PERERIAEERS] (—)

AW () B
A

i EEZWNE—HOENSE - BURME g

. EEHONE
A EERRHREETREY TN

I SEELAARE » A A FERH5EY) (Man is a being who is made to encounter God, man

is a responding creature
NAIFERIRES) (responsibility-to-God — A " HH , (freedom) B " i
( choice) -
N EAEO FERI 5 (responding-to-God’s love— A E4E" EZ1WREEZ |+ (in-celation,
in-love) -
"HH L BT ELER > e ETHEERL.ZH (in-becoming) -

@ N —fé#as (wholeness » [N A\ BiAH T2 E Ty A PE ( freedom, in-loving
(persona) -relation, in-becoming 2l () ELIA A (man-man ~ {H#
(man-world) - BLH . (man-himsel FEFATZERATHIALME -

B. FEZWNB—NERE (Whatisman ?
A=subjective agent + moments of experiences ( histcal relationships )
1). APIEREM: (Subjectivity) —“subjective agent”

HIk 2 (self-reflection, self-consciousnes§fE 1) —a741 L (subject of
cognition) -
ETER TN R ZE TR — GRS (subject of will) -
NHRIWERRE I BLFR S —AIF LS (subject of creativity -

@ DIEZ=HFrErnseicEs (terminus a quo = JHIE AT - ASEEHURHY Tk



H¥k | (transcendental ego
2). HE#ERI A (that concrete person&2k | “moments of experiencéhistorical

relationships ” -
“uniqgueness” — historical (+) relationships.Jdefine a persorg .".every person is
unique) [ man is not defined by characteristics
(A tin-relations™—— N2 NETEPYERIRIR (N A— K> A—H
o A—1FD) HfiE7 (self-identity) o
(+) “dynamic™——human becoming human nature is in-becoming

VUEE BR324 |, authentication, humanization

VU RE{RY T H#4 |,  inauthentication, de-humanization
) "A-HCO ) (MHIEHOE E<— T B3k, #HE)
it) "= A CRFIA AT <— ELIE S )
i) PN ORAIAERY T A <— SR A~ BEJJRIRCRE -
iEH )
iv) "N (B A TN — SR BfR<— AEISFUEA RN ) -
3). I APEAHEE BEEE (limitation of humanity )
“Subjectivity” , “dynamic” HIEIE (&) BYTTHE (possibility of “sinfulness” )
“in-relations” — AHY/mfRM: (human “finitude” )
I EEBEABRRLENGE - Bohit R
A NEEESAAERITEEAIRER] (individualization)
“uniqueness” and “subjectivity”
1) AE DOBIEEE ) _LRYG THREE
i) THIKH ) (self-loss) #YIRIEE (inauthentic existence :
TgERS (M. Heideggep 1y " #@j A, (dos Man) —fi¢ “my-self” %#f;
“they-self” (das Man-selbst-
Carl Rogerst) " Jkie H Fe7 &1, (incongruen -

Rollo Mayy "Efax 5 =3% , (low level of self-consciousness



i) = EHF (authentic individualization
EkS— “Being-towards-deathfl “the call of conscience
Rogers— “Self-acceptance’ the “uniqueness” of a person
May— “High level ( creative) of self-consciousness”the subjectivity of a
person

2) AE " BuAntE ) W DATHEERES - NAEESAAERIRERN] (the rights of
individualization)

) It P — ARt E R CEDT T Mt & 5 )
uniqueness-against universalization (eg. BRI » TS | B T{EA )
uniqueness—against collectivism (eg. " A8y | B T R4 > 8 T A 220

( privacy ) )
subjectivity>against objectification

PUEERY A SR (interpersonal relationship :

g (CTEAL)
HEESR (i) objects
BEBZ (BRIRIE)

[ [ Y = # (part of mel ) ——subject

@ "{£H , “being-mode” of Bl 4 |, “having-mode” of

existence existence
(i) part of one’s experience (i) external of onésmlanipulation

(i) irreplaceable, unexchangeable (i) replaceabkehangeable

i) FERRAER—2FF " 328 | (liberalism) #HE AMER] (individual rights)
M THMH  (freedom) IWHEE

NE#A ~ 2HEHERFEEAMHar (participation) © “in-relation”



1). A& TOENEEE ERYSHES
N TEEREE ) LIk WHPER AR (authentic participation: FfE ' 584 H
F | (sefl-realization
A “individualizationJ7E4% @ Erich Frommi®y T 3k E i, (escape from
freedom) =& Fk (individualization) — "{EBHEMYEFL , “he is utterly
helpless in comparison with the world outside dretdfore deeply afraid of it*
“escape from freedom*he chooses to lose his self again in the forms of
“authoritarianism”, “destructiveness” and “autoneaticonformity” ( Fromm,The
Fear of Freedom)
THESEHE “self-loss™8iG1Hy T B, - W ATHEBRARHS
a) Viktor Frankr) " &34 | (Logotherapy & " A=y E 2 | (the meaning of
life ) -
HEMERL AR = RJEAN
)] “creative value”: “( Man finds meaning of life in what he gives to the
world in terms of his creations.”
i) “experiential value”: “( .... ) in whathe takesfrom the world in terms of
encounters and experiences.”
1)) “attitudinal value™ “( .... ] in the stand he takesto his predicament in
case he must face a fate which he cannot change.”
b) DLEZ I i BERD " # ARFES 5 W9TEAKEE - Bl M. von Andic¥f T BIRE 5 1
FEFHET - Whiff B “reciprocal intentionality™
PI_EZE i BLEE A. Camus, The Myth of Sisyphig “life’s unconditional
meaningfulnessgt{[q] -
® SENER = 7 self-loss, existential isolation, self-alienatidngz #5 H ¥k
(authentic individualization +/#f [ F #81) S B AR S 2 1 (authentic
participation) » 157 A arlE & HFAUREF (self-identity) o

2). 1 "BUAtE ) Wk EIHEERE S AGIRA - 2GR (the calling of



participation) -
) Rk FH——2FF Tt & 5% ) (socialism) ¥ A T REHEERIESE ) 1y
=i ( Gemeinschaftsgefunl i -
it g (justice) NEUET F2/71E ( procedurab i ZH e & ( moral
concern for distribution -
Brinz2El (political participation NHAERY T H AR 5 FIEMIER > UWHE
AHHFERHS (community) {EHEURRAIRERUS S -
HRERPEEE] (organic equality —— “boby concept” of equality,
“complementarity” ( mutual necessity [ljFF “equalization”-
i) R8T T R R
man is in-relations—against “man is an individual self-sufficient be&ing
rational choice( free choice -
& NAesE TEAKERN S BT E ) BEIRE o DRI SRR A RS
BEFRELRYE
HENFHEI M —— “limitations of humanity”
1). AE TDHENER ERYSTHESS - BLOIARERT T A F ) E (humanistic
presupposition$ /B 5E -
¥ “psycho-analytic schoo—E. Frommi#) “human destructiveness! “save
society” -
¥f “humanistic psychology™—A. Maslow[#] “Eupsychian society’l A 1
“needsil “isness and oughtnesg’possibility of sinfulnes$ -
¥ “behavioral schoo—— “cognitive theory!ty) “deterministic’fte]r] ( cf.
“subjectivity” ) -
2). AE " BUATE ) e LT HEETSEEE
i)  possibility of sinfulness B PAZE H A ZEImMIARERY " 254 | (objective “law
and order) ; FUEIENASHIZUL, - H IS sl s 2 MO Bra s

#ill (political system -



i) human finitude> A fiEyA48EE T =3k AURE | (the so-called “ideology free”
presupposition is unrealistic — A~ 7 ¥ B (7 it g £ 1T TR KA REHE A
(ideological critique JEAERF—EIERHY " Baakedl , LR -
“Man is governed more by unconscious value systémde&ology) than by

“individual conscious rational-choice’reasoning .”

i ERANBINRREE EE B B AR T MIRIIP SR
I AES TS, (Imago dei image of God
A TEERELAS -
1) BERHENBIEMRIELRIMNGE - fiE e B A YA E R - AR Z
DI sy (dignity) (ZARHE - (Bll— 26-27)
2) ERSHEMNUIREDER TIPS, A ERERRE (Z28U16) 0 Bl —
ERREHIRHE (2 A BB S P S - 15— 156 MRERIY 4 5 MEAFEELE
HIRIE T REMRIEIL TG, 58/ 29)
3) (HERRIGHENT R T ) AR R o T ) e TR 7
B. #rERAHHEL AR, © NRUBERR Y TS ) B
1) (&) THPER, = A—MZHE T BEmeR (2Bt
2)  CES) THYIES ) = tHEAEE (likenes B TS BRI (righteousness s
% (love) ~ BEH8RI{R (relationship) ~ BIiEM: (creativity) ~ 24 (rationality)
3) (M) THRPS, = NELHADEYIA RN AR o Bl
BRSO EE (280 27-29; J11-2)
HCFIRA B Z ISR IER BR (Boh) (Z2E116)
I T3 8B EEEHT PN HREEE
A A\MERIASRE—32 (spirit) ~ 38 (soul) ~ #5 (body) HYREREREH{R



1) g3 s =73 (trichotomous theory :
AESCARE © hATTL 235 2Py 12
Hiigm © % (pneuma Bdgi (psuche &k \IEYYERS > (immateriality) A8
FIAE G (differentsubstances and essences
- e BRI SR
B - EHC (self)
e PR
- Pl fRBRER T =40 1k

& EE s 2|~ B
BN DR B

e o Bl
U= AREERIRE EAYERE
) Ll g BRSSO R RE ¢ R 23 (Z20]1-7230) » KDY 12 (BEARE
FrifErEEsE )

i) “psuche’ \ & il » A RE B Rl 5>
- “psuche M H C « S 8 (T s H CRUBE ) ~ A 38 (T 3Bl )
- ‘“psuche’& A\ ErpffEfa - 1] /\ 36-37
- “psucheth rTDUE N B R o= R it - n]-1-— 30> 5 46

2) TEEgf - #5, —/t (dichotomous theory :
ARSI ¢ TR B TER, A (R 27 TREERG ) A= 21 TR
SRE DTy g BRSSO 28— T8 B TS ) MRATTL 3— T B
Bl U492 ) “psuchefZig Nry#EdEAmy (R H/N255 A7)
Bilem © N2HPET (materiality) BEEVIETR > (immateriality) firfwii -
FEf s IEAE _ERYY)  UEA—AVE (essencesi H Ll (self) ke fii (God)
YR T [ i B i (differentaspectsandfunctions) -

3)  "#ERHE, I (unitary view)

SERCARR ¢ e NBLIGIER TEEED ) B T ORI ENSED ) 0B - R



B.

R A ] B 0 (2 el pafs B > i FHSERY T ER A
I F053 2R A e T A U B

BiGm ¢ ARy TREH ) B TWE ) SN EAEEAE L (value) REEES I E Y -
3R ERTHE AR DA GES BIRAERI % (inseparable relationship——

“personalityEil “materialit

Wi i “dynamically and

Francoeup - 541 K. BarthfiTi5

besouled body?*
=R TR~ B 1R BRERE RN RIS

y'HE4 A (awhole personi i (two aspects
genetically related in a life-prprocess”( R.

: the human person is “bodily soul, as he is also

=T B — Gt
total salvation- “socic
- r political litaration,
ESUEG HEEMEE R - A Eiﬁi’g&%&éﬂ% hur'nan materiality. ”
deliverance from sin
ZHANESE]
FLOH (e.gfff) | BE LEMBILENE | 5 K EmAiEIE
P AEEE (e.g. " M J S JBFEE (e gZW | fiE B H Fir iz A= oY [l
M) BRIl - DL | BHEE07) (e.gM ~ HHERYM
o BGEAS B— R &)
Individual salvation | BV HERTTERS R | Z2ELEOG ~ £9%F ~ 2
e from the woild: PR | R NEERIRR (e.gF 4 | b LAYdGE
(EGIES i SER I = WSS D)
FCE 5

C. TfCHRERE T dEsile | AYREgE -

Er) B ERM T =0 > T, > T In

{EEF NG L i DA A CREZRAERERS L BAT AR b
R pEEE ) -

= IS I Gl (1 [P NE AR o TR ITTIE

T =g B Tt AUMEHE - TSR ) AER SRR IR R



S~ DEUTEAE S B R R - BIERIVIRR o SR ARV A o s [
TR - MR TR ) BT S S A R -

=l AR O DR R B SN s

| BERMR T RERE
A THEE, JjA) (vertical) #CEgEL TR JjiA) (horizontal) A%k -
" =R E AL (individualization) — T # AR, (participation) JZ{I s H ZRELET
HE E PRI A B - OGS /P IR BRGR - M — e fiTal " 2520 L religious
experience HIIZEAE T iadgn—tEAR %5 (transcendent Subject, divine or holy
reality) » BLEAH (encountep ~ FLRHLHEHS (union) » JEBUHERE TRIE T FIY
%

(RERCAER)

(H¥O

B. 514 28Kk | I AR Es (2 J. Macquarie, ‘Experience, Reason and God’
1) HHIENE (self-experience
2)  ELCMAIESE (conscious

3) ZEHJ& (commitmen?



4) TR L (the experience of order in the woyld
5) ZERVEfE (aesthetic experienge
6) EFHYAPHE (deep relation to another person
7) R ESEL (suffering and death
RS ERA TEEFE I o 20 - AR AK -
Il BREH T RBARER
M eSS | (peak-experience ——H #I S 3R EZ R (ecstasy, trance states, transcendent
experience, mystical experience
o T EiERCEE | EAR R BREASAYEAE o L PE (peak-experienck ik ik F Fer R
il (goes beyond, goes out fromiii @/ 55— HE5t  i5 —YLRBeEs ~ gefaii IR
HRS R LA - 1]
1) FHRkE
i

2) JERAREE —— K %)% (LSD, psychedelio - i {7 & 44 &

g ~ TR © T © DK - IR -

(automatization ~ #EEAH ( TM, transcendental meditationf] 4% ~
OFRAAE (GEZZ) ~ Yoga~ B4l S s 5t

¥ PaE T RERRCER | (mystical experience = ?
“Mystical states are alterations of consciousnesaracterized by a radical change in
everyday sense of self and experience of time gmtes a feeling of heightened
significance atlaches to the episode or its contBetmood is one of ecstasy; invariably, the
subject is left dissatisfied with the adequacy aftlimary language to describe his
experience.”( R.H. Prince “Cocoon Work” itUnder standing Mysticism, p.388)

A T EERES | 5B ¢ 2 (R. Fischer, “State-Bound Knowledgg”

"I ) 2% (increasing arousal :PEKE ~ SEEKEESE ~ 54~ RO ZHIRRERL S

#et7—— “controlled analytic thought is absent.”
FEER 2% (decreasing arousal: F744(A4j# )~ TM ~ Yoga- f:l[E—— “heightened

attention”



(tranquil)

- Meditation-intense focus

/ daily routine relaxation
(aroused)
- o P 3t

senS|_ I\_/Iy} _{ﬁylﬁz,%'ﬂ - attention( E.(;)
- creativity EIWEM: (increasing
- dream sleep (sub-con) arousal)

- anxiety (&)

(irrationality)
(hyper-aroused)

- TR BHIG R E B— i
HHEAN[E] (manic and
schizophrenic states

- catatonia( automatism

NHHEE

N\

FEER I
(decreasing

arousal

/

on one object

l (hypro-aroused)

- UUAE—TE TS 0 195
S (awareness merge

with object)

(ARSI
(H) R
) awareness
mystical )
without
rapture
thought
(ecstasy) l l (union with Being)
[ ¢ “the subject’s attitude is one of receptivity tovaili ( openness instead

of defensiveness or suspiciousness )

"B

PRER I

bR SR TR }

HEBERCZ

e AR

(' suspiciousness & defensiveness)

B. [ El&iEs | A% - 1598 A.H. Maslow,Religious, Values, and Peak-experience, pp.

59-68> ' mleRlER | FATAT NAVRFE

1)

&7 (feeling attitude J57fi :

JER R EE AN S L EEE T (tremendous concentration

J&Z EIEE) ~ 552

e

S

W LEIE A AR ETZE (conflicts) ~ 4324 (dichotomies and polarities, e.qg.



B —RK ~ A0 I SR REdEll (transcended
(A ISRIEI SIS TRIEPN
2) H¥k (self) Jiim :
=3 HEE——ego-transcending, self-forgetful, egoless, undelfis
JEETE AR N 5 BLDUAHEE N2 AATHy ERA ~ SR ~ S5 S Bl ~ T2
[ A lisai  FHEM > B2 i Cunion) Y5 ZE 42 T =7 (wonder) »
24K (awe) ~ 244 (reverence ~ FEfilR (worship) - HEGRYL (humility ) %5
2
3) AL (world) HIHrERE (new perception
HIFA] ~ 2RSS (disorientation » FLEEETREAEGE T I ~ 22 (T
£
THEFASFEEAE B9 (particulars) FYRH S - I — AR %EHE: (integrated and

[V(\'

HE

unified whole)

THA3#535 (beautiful) ~ 3% (good) FEALLEMEE (desirable, worthwhile
4) Z1BHEVE (after-effects

H

WG BRSha R AR DU A LA

MR AR E R — B (means-experience [MA S L HA R (H

{E (end-experience, meaningful in-itself and by-itgelf

HERE (personal characteysifyfim 4 -

)] HF5ehk (self-actualization ——B. values characters

i) & (isolation)~ Eft £ excluded from society f& 14724 schizophrenia

[l MEERE | ELBSE (comparative ecstatic experience
A TiEiERsEE ) ORERGARRCE I Tl ) TR AR AL

“Schizophrenia is a condition where in the indiatexperiences himself and the world
about him in a manner distinctly different from thaf most members of society. The
schizophrenic’s conception of time, space, andetetionship between situations and inner

feelings are often not those shared by the socaldw ( K. Wapnick, “Mysticism and



Schizophrenia” iJnder standing Mysticism, pp.328-329 )
B. Pl "Rl HORREINARE R ORI —JE st T SRR RE S AR
T AT o SEESE AR ?
ARAEAGRT (persona) BUEEATAAFLR (impersona) 11y " rildAels: |
) 1 T ElieRSlg ) o ERS R A RS BB (IER) A
e RV > AR HE B - SR B B AV — 2R T I
) ELIEEERL 5 AR A A= BRI 5 A T REA W
a.  BLHHAET - AHflrze (e.gd8— LRI UG RZ—BEARE
B ) — T HAH ) ACBRBNZ - BRERLTE RS AR A
b.  fEZEREH AR g - iR EER 2 E M (ultimate
reality) (e.gfT44 ~ BEZuclz)
AN TG ) B (RERET)) MBS (AL ESE) 2
) ATLUEE B 55— JHL AT B R A B sl AR SRY Bl ) GERIA Sy
SRR — HAs AR 5 ) — BRI B Bl
i) BB G R  SHOE R < T T ARE R

BRI
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Ornstein, R.EThe Psychology of Consciousness, Harmondsworth: Penguin Books, 1975.
Walker K. The Conscious Mind: A Commentary on the Mystics. London: Rider & Co.,

1962.

FPURE MEERE MBS —HETHE ~ 28 R

I. FEESR (Predestination —#EEFE (doctrine of Election —RyEARIEH
A, BRCHUER - B JTIHE M ERLE LI E BUE PRSI (h— 3-14) - {H—T;
IS E S H O PR R GafEE ~ FIE) -
B. RAAHOEGHYIE T 2HEE ¢ (22 R. Garrigou-Lagrangéredestination, pp.24-25
I)  “How can predestination, which is infallible its effect, be reconciled with the will to
save all mankind, since the salvation of many wal be realized? == — H1HEIHY
(IR FREBGEASE - MIHET T AR IRE B EDE - IR -
i P(t1)=df i t1 IpRY OoETE Y ETSR - (=Rl DARTROIRT ] -
Q(t2)=df  FENFHRE MR IR t2 > WA -

P(tl)>Vx F x 155 (x= N)
N TS L PUHNAQUR) = F
Q(t2)—3Ix F x FfEf  (x= A)—"

—HEHTRETE
a) P(tl) = F and Q(t2) i s~ £# (Calvinism) : double-predestination
( praedestnatio gemina

- “not realized” not will to save all mankindlimited atonement

b) P(t2) =T and Q(t2) =T fr[Z&/Eni 2 (Arminianism) : 22 Articuli



Arminiani (1610) C(artll)

- “That, agreeably thereto, Jesus Christ, the Sawbthe world,
died for all men and for every man so that he has obtained for
themall, by his death on the cross redemption and theviemgss
of sins;yet that no one actually enjoys this forgiveness ains
except the believer’

- not realized ".© human freedom has an actual effect upon
salvation.

c) P(tl) =T and Q(t2) = F ¥k (Universalism)

- Q2yefs

- Jx Calvinism ( perfect grace-save al)

- Arminianism ( the realization of God’s will is unconditional

i)  “Why has God placed in the number of the etlts person and not that other ? Why
has He chosen Peter rather than Judas, and noterse ?
a) Calvinism: the “secret counsel” of God toeuetine
b) Arminianism: grace is not irresistib{eaccept or not accept
- Articuli Arminiani art TV: “That this grace of God is the beginning,
continuance, and accomplishment of all God, evehisoextent, that....
But as respects the mode of the operation of thisare, it is not
irresistible in as much as it is written concerning many, thay have
resisted the Holy Ghost. Acts vii, and elsewhermany places.”
c) Universalism: both Peter and Judas will heeda
II. fHARYIBEE (Providence, Preservation) Bi A HapE
A. EZ ' Providence is that continuous agency of Galde Creator continuing His own work
(creator opus suum continuans , by which he makes all the events of the physical
moral universe fulfill the original with which Heeated it( i.e. God does accomplish his

will in spite of myself and the power of evil.”



B. HERCHRE -
BT (Rr—O0=19:— 11) —YIEARS A IR (Fr—OM 14
— 106,75 KN 26) — R R BIZELLC (B 235 FF 1 28)
A ANNAERBEE (Frbt10 6,7) — UMy NS R L8R (WS ——
HEPY 195 EE—3S U 45 iR ——AON 8 —=1-7233 5 #E/\ 28)
- RERIRIET (Rrt 12,13)
C. Ml BEEnyiAamn

RO ) 2 T RVAE ) BAERE A B TR R I TS R A
IR o B — R A RS ~ 5EAE > PMEIIF G - shon s
(IR R N AT B SRR R I SR SR i Ry e e e -
B ERHIELE (What happens in reality & #4288 (God’'s omnipotence Eil A Y
FH (man's free wil) EZHEZGREAUAE A -
) ANA B IERYH B 7 WRIRES ) IR 2 — e R FE R P RERTIPR ]
i) MBS (—) ¢ MR M et F I E R (= ASEE D
i) e () 0 ARVEIEE B REEE R o IR -

Hendrikus Berkhofg 4[] NHYJ#ELE
“God creates for himself a partner and allows lelin® be limited and resisted by the
freedom of that partner. But all of salvation higtguarantees that ultimately he will
not lose his grip on the world and will not restiline has — no, not conquered and
subjugated but — led his human opponent to theftegelom of the sons of God. In
his association with the world he is so great ligatan remain present in it when he is
cast out, and active when he is resisted.’
BEAAt e R B BB HBE R AR AN B SR E - R E SRR E
SRS RIRHRE TR REE E R e e — B T NZEBSEE AR e -
) PP TR RYEARES - HE RAE e iR < Py 3k -
if) HRERARES)  (HFREANIEILR - A AU AR -
i) AH—FRA A P RERRAA USRI A - AR S T A E R



T
D. SmH R EE R
i) SRR A I B RE - AT S Y ST T 2
fHART (permissive — DU ARYIE R SEGE (2256 —)
e f5 S [ (directive) JERYATHR——overruling providence 1] @ 44K )
T RIPRIR TR AR AT B EERE (determinative limitation —— 7RIS A
st ~ B AN RS RIS [ A
i) AR B
"B, (macroscopi¢ il " fi{# ; (microscopio HYFEHIER -
MNAE T3 e ESE I (contingend - i fEESE T B SERZ (e —RE
EWIJTIE] (necessary - e.giiE—Ji K A\ 1EIE
A PR A G [ —— MR R DAL (e gRfis s a e )
. e 268 BISERE— THRTE—AEHEIECHARE? |
A, IEEEETREE
i G = MREM T
a = MHAEHICE T E
A HIRESR S E A S — TN R L A B> G=F

A A REA G S ML U~ G=F

a—>G=F: ~a>G=F
now logically there exists a or ~a
..G=F
B. [IHERE K
"OPIE ) Ul — TR TRy S0 TORERE BUPJESRRE (state of affairs)
g T Ahe ) AREML TS REmGE A TE ) PEERREATERE - IR e T A
K TR 5L THIORID 5 ) SESRETAEAAENE
i) R A RERY -

i) EEEEHTCERE T T RRE  (HRE R TR Lo g TR ey



HRE > Mg LB A T HEAAE -

i) EEEHRATCERES AT -
iv)  EEEHAEERTAEE (U2 —FHY)) - (H i)
v)  SHEFEX MR T e saE

vi) UGB TR RSB DM RREE RS TENE 1Y - (i)
vii)  FTDIERE X AR 0 T RAEE RN SR AR G - | ISR
B R LOP ARG - (v o vi)
vii)  EEE P SR HRER ATREAEAE - (F i)
ix) A RRE N AEREE N ATRE AR G - (i)
X)  FTDA A AR RE T A TR TR e
ORI BRI E IR T AR TR T o B TS =
Ay - A
C. " HEEEMEES) S (personal powerd]l " fitE& 5 HAYGE ) | (impersonal power ?

[T

CEF Ak N =22 ) S == P G NEFSIE RPN DEAR £

FETESAD (foreknowledge, praescientiali A ¥ E FHEFEE (human voluntary action
Y21 (omniscience MYFFELEZ
“To say that God is omniscient is to make tworoksiabout him:
Thefirst is that God holdso false beliefs- that is, if God believes that P, the P.
Thesecondis that God’s knowledge momplete and therefore, if P, then God believes that
P.
Thus God is said to know everything that happerikercreated world.”

(M. Adams, “Is the Existence of God a ‘Hard’ Fact)?”

TR AT RS T T RS



“God has always known everything that happens hagpened, or will happen in the

created world. Thus for everything that happens,Haopened, or will happen, it is true to

say that God knew it was going to happen befanajpened.”( Ibid. )

B T RRTEAL ) BT ANRIEE ) ZIERIBRGR o ARV TR, ~ FER SIS R 0 Tk
T FHZEE S | (Compatibilist theory J¢ " AHZAHER | (Incompatibilist theory RiYE °

LI A G o AAPTRE RS R TR LB AN B o A RE I AAH R (divine

=i}

foreknowledge and human freedom are incompatibb&; gz kS HUEm=Cal -

<God has known> <things happened>
T1 > T2
(&)

P
A (a person)

T ————— W (I

If God believed at T1 that a person A would perfaxm act x at T2 let T1 be a time
preceding T2 , then it was not within A's power to refrain frodoing x. Otherwise God
would have held a false belief, or God would notenaeld that belief. But either of these
statements contradicts God’s omniscience: God aéddse knowledge or He did not known
at T1 (i.e. His knowledge is not complete Accordingly, divine omniscience and human
freedom are incompatiblézz N. Pike, ‘Divine Omniscience and Voluntary Action”.
If A chose to do x’ at T2 otherwise, we would haeeconceive a “possible world w*”
('suggested by A Plantingain which A does x’ and not x. But since this possiworld w*
will thus be hidden from God'’s belief at T1, simggnnot exist at al{ according to God’s
omniscience .
B TS, WY RESE
1) Thomas Aquinagiy & aiHEm——divind levelfil existential level

God’s knowledge mecessaryevent ( not by time, but eternity

“the relation between God’s knowledge and any eiretime is always one of



simultaneity....for as known by God it is no longeture but present.”
human knower Tontingent event
“An event is known afuiture only when there is a relation of future to past
between the knowledge of the knower and the happesfithe event.”
ZmEh ¢ God'snecessitydoes not destrogontingency ( human)
Thomas Aquinassumma Theologias, 14,13 act 3 :
“To us, because we know future contingent evastfuture, there can be no
certainty about them, but only to God, whose kngwin eternity, above time. A
man who is walking along a road cannot see thoseamt coming after him; but
a man who looks down from a hill upon the wholeglinof the road can see at the
same time all those who are traveling along itit$owith God.....Future events
which are in themselves contingent cannot be knimwrs. What is known to God
is necessarnyin the way in which ities open to God'’s knowledgeg namely, in its
presentness, it is not necessaryin regard to it®wn causes

2) ‘“hart fact’fil “soft fact” theory:
“God Believed at T1, that a person A would perfamact x at T2” = “hard fact"?
or “soft fact"?
AW HR RN R # BRI timeless) A 32 #EIE 2470 ( cf. A.N. Prior,

Past, Present and Future)
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2) SidEErHS (non-substantial, relational view: " 5i | AN IE i BIRIREE ( state
of relationship
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