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FHI75¢ (BGEERFHIA > PaulJohannesTillich - 1886 - 1965 @ N/NM@EHIG ) Atz itad - HEFRX
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EBMEFARETRNE 1990 EAFESFEFEHE Paul Tillich Lectures 55 » 1] RUAMAVRZ 2T 2 —HA RS
MR N2 o 1 HTL e B i A A EE 5T (R R AT Time EEILAY)) > BT E T
AR 0 B A5 EEIFEERHIERE - HIRAUTHERERGRATEAE tH E T EE 8 | ENERRERE > LHE
Tt B [ FERR A SRR RS HEE | (Theology of Correlation) o 35 J7 [AIEAATAFEHEBIHY " HhEE(HE
WERSEREREE I - AR AEfl 2 - EFHLERE - L1 H R HE T
% PREAMENS (KA R E FHZ R iEE) -

HIrveE&{EZE S > DL The Courage to Be (1952) K1 Dynamics of Faith (1957) H32 VS {EERE @ MG E
RFE—EHTHEZ N - 468 AT 1924 FEAEFE Marburg KEEZE 1933 FEAEERATAALTHHAT ~ B FHFT
IS = R ERE R 2R s o R/ D - A AR R L hER > A > B B -SR] B g A U
{E ~ —F =Y Systematic Theology { Z47fHEE) (1951 H % 1, 1957 % 2, 1963 % 3) » AFRT
5[5 University of Chicago Press (Three volumes in one) 1967 HHARAVARAR » 25 JHZ E IR FH =1
MAERE » 5 EZE SRR VI/ &R 1-V2/£& 2~ V3[4 3 - A UEZSE—RFTHI ) |
R AHRER Tk - TSN T /Y AR ERE - RENFERERFEREESZEN
WFEE » A SCERI E R s AN S PAR S CR A5 (3R DMERIBRE ) BUEaEi » IRt 1
ZRE—FER -

E—ES £ EIHYER(Introduction) - fj_EREE 70 H > £/ MEAVIHEN SRR T7E (WsmEIHEE
BAE) EmAGER—RERNElE > BERETE - M EmiEE BNy 5 4R
Al (T > &L xiii) - P FSCHY 1 2 13 BEAEEE (R A ABD KIEE) HURFARAIEALET -

1. INTRODUCTION

A. The Point of View ( BHELAE » NE 1~ 2 —ffF:EE)

1. Message and Situation

2. Apologetic Theology and the Kerygma

B. The Nature of Systematic Theology (Z 4 fHEE S » NE 3 £ 7 —{FHEE)
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3. The Theological Circle

4. Two Formal Criteria of Every Theology

5. Theology and Christianity

6. Theology and Philosophy: A Question

7. Theology and Philosophy: An Answer

C. The Organization of Theology (/Y257 1F 4 17/ 22T 77 i T 2& T E R H T L )
D. The Method and Structure of Systematic Theology (& (HEERY /7 EF1EAE » T 8 & 13 —ffHEE)
8. The Sources of Systematic Theology

9. Experience and Systematic Theology

10. The Norm of Systematic Theology

11. The Rational Character of Systematic Theology

12. The Method of Correlation

13. The Theological System

B —EEHEEANTYS © HRFOHTHERA R - HE R0 77 EAM4ER - Je i
HYRET B 55 T F NG ZER - > (e mI AR IR R R A 2R AU S IEAE R ) » Rtk
EHE S EE AR TEEE TAWRGSS ) WEITEER - (F TIEITAR ) ISR HE
—EeFT AN E T RSFIR ) B 0 A0 Christian message {F1% & i Fi& Christian faith ~ situation(al)
FEREHH & context(ual) fEREZZM - being fE&EHI/VH - apologetic fE&E RN HB=\58
% - HIRHYR A AIRES B A (BB e AR R ( EREE TSR 2 ) » AR EE
SR B AR EE N Bl — R - HoRVES IR ) BB B AT ERERITEER » SR
NEEAMG S | APE T RETERAHHETEE 2 I8 » BT NEER " EirEE | A -

1 1 EELAE  (SEEEBE (Message and Situation)

FHERFABER B E R B R G —THYRE  — EERE TR G MIEAATZ - BEVEMS(] (Christian
message * FHICHE message Al faith B H » HEEF =2 BEMEER) WEHATIGIAEREER
H-(AR1, H3) BUESHERGHAERERZ MERE " §RET (AhHEA) £EFHEH -

FHEG S BB FHER R4 ~ BISEEIFfBAYELSE T 2 (fundamentalism) » 7EEEAS—1R EHYIERE(biblicistic-
evangelical form) 2 N » JBE KA tHEL: ELHH (theological truth) 4EZE LT B o] KU1 {Z (]l (eternal truth) »
DUBERE SRR RAVHHEEMEE - BRREEREEENERES 2 RHIE ARSI R E
By HELEMEEE A 2R T B R REsS IR - 3 EEP AH KIS - XF

2 PREFACE: My purpose, and | believe it is a justified purpose, has been to present the method and the structure of a
theological system written from an apologetic point of view and carried through in a continuous correlation

with philosophy. (V1, p.xi)

3 |t elevates something finite and transitory to infinite and eternal validity. (V1, p.3) FHECHE—CHEEEEEZRE T o H]H
A LRSS BUMEN R SE EHER TEREM: ¢ The fact that fundamentalist ideas are eagerly grasped in a period of personal or
communal disintegration does not prove their theological validity.( V1, p.4)



fE R — VA T E|ATEEN - ERMANTEHNE B2 | B T REE A AN ER
ARARREHE S22 A ~ T28(0E - BRREESE (52 The Fundamentals, 1910-1915 il ) » & I
WCIET AR 0 TR PFEENIIS . WEEMAAIIEHKATHE A ZE VERAHHEEEH
e T R KAVE M B (truthful truth or eternal truth) | FEEfHEE G %Y -

FHEREE Ry » FREIHVEL S L 2 AIBIOMAYFHER IR B [ 0 B w14 (Kerygmatic)fHIE2 > SRFHLIAREL BV E
HIEH R RNEHFE - FIER— Rt sl a4 EE TRE (BERHE) UE
R CH EHHE ) — AN BB s UEEE SO &4 th 34 i i 7k IR.Z Sa¥ (rediscover the eternal message) -
DURE S P (Y BRI SR RV EELE - HIRER A NIERRETR IS T RIE ) HFEBAEE
1E4ft(orthodoxy) HAEHREE - (%1, HS5) EA5[HEMATEIEARS " HEEAEENEE | A 2IE
bEEJT R > IEANALER A HER M 2 (theological truth) 35 F] 2 VRS -

R 2 BIRLAE  EEHEBEESE (Apologetic Theology and the Kerygma)

FHIR B "2 (apologetic) —FHYFE R EFE @ fa N WIHAZ S I — G- H - AR 7R B 7253 (high
standing) > & 5 T BIERAR A EFE - BATERMER FRNINBMETENZ Wik 2BEAIRE
(disrepute) o {EEFHER = & Rt (2 HEAEA TR (common ground) » (HEEE (1H122) FILERA T 3E
ARG IR EMEVERE § Mfs RS AT SR - gIHARYE R 52 8 (Logos) ~ BEfELLIR
BIREFEmiIE TR - MERs [ HEE S - BEEEHEATERE > #E TEZ4ANREER
EREEE  REEE  ANEENEATE S EERHRWHEBESPRETHAEEESHE
( synthesis) » {37 B 38 (22 RV ERAR S T SHIAOVRSE o BHE /(MG E SR EE
HH#] (immoveable truth) - {EH—EHKE B 2EFENEH#H T EREN AR ZIINFRE”M
( “situation” cannot be entered; no answer to the questions implied in it can be given) - ¥ L - FHEGEE

B RWRENE EE AR EEAEUE - LGSR RN E Rk > SHEE -°

EEHHRARI " FHIEANRST ) B EtEREVEEETIRERTLEE TEIE ) SEE
tRE—E " Ei#EE ) THAARGE  LIEEER LS EE RSUEHEEE MEEs T A2E
EAZM - EEAHTRE - FRPH " hEME | EGEE TR - B T IHEE AR

4 the neo-Reformation theology of Barth and his school are outstanding examples of kerygmatic theology. (V1, p.4)

5 Kerygmatic theology must give up its exclusive transcendence and take seriously the attempt of apologetic theology to
answer the questions put before it by the contemporary situation...... But the continuous toil of those who have tried to find a
union, a “synthesis,” has kept theology alive.(V1, p.7)

HH ECAE C. THE ORGANIZATION OF THEOLOGY FERE T FyzB 20 (HEL 22 Ifi#%eE » fthflE : systematic theology is “answering
theology.” It must answer the questions implied in the general human and the special historical situation.(V1, p.31) [t:4) » ZE
MNOAEATRE MG EEE > 2 E R A ENr - HIEINE HHAET © It was not until the later orthodox period that, under
the influence of modern philosophy, ethics was separated from dogmatics. The positive result was a much richer development
of theological ethics; the negative result was an unsolved conflict with philosophical ethics. Today...... a trend toward taking
theological ethics back into the unity of the system can be seen. This trend has been supported by the neo-orthodox
movement’s rejection of an independent theological ethic....... The ethical element(social and personal) is a necessary--and
often predominant--element in every theological statement.(V1, p.31) “Systematic theology” embracing apologetics,
dogmatics, and ethics, seems to be the most adequate term. (V1, p.32)
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B 3 ZEMEME « HEBHUTEER (The Theological Circle)

HRHEAIEE - ISR HEE B ML/ e 7 3 & (mystical a priori) » BLEMWER G R EEM " H
WER N FERRAER S - (FREENEAZS MRS (EE) REIERWENESEE M
BHOR T8 BR > MRS (&) FIEisEae (P L&) (religious-philosophical
circle / the empirical and the metaphysical approaches) 7 RNEFEER - (HENES » Tk B E# 2|28
i (i) ERFIRAS MRS, - ©

HERE—TE > NEATEMENEER  SEMEERATE » FAE (WER) EEREE R
5 B XCARERIERE OHES - DERR—TEARIARIZE 7 LA B 5 By a2t e -
HIEAH B H R E RIREEEE M ELEE - A S AN SEEN Rkt o 2R - B EESER IR
BB TEE TGRS - Z7EURHEHEA TEEEE ) (AmEAES - THEESEEREL
BERERE AL - BEREER -

EEH 4 25 HHEME - HERRIAKIEAE (Two Formal Criteria of Every Theology)

FHER 2 5 AFARTRM: " 4%45RE 1 (ultimate concern) HIER » (AR REAERR BE HiZs2 R B B T8
H 12 2 30 §ify " OEUEREFENERIVH, (Kid ) EF—RERER R ET A S 2
Tt o 8 A S A B O b — &5 AR R A R 0 SRS EL S5 S At e 5 47 20 B (% (preliminary
concern) Z Y » BiE ¢ MR REL A ELS T DU N EHHIETS (judgements) - 1R EAiTRIIEAS 3552
EE - RYHEMEwmGE TREEE - REYRIAH S EHEG TRER T - RHBUASEIPREZE4E T
iR (the solution of political or international conflicts)& » {5 HE S N EiEtt Ty bR | SBI1E
% - ° HIOSAHSEEEAILE st EEEY) (0 LiltETR) /FHESHIENFEE » 8
ArEANEES -

FERIHERY R - HIRFEH, © R E R MTHIFIEEIEF/E (being or nonbeing) » BLEAXH &

5 it can be observed that the a priori which directs the induction and the deduction is a type of mystical experience.....The

theological concepts of both idealists and naturalists are rooted in a “mystical a priori,” an awareness of something that
transcends the cleavage between subject and object...... Every understanding of spiritual things(Geisteswissenschaft) is circular.
(V1, p.9)

7 Being inside the circle, he must have made an existential decision; he must be in the situation of faith. But no one can say of
himself that he is in the situation of faith......and Every theologian is committed and

alienated; he is always in faith and in doubt; he is inside and outside the theological circle.(V1, p.10)

8 The total concern is infinite: no moment of relaxation and rest is possible in the face of a religious concern which is ultimate,
unconditional, total, and infinite......It is the object of total surrender, demanding also the surrender of our subjectivity while
we look at it. It is a matter of infinite passion and interest (Kierkegaard), making us its object whenever we try to make it our
object. (V1, p.12)

° The theologian as theologian is no expert in any matters of preliminary concern. And, conversely, those who are experts in
these matters should not as such claim to be experts in theology.(V1, p.12)



(FEHRTHIERER) ISR - ENZEREERENNE - RECEHE © M RRHIBAME
REBFHFESIRFERIAE 1

3t FHEC P ER AT A E » EIA BB ENANRSES - M/ OiEE FE SN FEIEEE - (1
BAIEREE - S HBEM B ESIIL L EIEK - BEPBUEERY » ARFHEFE AR ERT
Pt Y A (epistemology) HFHERSS AR EE » 4 H HIHE -

B 5 R&HEWE - HEEEEZ (Theology and Christianity)

HRZ /LR T (S M EH S IR A 5 /A M# R (methodical interpretation) | » FHECEE Ry g2
—FIFSCR AR AR (HAIEERE) - BEHEE « RERIHEEHR SRS FE RS - FER
PUTHER A BISN - 1

NI > VBB RN U T E » [FIRF B 485 E (T (concreteness) 4% %% 4 (universality) 2 FE Y
sR17 . KEFISH—EHET DI EEHETRE A LR (S WER > MifEmEL
—REpER T DR B R (B M B AR - BEBUERN T E (RS ) | 1Y%FE(Logos
doctrine) > A2 AN EEME (A1) FIEEE (RS ) MELGFET o EHEREEEHHELE
T By THREE > TR EA — (B S AR A S SRR M R R sk A BRI AHE - 13

EF MR AR ST - sE R E B T, R HAVRERZ (EE4THRE A RIS BT
R MR ATRE - B EAERE A T A ESHVERERTTE - AP ERBEEEREH T
A (me-too-ism - " REREING ) » EFAL EBEZTTE (T HANRZHE D - HE - TETF T
HERERRE T BREM ) (EBIP S > WFABESCR BIUEMERIREE R - EERZTIE

10 The second formal criterion of theology does not point to any special content, symbol, or doctrine. It remains formal and,
consequently, open for contents which are able to express “that which determines our being

or nonbeing.” (V1, p.14)

11 Theology is the methodical interpretation of the contents of the Christian faith.....All thisis “theo-logy,” logos of theos, a
rational interpretation of the religious substance of rites, symbols, and myths. Christian theology is no exception.(V1, p.15-16)
FHECFE C. THE ORGANIZATION OF THEOLOGY A tHEEAH RHRVR} 24t iZx—EfI 41T © Exegesis and homiletics are as
theological as systematics......whether or not it deals with the Christian message as a matter of ultimate concern. (V1,p.28) / in
the Christian message history is theological and theology is historical. ..... Historical

theology includes historical research; systematic theology includes philosophical discussion. (V1,p.29)

/ practical theology has no less theological standing than theoretical theology......practical theology can become a bridge
between the Christian message and the human situation, generally and specially. It can put new questions before the
systematic theologian...... It can preserve the church from traditionalism and dogmatism, and it can induce society to take the
church seriously. But it can do all this only if, in unity with historical and systematic theology, it is driven by the ultimate
concern which is concrete and universal at the same time. (V1,p.33-34)

12 Christian theology is the theology in so far as it is based on the tension between the absolutely concrete and the absolutely
universal. Priestly and prophetic theologies can be very concrete, but they lack universality. Mystical and metaphysical
theologies can be very universal, but they lack concrete.(V1,p.16) FHEK AlLEEoE R T2 ia A MREAYZZE HEEFFE & The
half-God Jesus of Arian theology is neither universal enough nor concrete enough to be the basis of Christian theology.
(V1,p.17-18)

13 Christian theology has a foundation which infinitely transcends the foundations of everything in the history of religion which
could be called “theology.” (V1,p.18)
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R 6 245 HEME « (HEREPTER I (Theology and Philosophy: A Question)
FH ECF5 A E2 BT BB AIGE R 22 (Wissenschaften) KA R G o tHEE HARIEAEA BT A S 2

2 o Y IEME T o TELE B EE EARATEEA (cognitive approach to reality) - ffiiE —HELEALFIME
(critical) HYREAI > BABIR AL /\FIRT#akiR s B - R HAHEE FUE e %4 (present a
complete system of reality) (%1 H 19) HEEGERE @ AEE5UHAIE - SHE RS0 - B
B~ FATELE » SRR RR (SR RAER e M) - REEMmEE TS (8
SitEGAREmE L ARIREE) © &> SEERNBE T MRS AT ANRE - s IS8
B REAEENEE TR - SRR PRGN AR R thf e A A R
THETFANSRVESEEE - 1° NIRHRE - MR - EBEAREATZER > £/ g
FIEHAHIESHIRAIE TS5 - Y

EH A SR EE L0 - SRR (EENQE TS BBk MO EERE

S BRI S SR AEEN  EMMIE TR ELTAEEE AR TR 2l E T E
BEHHENE (06 TAE ) ARIPREREY T ARINHREEN) - 2R AEEN T HE
HER |- B30 £ A TR BN A LS ERER P EEsb > I e iEDFORRE
FET N BEAN A ELS B sira T AR TR ET - SRR T L AERR TR

B SIARCH - MAFAEEAR BREE " HIA L (MALRR) THEA T H CAYHER R - HEitd
TR ARG IR AT E5RAVERRE M2 (RIS RAEIRFE I THY BRI e ) - Y 2020 4F 10
HEgRr) T BB EwRIEER - el T =88 REWHER - EHEWMEERELAR (TR
BHEFRERER) HIHET A -

TR 7 24558 ME - HEHBEPTERE (Theology and Philosophy: An Answer)

TEMHEREFH AL (being) U - TEFHFEFAAFHIGEHE HEEEFAHRMES-

14 The point of contact between scientific research and theology lies in the philosophical element of both, the sciences and
theology. (V1, p.18)

15 whether the elimination of almost all traditional philosophical problems by logical positivism is a successful escape from
ontology. (V1, P.20)

16 The attempt of biblicism to avoid nonbiblical, ontological terms is doomed to failure as surely as are the corresponding
philosophical attempts...... Biblicism may try to preserve their popular meaning ( | %12 —2EE/ES: © time, space, cause,
thing, subject, nature, movement, freedom, necessity, life, value, knowledge, experience, being and not-being ) ,but then it
ceases to be theology. It must neglect the fact that a philosophical understanding of these categories has influenced ordinary
language for many centuries. (V1, p.21)

17 The theologian must take seriously the meaning of the terms he uses. They must be known to him in the whole depth and
breadth of their meaning. Therefore, the systematic theologian must be a philosopher in critical understanding even if not in
creative power. (V1, p.21)
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THEEZZ HYREE R RERERA B (714 (existential) - 2 HAFGREES FHEIAL ¢ B—HH > HEREHR
LB R P TR N BRI ENE > Bk BAE - R E R = HREEEE
Hrp A E L HYH M (rational detachment) » (& (E I Z WIS EHANIAE - EEHAMNS © 5t
R THYHTFA (new being) «  IE4h » B RIENETEZF BRIV EE (pure reality)i§ » 15
AR S ANES AR AT 185 ~ Al Ry P ey 12222 (hidden theologian) » EEE/R G A T [A] (HEE
wast T TEREE-(XR1°H25)

Rt 2R IR R R e bW TP g - (HE N ENEEMNME L HHEZE  AMEN RS G S
Bk T BB #IEE | (Christian philosophy) » j& — g H K ARER B 20BN AN > IEAIPZE 240
BEBRTIHNEESR > FHERECHANEHUNLS - EE L TSR SEARTEE > HEWH
BEEZRTEmMEHEEEECUL A AREBHEEESEETEERN - 18

DUEAERRIET SR R B A W 5 T - B0 FH AR A2 W (B s L AT T T 2R AR, - M E SR 2 FHK
EHIFE - BRI HAY - SRR AN FEEMATER - EERDKARR  HERBAE ;jaE’JE.nfc
IR AME TIESE - tEREREN S S SN PRS2 EAEAWE - T RE R GE
B TECHER A EREERESINE TRER -

P 8 AMHHERRY T ATIER « ZRGUHEERYEIR (The Sources of Systematic Theology)

HH B8 A R RV AV B S (] > A =05 2R - HIREEEREMHH ESURE
EAERME—FR > ¥ MRS - /ﬁﬁ G — {Iﬁ% SHERELERTESEL (experiencing participation)
RUEEAAGRAEMA (BFEMER) NEE > RAELHEKHEEEHSENES 2Bl
85  2HEEUIEANEDREA (BEER) 2PN B REEREN AR R EFE -
2 HKATS > BHARER LR B EEROSHAEE RN IR BB 2R > DUEREKEMEEE
& PR A EN T H—REAREM (AR ETT) M RSB RS (5 50 5
JFAREFRIARRE | AI89= 16) - HARHVERLCIHERS > g2 B EEALFr#keRey - FELC S HEEAY

FEEEM: | FE4% (pneumatic-existential interpretation) o 2!

-

18 The fact that every modern philosophy has grown on Christian soil and shows traces of the Christian culture in which it
lives has nothing to do with the self-contradicting ideas of a “Christian philosophy.”(V1, p.28)

1% we must reject the assertion of neo-orthodox biblicism that the Bible is the only source. (V1, p.34)

20 The documentary character of the Bible is identical with the fact that it contains the original witness of those who
participated in the revealing events......The inspiration of the biblical writers is their receptive and

creative response to potentially revelatory facts......Since there is no revelation unless there is someone who receives it as
revelation, the act of reception is a part of the event itself. (V1, p.35)

21 (Biblical theologian) His exegesis is pneumatic (Spiritual) or, as we would call it today, “existential.” He speaks of the results
of his philosophical and detached interpretation as matters of ultimate concern to him. He unites philology and devotion in
dealing with the biblical texts. (V1, p.33)



FETTHERGREE  EREE R R BAIRELNR o SR e B SHBRA  B2E
BEREERE RS E - EEFEMERTERGEES (RE) AGHEERREES
P0G e - 2 W HE R B AZIRAVEE R > ftar = R EAE £ 25 (Evangelical Biblicism)
{EBRERRAE > ERAERE] AT A2 HH B #ER(“biblical” theology) > E/EFEREN IR
HHAY #3211 5% € (dogmatic developments) o HlEE R /fE S E2 AT 595 SR BURER (18 = (E G YR
ERBE - NEFERER - BRFEEN S RAAE - 2 EERHEEAHE - EEEERITH
H—A/y T THEFRTRSEATHR R | EF AR ENEFRME - & TRIT, RitEmhESR
TTREAHS -

FH B8 By P AR S48 A 7 T A T2« B e s o e T 4% AmBRSE | (245 4) T HHAI(EA1 R (5t
WMEELSEZ LR S ) - A EE e ftHIFra B iE i BRI B AR BIRIER A -
* EEDRHRATRENEE - NABGEL PAMLEERER " mEER, ey "R 218
ANFEARESMAMAEERE A e BRI FHRAE SR BCCEHEIIN REEE |
BT ,(BEFERETR) ERCE RN EN - SR S B ER G HEAR R 105 B F A k-
PRI T ARBE R S A — Lo R i (AINREN(S T4 T HRAE ~ 18T " His , WEX
IR~ FAEEIR N Z B EE - RO ENGEHEESE) - AT IRBEA RSOy s ass - Bk S
BRI AL GRS HIET - SRR R A SRR EE G o A DS B A
{TEIFRT -

F=TTHEERBANCUERIRESE - B FERANERAES EA - EATIEEEEE - HE4
HEREAERPE - HRBENAL " SUEMHE | SR ITHERRATAE UERE - #3
F—EE - BUAHIE « SlufElls « M AL ERERERE NMEHS SRR EETIERITIEZ R
GFalE - ERMEZNR RGN - EREAFEERMEMATFIITIR - > EERHEHERE - £5
PR E R - AR BEEREE CHSUE (RIBEARFTEETINE ) > a2yt ey
b (EFEEFREETEOTER ) BEREREANVES IR » LHERBEFHER - S EESHET
REEFE B L SEEE BB A e » BEES RPN 55—k MG

22 Even the Reformers were dependent on the Roman tradition against which they protested. They directed special elements
of the ecclesiastical tradition against others in order to fight the distortion which had affected the whole tradition, but they did
not and could not jump out of the tradition into the situation of Matthew and Paul. (V1, p.36-37)

2 Through historical scholarship the difference between the dogmatic teaching of most American evangelistic churches and
the original meaning of the biblical texts can easily be shown. (V1, p.37)

24 the biblical writings in so far as their witness to what is really ultimate concern is also a conditioned expression of their own
spirituality. Therefore, it is able to use all the materials provided by church history. It can make use of Greek and Roman and
German and modern concepts in interpreting the biblical message; it can make use of the decisions of sectarian protests
against official theology; but it is not bound to any of these concepts and decisions. (V1, p.37)

%5 what | like to call a “theology of culture”, which is the attempt to analyze the theology behind all cultural expressions, to
discover the ultimate concern in the ground of a philosophy, a political system, an artistic style, a set of ethical or social
principles. This task is analytic rather than synthetic, historical rather than systematic. It is a preparation for the work of the
systematic theologian. (V1, p.39)



B 9 RSUHERRY AT « BRI A4RHER (Experience and Systematic Theology)

FH R Aefs B R B Ep E EseEse  » Ao A BT T AR — S A i ass - Al EE—
Duns Scotus —SZEEEISFHTIEATF - BERVEIETE - BEEENES TS =80 BAEER
SEHMEEE BT - MNBEE RN 19 WIS HE LK E R (Schleiermacher, 1768-
1834)%:E - fEHHifI s T EEHKEENIRE | B85 RIEF T B A T — AR rE T E AR SRR
s 2 S EE T EEERARS - 2 MiltFE B RSN B RN T2 B RN R EMN A
DIEE BB BRI E A eSS - ¥

HR o E (M) Kbpipl ey » LR FEEESHmATIEN S EXNEE - HEREREH
TR BRI E RS (B AR (BIE) ERRFFEKEmAVSER - MEE AR ENTE)
TG EEEE o 28 HERLE B—ZU&K8 SR » 2R 5 852 (receives) M IEAE Hi(produce) - (£ 1, H 46)

e - B SMECR AR (FE T EAE A\ BNBEEERELRADE) ? EBE5E
[TRE - TR - RN ERURHYIREE - BEEAFEL L EAETHREUR - BEERESHVEREA
R EY)  BEETIRTERERARAEBEEG S AFEUR - ® HEKmE © 28 DIEEHY
& (B NMETHE ) 1758 IR =RERS TS > B AR ER R R
UE 230 MRS T BRI DU AR EE BNV E | AREEZE  HE RN B EE R e R
e flE s o 3t SRR o fthBAESR FIBEEEAE ) A{E(Spiritual power in him)Z{E AFTA TR
KERHVIREE - RA AREBNEWGIERS h—  ANEERA BRURMERE - 2 ABIE - HRAERA
EBUE - BB T —HELEE AT EES 32 4F Billy Graham HYEEBLEr -

26 When he (Schleiermacher)defined religion as the “feeling of absolute dependence,” “feeling” meant the immediate
awareness of something unconditional in the sense of the Augustinian-Franciscan tradition. This tradition was mediated to him
religiously by his Moravian education, philosophically by Spinoza and Schelling......“Dependence” in Schleiermacher’s definition,
was, on the Christian level, “teleological” dependence......excludes a pantheistic and deterministic interpretation of the
experience of the unconditional. (V1, p.41-42)

27 (neo-orthodox theology) it detached itself completely from Schleiermacher’s method, consequently

denying the theological development of the last two hundred years (one hundred before and one hundred after
Schleiermacher). (V1, p.41) / Against this conception neo-orthodoxy turns back to the Reformers( see footnote29), and
evangelical biblicism turns back to the Reformation sects. Both deny that a religious experience which goes beyond the
Christian circle can be a source of systematic theology; and neo-orthodoxy denies that experience can become a source of
systematic theology at all. (V1, p.45)

28 the object of theology (hamely, our ultimate concern and its concrete expressions) is not an object within

the whole of scientific experience. It cannot be discovered by detached observation or by conclusions derived from such
observation. It can be found only in acts of surrender and participation. Second, it cannot be tested by scientific methods of
verification. (V1, p.44)

2 For the Reformers experience was not a source of revelation. The divine Spirit testifies in us

to the biblical message. No new revelations are given by the Spirit. Nothing new is mediated by the experience of the Spiritual
power in us. Evangelical enthusiasm, on the other hand, derived new revelations from the presence of the Spirit. (V1, p.45)

30 Being open for new experiences which might even pass beyond the confines of Christian experience is now the proper
attitude of the theologian.....“Open experience” is the source of systematic theology. (V1, p.45)

31 Two extremes must be avoided in this procedure: the influence of the medium, the experience of the theologian, should not
be so small that the result is a repetition instead of a transformation, and it should not be so large that the result is a new
production instead of a transformation. (V1, p.46)

32 Only if his spirit and the divine Spirit in him were one could his experience have revealing character. (V1, p. 46)
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33 0On the formal side the church established a hierarchy of authorities-bishops, councils, the pope-who were supposed to
safeguard the norm against heretical distortions.(V1, p. 47) X 5 4E C. THE ORGANIZATION OF THEOLOGY fERE | » ##E—F
By FUHAS S ) S PO b o FERT = B T PR AR AN R RE > /EIFERERE ¢ the word (Dogmata)received another meaning in
the history of Christian thought. The function of the creeds as a protection against destructive heresies ...... was considered a
demonic enemy of the message of Christ. With the complete union of church and state after Constantine, the doctrinal laws of
the church also became civil laws of the state, and the heretic was considered a criminal.(V1, p.32)
34 Luther broke through the Roman system in the power of the material norm which, following Paul, he called “justification
through faith” and with the authority of the biblical (especially the Pauline) message. Justification and Bible in mutual
interdependence were the norms of the Lutheran Reformation. In Calvinism justification was more and more replaced by
predestination, and the mutuality of the material and the formal norms was weakened by a more literalistic understanding of
biblical authority. (V1, p.47)
35 for recent Protestantism it has been the prophetic message of the Kingdom of God in the Old and New Testaments. (V1,
p.48)
3¢ the churchisthe “home” of systematic theology. (V1, p.48) ; HillHVE » BEEZAVH KR —(ER LA 1EERERRS
(RME=E) {ESZ 45 : The Bible can be called the norm of systematic theology only because the norm is derived from the Bible.
But it is derived from it in an encounter of the church with the biblical message. (V1, p.50)
37 the material norm of systematic theology today is the New Being in Jesus as the Christ as our ultimate concern. This norm is
the criterion for the use of all the sources of systematic theology. (V1, p.50)
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38 He gave a material norm according to which the biblical books should be interpreted and evaluated, namely, the message of
Christ or of justification through faith. (V1, p.50)

39 The Old Testament was never directly normative. It was measured by the New Testament, and

the New Testament was never equally influential in all its parts. Paul’s influence almost disappeared in the post-apostolic
period. John took his place......Pauline reactions occurred again and again, in a conservative way

in Augustine and in a revolutionary way in the Reformers. The predominance of the Synoptic Gospels over against Paul and
John characterizes modern Protestantism; and in recent times the Old Testament in a prophetic interpretation has
overshadowed even the New Testament. (V1, p.50)FH X 58 /£ C. THE ORGANIZATION OF THEOLOGY fEERE N » #E—IF RERZ&HH
GEIEFE S R E/E IR ¢ There is much non-theological research in the biblical disciplines------ The influence of
nonbiblical religions and cultures on Bible and church history is too obvious to be denied (cf., for instance, the intertestamental
period). (V1, p.29)

40 The attempts of biblicism and orthodoxy to create an “unconditioned” theology contradict the correct and indispensable
first principle of the neo-orthodox movement that “God is in heaven and man is on earth”-even if man is a systematic
theologian. (V1, p.52)

41Reason is overpowered, invaded, shaken by the ultimate concern. Reason does not produce an object of ultimate concern by
logical procedures, as a mistaken theology tried to in its “arguments for the existence of God.” The contents of faith grasp

reason. (V1, p.53) HKE— 508 > BEAETECRRAE "B, &F -
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42 This formulation is a matter of personal and communal religious experience ...... It is simultaneously received by ecstatic
reason({&fE L FEFEMAS H if man were living in a complete theonomy, that is, in the fullness of the Kingdom of God) and
conceived through technical reason. Traditional and neo-orthodox theologies do not differ at this point. (V1, p.54)

43 The glory of scholasticism was that it had become a semantic clearing-house for theology as well as for philosophy. (V1,
p.54)

4 The power of words denoting spiritual realities lies in their connotations. (V1, P.54)

4 The principle of semantic rationality involves the demand that all connotations of a word should consciously be related to
each other and centered around a controlling meaning. (V1, p.55)

46 there is no real conflict between dialectics and formal logic. Dialectics follows the movement of thought or the movement of
reality through yes and no, but it describes it in logically correct terms. (V1, p.56)

47 The doctrine of the Trinity does not affirm the logical nonsense that three is one and one is three; it describes in dialectical
terms the inner movement of the divine life as an eternal separation from itself and return to itself.p.56

48 Incarnation, redemption, justification, etc., are implied in this paradoxical event. It is not a logical contradiction which makes
it a paradox but the fact that it transcends all human expectations and possibilities. It breaks into the

context of experience or reality, but it cannot be derived from it. (V1, p.57)

49 paradox in religion and theology does not conflict with the principle of logical rationality. Paradox has its logical place. (V1,
p.57)
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%0 no method can claim to be adequate for every subject. Methodological imperialism is as

dangerous as political imperialism......The method of correlation explains the contents of the Christian faith through existential
questions and theological answers in mutual interdependence. (V1, p.60) HCEL A ELeRIMIEAE T2 | BEaRZfF st H)
T A M EEE IS © the threat coming from the historical-critical method of biblical research have subjected Protestant
theology to the necessity of a positive revision of its whole tradition. And this can be done only through systematic
construction.(V3, p.7)

51 In using the method of correlation, systematic theology proceeds in the following way: it makes an analysis of the human
situation out of which the existential questions arise, and it demonstrates that the symbols used in the Christian message are
the answers to these questions, The analysis of the human situation is done in terms which today are called “existential.” Such
analyses are much older than existentialism; they are, indeed, as old as man’s thinking about himself, and they have been
expressed in various kinds of conceptualization since the beginning

of philosophy. (V1, p.62) HHEFEAMERE 2 EHEZ(HEE © (1 “method of correlation” ) It tries to correlate the questions
implied in the situation with the answers implied in the message------ It correlates questions and answers, situation and
message, human existence and divine manifestation. (V1, p.8) Z£jA T BvBYS EAYESE | IUEE » WHKIES R - attempt
to interpret the symbols of faith through expressions of our own culture. The result of this is the three volumes of Systematic
Theology. (V3, p.5)

52 0One could think of a section which mediates between the two main sections by interpreting historical, sociological, and
psychological materials in the light of both the existential questions and the theological

answers...... In each of the five parts of the system which are derived from the structure of existence in correlation with the
structure of the Christian message, the two sections are correlated in the following ways. (V1, p.66)



HRSHOW 2215 4Rk

S

==

MEHVESEETIRDR © > B 82 A B fHi(Beingand God) ©  AHYTTE 4 (essential nature)flI4
HUAYH o 28 =20 B AT B EE EL B (Existence and Christ) : A HYTEAEAH R (existential self-estrangement)
FIEE » FEVUER 24 anfIEEEE (Life and the Spirit) @ fHRAVA iR RHE T AR AR AR 7SR
8 - B TLEb ) e i S B (History and the Kingdom of God) : A1,/ A= B AERE Rl A AR SEHYFAE
SESUVHEE AR P LA (B E AN E —EUEa =—%) - HEK DL TS84SR
B | 1F R tiEEayh R - >

EIUNE P ASCRFEA ST LSy > $UE S PR SR ST H R ATHE AR > (g AV H
FFea A NEE T REAR > FRMAY "B R EEEAEEERTENEE R T
(existential analysis engaging ontology) FIREPEH5 (FES) MHEFTEHERE - SURERNEEH
ERELEL E— WY Schelling RIS 3¢ 4 (Kierkegaard) fy¥aas S\ 4 (dialectics) » fin B /D5 [REELAER
FHZEMELUBWHEZ B MR - NIt - 6h= Balles SVEEADTZeE - Bieokee ToE, I—E%
» HERPEERUEE % -

EEPR T LR RE =M EAVR R E  Ng RHARAEE Ay RSB 555G 0 PARC
BEE LSRR — A LIHE R EEAE -

53 the concept of reason (and Reason) must be clarified before statements can be made ...... the doctrine of revelation must be
dealt with at the very beginning, because revelation is presupposed in all parts of the system as the ultimate source of the
contents of the Christian faith. (V1, p.67-68)

54 the symbol “Kingdom of God” is independent of the trinitarian structure which determines the central parts. This part of the
system must give an analysis of man’s historical existence (in unity with the nature of the historical generally) and of the
questions implied in the ambiguities of history; and it must give an answer which is the Kingdom of God. (V1, p.67)
SSEIHASE R Y TEARFHEESZ H. Richard Niebuhr #[1FEFES I @ "the reading of Systematic Theology can be a great voyage of
discovery into a rich and deep, and inclusive and yet elaborated, vision and understanding of human life in the presence of the
mystery of God."( H. Richard Niebuhr, Union Seminary Quarterly Review, review included on back cover of Systematic
Theology, Vol. 3) EEIEM _FEE e L5 John H. Randall, Jr. #EEE[EEE © "beyond doubt the richest, most suggestive,
and most challenging philosophical theology our day has produced." (John H. Randall, Jr., Union Seminary Quarterly Review,
review included on back cover of Systematic Theology, Vol. 1)



