥RY (E(019) WA 2ARE o] FolA 4 glvk Ao Luther o HfE
oldlz $Ele: A HAMWE] ELHT B YIS wAl He $#Qd o224
Barth o] Al 4 B/RiERe] #EEES & 4 A =k

rhitte] Ay fELERAY AESd FASS 91 Realism o] iMif&e]l FHUHES @ctd B
9 iAo 2 wprll A A AelAlAl shvbd, AR EFEel shid, EELe] WEEe B
o4l s o = s gl o] 2% Luther 8} Calvin©] @#&Ee] WhifEdo] St. Paul 3}
Augustine 9] 4 HER AT T 4 dA+h

5. Bl el Ao M

BT olol A AEEEsr HRIES Ze B WK BRE rhelAd 2 REN AW
W abgbEnl EES Fgrhe A A% A grh 2e v ERPeR FREET 189 ¥
Bzl BAEe) HAE o2 BokA 19fH£Fe] Schleiermacher $} Ritschl-& sl 20fEAZe] 214
Barth 9} Tillich -2 ##£3cbs o u £ 2 E#EtS 2Ees & A& A= g, 29
WY A5 el ETdo]l $lo] Schleiermacher o ¥R &S ishr & o1k uad
g TSt e SR A2e JSikd (KT A SRS WRsta Aol wEelch

S 17, 18RS A A 190HiTe ol 2& Fikiel FrRRY M-S ol BES A
A =) HE RHREE s Wi Bkl AEIR, BEES 2oz #ESERE
s BREUETRY) A % o BHEEIE —R MEAES RS LRSI S Sl Bk
o] MEHLOEA Hglvh, ol mioll g RIFER WEHKE obF BKE A XU RKEvH
Kant 8] 5EfE #iEte] = S BHE7L Hegel o HHEILFE #E fale] ipEle] WML
Bow @Wi5s % =¥ &gl sl 912+l Schleiermacher + 1799413°ll‘7ﬁﬁ’¥l PoR#aRaE D
Reden iiber die Religion ¥iF& Ww Aeolvh, & FHKE EiE +32 3 Pl LR
FES wheho 2 HMAFEY FURT Wl uA AR Mg A jERsler ¥ fHimd
Lo RS ulele mHE FAY FES K@l Aoz £ o4 Atk

Schleiermacher ¢ iE4S #E = AA MEZ ZHshA sl AL 27k R WikiesE
AR 7t B Bolvh, sk HT S-S Wi Spinoza o obFd HME flvbe A& Wl

2 e} ® el =7 Spinoza o) Piliaay BAHL =YY R BES 02 vk FIR

#: @ O.W. Heick, Ibid., p. 177; H.R. Mackintosh, The Types of Modern Theology, charles scribners sons,
New York, p. 129.
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glalel e o EFTe BRY —HE 2z vk 2 B, EHEel Bske B0
(Glaubenslehre) o 4] %4 RIES gletats sht 28 RAEM] AR WiGIII A H-Ek7t
Q1 Aolr}, 9] Schleiermacher o] ffiff o] Spinoza & 2A FHo] A Holx F
Qo] ThE Bals} g el RILET olAL AWl HUEIE FHEA ok AR
ol oL Bk iEAS HETeEEl s WES Pl F—sheha waok & AelH vt il
sl RS —BBm B X Spinoza 9] I FA—dHA gria dsier & Flelvh® 2= WE
X (The Heven), Z:(The Whole), 5 (The Universe), Zz— (The Wholly Oneness) %0 = 3L
e RS FANCT deeE 2 w3 shide 5 AREASE F—ilsAe ok ‘
ek
Mackintosh = 18] AKihe] BbiEe] #ete] vhasl 2ol FMsta vk “shid e 4
e DBAE A4 e 27l 2 AR IS 2HAE BREED 3
b Shbel Afathel Sstel A A W BREN R Wikt FAelsh? Schleiermacher & A
o)z FIZES] HIEtEsE FEdkel A WhBige] Hgieh A Afkelwt e v FiE
2 BaA AR HwE Amonye Ao Ho HEMEHS L EHsted st
2 Q= Aok ”® ek 2t FHEAS Bl gelA EEM nEE FEF nrke A A
A HER BEd BEINW Rk Bobok shlvh, dlvkskd TR = shvbd st 2w
‘°ﬂ E%ete ARI=e] BitRE BER i‘zﬁ."i'ﬁ AMgHyel = HEELb] o EUIR RS B
& 7 QA W o)t} Bkt EEES WEE o WAE 2= MEAR glelA 19HHD
] BRAGEY BAE W 23goz T ohg R {kale] EIEe] AMESA HAwl Aot
A, Ritschl & Schieiermacher o) iRy fEF, (BD =@ (Subjectivism) oF LR
(Mysticism) &] fHEol KEH 35S Weoed o mEe] JiEe] kE= A 1
F2 EmiRFor AR W&oz oA EolAAl Hglvh, o e S ZHlxl vl MK
Yy el Huislol Aok shAlvh. 19tAT e 20T A o] 271 7hx BARRY fEE-E v
o3} o] w4 vt el BRI BlO-S BTN pm Bz Wk BAR
Byl ptagpter $AAE ERS Jebigiel o] 2L HHTAA TR M 3=
t}A] Kant oAl 2 $Erhs o] A M 23 EFJjEe] ¥ Kant 32 JebdAl =
wleld] RS o e  FHClA BEE ERo sl FHE WY A ERr
Aoz BEHE Ly BEdA BEEE A= BER JGRRY @A Afm s
2 #iEs B 3 Aolvh Ritschl o] F#e] ko]l MY S RKFAY kel 7] b= HE
) B #Ekel = shid-& ole A& AR Bkl oy BEE AlFo=d HEH 17

5t ® O.W. Heick, Ibid., p. 177.
® H.R. Mackintosh, Ibid., pp. 76~T77.
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Rl A Zotok gk oz A}, #53) Ritschl-& FEEY Hfoz o4 s B
mEAY 2228 ARE @t shdg & 4 9SS BRI 28n 2259 A
faoll BAE 4038e] REE HHuEE F3lok Ritschlo] shbdel] st e FEERY =
22 o4 IR A FWESE EERACE HES BATE 1Al HEE Y
Aokl ¥ BT ZE Zlolth Ritschl o] ML&e] Hiffo] AKEEMLH) Aol = sk
I s o] Aifel] #ehe] el Biko] k=T Algwle] BRI o shvd o] ke 4
mEoz MEY HhEREZZ FES A 9.

20fHAZ MEEFRE fR&EE 4 ¢l K. Barth = Schleiermacher 9} Ritschl & JiffE4ol %fs)
o EHeR RIS So24 29 MEFEH S wEs gl =7} HEEH meaBs
o Bl A A, BER T E Tst o) 2o BN Si#He stae Ao 2.9 WA
RS A2 Bilie]l e Aoz feh HbE:E B ZmA9d 190l PR 5HA]
20fATe Fol ohA R KERS = Rl BAEE E —X @iHRs 9204 sk B E:
THgst GHER BH 7, ESTE BHE A I3 #ik eutne 255 25
Al HAglen |EFEE Ble] ol & AT Hgeth o] 2L WA HiHLe]A K. Barth
+ HiIfk4 Schleiermacher 7} MREGHEIE Rl 2 Mol S F9u = I |om
19184 ¢ 2.¢8] [=rh4 ?%ﬁ@ﬂ% Hifirg o 2 BURBIERS 7S EiRA Y] = gt =9t}
47 HBER WEES] e AMS (B2 BTAZE #EHS 68 Ao wvow
2A=he HEE S = Barth = W=k ARoH] MR B ZRE BHENC “So Aal s}»p
W7 Shdd e s, AM Hibel”, “Zfli%”4%L Barth ¢ LSS RS ey 3

=olvh, 27k GBESH e ke MR v RS U E shAw 2 g syl e i
TS BEEStE AL HO MRS B2 Ahe Barth 9 jiliithe] #UKY By ZAES
ol A dvke FES FESoF el

o] 2 FHS Wzl owA] vhEak Ze 19 e FHH ok §lal “FEBHEY e
EEE BEZ shidel el EEelm glonm e BHES shude] Halo BESI=
i 58 Eelvielbe ol @ miele] E4lc) ”® Barth o] @AY Ko 24 shidel fa
i 1%: (The absolute transcendence of God) & Z& w Z7-& T8 oln 5L A2
& el e sy 7RG %3‘%’901 obd & SEFIS Bl mhe et BEY 4+ Qu "?‘
o ol Bl KAAL oEA T g Fo ]“/]- ARl BRI HiEE @sle] o

Bk oz AME HEHEHY dozt: & udS E0E +5 god ?P"]-u% 5
< 27 shhd Y TR MEE Eid K3 BREeleln qvh, ARCAA e e

o

o
hodr %‘L Su)

o

& ® K. Barth, 2F{M:8, Ibid., p. 4.
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Sl obE AL HF BRER delAn Grbe Aolvh Lk shibye shid Hd

+& e gl ZElx o] #¥t BRE 2ARE Selme RUIY LS g 2
E g 2rlaxE 2 Bl shvhdelAe 2k Mi—skAl il HHLUSE B 2 = ¢
o 7Oeta AR Teka gleh ‘S ol Ralslel B E&el ubE HES =f—8
o4l shvbdel= o] s FuRz 24l shbdal el AR E st Ak dElel A shy
de] TEe g9 EfEnle] 2} FHEY 4 ol & Wl "0

DiES 2o e shidal KR aelaxe) 262 Fope 24:el BHEe BRE 2
vER Felw 2o EEEM WSS K8 B ole Aolth d714 2% Barth & ul
= AR B HiS BEe ¥ o o] e #20 oidielzla siok shzleh A
Luther 7} driite] 225 ifE4-S ZIEs BEY it 2 FEAZRR Azt o] Barth

= BHEER BER il KIEAE A4 stx sl Hid EEAA EREse

= BER WSS AEA BREAZ BBS e oF sh7lel Tillich -2 Barth g2 ob-&-3t
o]l FF{EIuE 9lvh.  “Barth’s theology is also called neo-Reformation Theology, and is
related to the rediscovery of Luther.”@® o]z -2 Barth jHE} o] %3k v} FH(FEo Ao ¢
= 58 29 & iAo @b Felztm A A}

BACTHELE S rhol] Barth o} #EES o] & Afn ol = jlERE L Tillich o]t} —=¢] TERL o g
IEell 4 Barth o} #fidfye] < nk Kol A= &2 v1% 2eislvl, Barth o &) 4HEL
< T RS BRI glvka ebe Tillich & g Zeld el # =
oh & el BRI AR b wlebRl g KBS SERAY B0 (ultimate concern) o] 2 JIFE R
A EZHIA 2 B WSS B RO BEA L HiE) e Ao 4
R, 2oh L &S] e B RBE Aoz mokel Tilich - el F{EE HEWIE
= wlel = Blbe]l 9S Euk ohm g Sl Category ol WolA el 2A7A
= EEYe sk B dfelele 2AE s frfedl BT Aels] wiolch
2222 Tillich & g 7S] H# (Ground of Being)ols} Y27 % A1 HhE 2 HiE
(Being itself) eha et 2 el ¥aled “fFree] Aol v me “HEARE st 2T )
nho] Wifi-g JERBMOR Bkste AclH Mol fFE 2 AL ohEkd 2& R WY FE
e Aolehx w3l 2ol T

M

&t ® K. Barth, 23#2, Ibid., pp.21~22.
@ K. Barth, Credo; ZREFIEZ FRNET) LEHTEEENTEIE b 69.
@ K. Barth, 2238, Ibid., p. 26.
@ P. Tillich, Ibid., p. 240.
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(The statement that God is being-itself is a nonsymbolic statement. If we speak of the-
actuality of God, we first assert that he is not God if he is not being-itself.)® Z2]x 2+ A
faay i, CobwlAl shd” T MHEEE-S ETTh SEM EKBLECIAA o] 2-E& KB
A& el B 4 dek kel HEN 287 fE S-S & shdde] | 4 ¢l
w]£o] v}, (God is not God without universal participation.) ® Tillich o] {E#1Y THEA S ARHY
Mie GEhyelel st 3 shidel 1 4 ¢le Ao 2 BilEg RA-& Schleiermacher 7k Ay
WSS AT ARG A& EET shdda @Mt st Bla A3 22 Bre 2
<= gleh. vhrl Schleiermacher & i “Fi” & “Z—" %o Hgl&d sl Tillich &
ETES 3 CBERRTY A Wolth ) Tilich & HEA B4 2t R RO
Schleiermacher o] #u¥f f1re] KfF-S JI= c}Eulrl 9188 atsl o ® Feje] EHIcha o],
MRS e SO RS R obdm chuk I B A% ERobm vhesh o] 2
gk, “There is not a dogmatic difference, but chiefly a difference of connotation, between:
ultimate concern and feeling of absolute dependence.”® Tillich 3} Schleiermacher = o] &

o) PSR oh o siéel I HARESG QoA Miliste Aoz o fele
Schleiermacher & #f(f) Origen o]zt = ¢ 4= glvbel ¥ & =4 Tillich 2 %9
Schleiermacher eh3 $5HE 4 917}, @ ’

R. Niebuhr = ©v}-53} 22 el 4 Barth 9} Tertullian 22] 3L Origen 3} Tillich & -}z
woteh, B “HEES] AT BRI ¥ T 9A FERN BEES HET Bl A Barth o}
Tertullian 2 23 f@Fe] WA-S MRl Sbal BIBIAA A FWIskat 3 8ol 4 & Origen.
3} Tillich & zxgkr}, ”® o] 7to] Origen 3} Tillich o] F@H-S (Lot BIMIA 7] = B A 7S
Erk ok o] FES AT 2 Bio] 9188 X 4 olc}. A Tillich o] Origen 8] i
e HUFE gleld AT A @H)ishE A “FE7EEES"S Origen | Wit @M sH

& & F olvh @ 283 Tillich-& ffike] Realism ¢ Thomas 9] e “#i—ER"
= HOO M Esk ek gle-S g3 o] Biisla ¢lth. “God in the ground of being,
as I like to express it, or being in itself, or the first course; all these terms point to the
same meaning”® o] zt-& #ELel 4 Tillich & 28] Ml ao] # ¢ Origen oA il realism 2]

& @ P. Tillich, Systematic Theology, Vol. I, The University of Chicago Press, 1950, pp. 238~239.

@ P. Tillich, Ibid., p. 245.

@ P. Tillich, Perspectives on 19th and 20th ceutury Protestant Theology, S.C.M. Press, 1967, p. 98.

@ P. Tillich., Ibid., p. 105.

@ O.W. Heick, a History of Christian Thought, Vol. 1L p. 493.

@ O.W. Heick, Ibid., p. 488.

@ P. Tillich, @ History of Chrtshan Thaught. p. 59.
Tillich & Origen | S-S FBIsld 4 ch-2sk o] w318 “God in being-itself, and therefore, beyond
everything that is. He is the source of everything.

& P. Tillich, @ History of Christian Thought, p. 189.
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Thomas & 7 A Schleiermacher 8} —JF HlighS 228 AESL = Aoz BolA F
& AR

6. #& G

Aimel A WAL TS FEARRA A SIS BRS #ES wokvh ol AR
A} e HEs SR weld s E a2 FEAReh RS et dinEd fed
ol ghe},  2ela el diiitE AHA BlRel o]l 2o 7R Bl WEEY HIERelE &
GEMClE L RS B sl il Fiffslol A a8 wsteh

Aol A FHE S BB WSS BEAS X EEon HEAZe M REEY Wi
£ #4142 Tertullian 3} Augustine L8] 2 544 ¥i# Luther o 9 %9 FrLfo 2 fifE=
£ Barth o] 7] o] 2% ko] Fylz Fgsle] & Aom wokeh zela - WY WS
o] #{te] Origen-3 A4 Schleiermacher ol 4 Tillich ol Al & o] 2 v}& dh2] FK7lo] v},
ol o] e o] Y BRI WA S Zh o] F E L Kl FEel Kol B
tRoll B 250 %he] ERA o] FoAl Aoz vk [ §iEy BEHAMAA Kt
el A el WL L fREaYl BHAA A0 189 FHEes Jebd Aoz ¥
oh e AR RER ol A= el fiAiek BikE el e Feta EEe
Sl A PHRE Aol Sl friln AL Wikel @Mtslold Ao Wit 29
U $-7] = Barth ¢} Tillich -8 {UEE 4 d= A fshrl = oFA o] & Kol 9Jgo® 3E
& ikt gel,



A Study on the Christian Concept of God

Eun Soo Oh

Summary

God is the heart of religion and the nature of religion is defined by the concept of God.
‘The Christian concept of God is based upon the Bible. The characteristics of the biblical
concept of God are that God is living in history and He is always dyanmic rather than
static. We may have a personal encounter with Him in a concrete situation. He reveals
Himself in the person of Christ and is understood by responsible faith. This is the common
biblical faith.

There have been two main streams taking contrasting directions in the concept of God
throughout church history. In the ancient church, the Eastern Hellenistic concept of God
‘was philosophical and cultural represented by Clement and Origen. On the other hand,
the Western Latin concept of God centered in the biblical concept represented by Tertul-
lian and Augustine.

The same trends were present in the medieval, and even in the modern church. In the
former case, the realism represented by Anselmus and Thomas Aquinas was also philo-
sophical, and first of all depended upon the human reason rather than upon faith. On the
-other hand, Nominalism, represented by Duns Scotus and William Occam emphasized
faith and human will.

The Roman Catholic church followed the former, Realism and the Protestantism led
by Luther, was influenced by the later Nominalism and emphasized the biblical con-
cept of God.

In the later case, there is same divergence in thinking between Karl Barth and Paul
‘Tillich. Barth rediscovered the reformation theologians’ position stressing the biblical
concept of God; on the other hand Tillich’s concept of God was more philosophical
and cultural than the Chrisian traditional concept based upon the common biblical faith.

In this study, we found that there are two main lines in contrast with each other. The
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one started with Origen through Schleiermacher to Tillich. The other line begins with
Tertullian and Augustine through Luther and Calvin to Barth. The reason for these two
different lines has been dependent upon the theologian’s attitude to the traditional, biblical

faith and the philosophy and culture of his own generation, whether negative or positive.
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