Lo 4ial350 1500

v

P Edalyd
QT;@LBQQQQ«(,L?DL&GJI»

Richard R. Osmer; Practical Theology An Introduction; Grand Rapids, Michi-

gan/ Cambridge, U.K. William B. Eerdmans Publishing Company, 2008.

L2

QLL bl

(At olgd] rau S
8 £ oyl guudu |
S yd o gkl olimbly 5l Gl pwwds 9 Judf © cewd p8 o oligd] jl 65 ool .ol Glgd] ugy 4 glws] gkl g
29 dlgdl &JLLA Jl 4.1.wl.>y QIALMAJ b b 39> g4 S po @29 9 (3LL| GLQMT L @0 (29355 L jusw g «4.\.>|.)_).)
ng@I,‘iuj oMana Jo> sbitad g (@ $ud) g @dod Lol Juaze J>) gline gl dll $us) ol gos—ind gliwl)
Ciolbg Jalis 45 sl 04l 1 JiS e olgd] BBl collsy 1S3 L ol Hlidgs ) dubuogs . iS¢ (oM abe
olgdl o guwl oy OUS s 4o @w ( of 1 Sop b gunin g g il @ (hF 9 LB (Giwndd (qu> 9 GF it
..)Jl-) .)-“‘-’.9' JJL?J J.Jl «(,.Lf'

w9l 38y (A oligd] o gl ols Er2a o Lf oslgll by (e olgdl 12 jlguds

¥ L ’
E L
Y ) ™ B

£ ¥ L & & 3

¥ £ ¥

£ e | B ¥

¥ ¥ & s
¥

¥

£

Wondrw
2

@ 11F € pimgio i) 11 s Seoly peoBlabipswsciw Lo



( Osmer, 2008, p. 4}\ .

¥ b
E 2

k3

=

L ¥

v g
te

L

e e
G
)

'( Osmer, 2008, pp. 7-83\

A

Qo

£ 5

pragmati(‘5

C‘h

b 8 e e e

¥»

( Osmer, 2008, pp. 9-10p &

2
K

& Wt b g
4
e
.
GF“

Ea

£

( Osmer, 2008, pp. 10-115i F

L
&

>

Ol A e plowil plis o Iy 0ls gl oS (s3lsel SO sl aziS N

S o 5558 el ]y 355 4308 bl diglas 03 48 sl 5 02031 la0leals

Sob Aol by (S bl iyl 650038 leal sl el Sl asly
A

H‘MqWJj_.;QJ‘JJ_&AﬁSJSJL&\L&(‘MBWJL‘A M_gp@i}‘r“c

ol sy g« g olbgdly o gl

&
£ & ®

Princeton Theo- )x B)

¥ £

logical Seminary

- E=S ¥
b ¥ 3 S
b £ £
LR International Academy of Practical Theologys,
International Journal ot E

By Practical Theology

o

( Osmer, 2008, p. ixSi

v

s gl by

B

3Ly puadowd] (s ol
@ plusl gkl g gasd J£

3 e85 0ol sl Gl s,
29> gl Pluo 45 oligll
5 S e bl 3l b
Sl g JudF L e pl8

" 5 gkl olbls I GLe)!
N G5 b s il §hasd
LS (2 a5 ol L galall

i
¥
2
)
¥
» pS
$e
y The descriptive-empirical taskgg
¢ The normative task€ The interpretive task)

( The pragmatic taské

*‘x

£

PO BE M e R i e e
?x

2.
3
¥ B
< #

¥ ¥

5 ¥
¥ 3

¥ 5 ¥



Ol ol g i ologlly o gdalyo

: £
3 E ¢

59 formal attendinglfi.

1S9 #

s B & E

lift‘;ﬁ quantitative and qualitative research)
5 b.p history/ narrative research
g ; case study researchgs.2
grounded theory$p .b‘.a. ethnographic research )

(phenomenological research&

( advocacy researchg

&
¥ #

v

B

$
¥

research

£

L

( Osmer, 2008, pp. 34-533

510 s JoadS 45T 1 pins
0035 oo e olgdl dollsy
Sl ol e Wb

9 045 R JO"ME (A€ oligdl
Salen :l_'>_)_‘> SO o
LS ¢ JE

The inter-) (§ 4—5,53 «

SF

e r e o g e O
e ®

R

¥
ES

8

( Osmer, 2008, pp.79-89

(The normative task) 6)‘-’,:2-‘* ‘-és,bj (C

W
i
¥

1

(pretive task
#
3

b

S

<

(contexty. situationgs. episodeﬁi

¥ LN

$ .i’ b} episode ) .E,\

E 3

k i situation Jxz.
$ context )y f, E

@ = ¥ & 5 S
73 FE P £

£ I 3.

£ context)y k. * Sap A
R T T T P b
( mer, 2008, pp. 11-12
Sos Ol Sl by
The descriptive-empirical) gws= 3 & P L 93 ‘u.,b 9 (<A

(task
B = $ i B
i £ s &
E 2
L 2 ;
5 & E R ¥k
living hu- §l
i,. B’ 45 man documents
L 2
L L
¥ »
£ ¥ ¥
E S N
( Osmer, 2008, pp. 32-334k
- %
¥
informalgy g,. 25
attending

& £ 3 #

=

e

%

& %ﬁ semiformal attendinggy £.

5 =

3 £ %

I N

IPF € Ginagiodiol | 191 a Sooly > poohlabip ol



lad Lo ls, S0 ol sy g« g olbgdly o gl )

5 % ¥
( God the creator )-g ja. God the redeemer)
God the governor and sus- $ 5 1
5 * fenerofifs Richard R. Osmer
( Osmer, 2008, p.146% 42
Jos 5l (SN penis ¥
3 applicationﬁi
g g L interpretation )
"R practice-theory-practice Jig P R A C T I C A I.J
¥ = ; - 4
A Sl |  THEOLOG'
ok ¥ 23
¥ ¥
-
o 55l 5 € a1 An Introduction
& B 2
5,4 good practice )
& &
3 g £
£ ; s |
& [ » e Sl L) g coandy (aslis) 51 Sl s N
& ke ¥ ¥
s g <4 biblical theologyffss
» k .is ;} & {s dogmatic theology)
FO 5 > #
o ( Richard Niebuhtffs
& 5 'Y » Charles Gerkini; James Fowlerd
S £ & ) ¥
L O K
( Osmer, 2008, p. 161) g;
St RS 5 5yl iy | B
¥ ¥ % ¥
B L & T %
Y = ( Osmer, 2008, p. 140§
I » Richard Niebuhr. 3 ¥ ) R 3
symbolic interac- @ o 33 %
g g 4 tionism §  War as the Judgment of Godg
(practice-theory-practice g5 -8 25 Os-% War as Crucifixion g
S‘ mer, 2008, p.143

IVQWHQQ\Q_&A‘“BJ:S)LJQ&[’MQWJLM kw_git.\.\i.ui »IPF “



Ol ol g i ologlly o gdalyo

¥
£ 3
2
#
¢ method of correlation g Lok
¢ revised method of correlation g o
revised praxis method of %:« &

( correlation

.2 & £
$ 8

L
Y 8

et olgdl o goleia 4aubsyg s

b dw o glajen glode b # % &

Gl s 5o 0 yS JWSs -

3..\..\4)9 ‘&1514.53 ‘LA.)IJ.}J jl

J€ 5 @Y1 pawds o ot (gl

W] glalaia jlooliiwl L §B o

JE o P ol o e ga Da- )it ,&

rolie 5 09> Dong vid Tracy

B £ Browning

% o &

¥

A A W
L

% ¥ &
¥ £
B

¥
% 5 & &
£ B
¥
* ﬁ
§ Matthew Lambﬁ L.
e 3 RebeccaChopp&g
$ %
¥ £ g
5 £ 5 # = oo
2
y s

|

¥ S

Rl o
%
o

Osmer, 2008, pp.S\ & v
( 162-163

& 4
B ¥ £ %
-&:

X intradisciplinary dialoguefs 3

™ » 5
interdisciplinary dia-){ g ia % 3
ks 3 —% £ logue

i £ multidisciplinary dialogue )

S S
£ & ¥ *

multidimen- 5,
¥ ¥ sional problems
% metadisciplinary dialoguels

5

& ¥ L2 b

& &
Sl g 2

( Osmer, 2008, pp. 163-164)

ks # % 5
B E
¥ * E *

&
Correlational Mod- \
$ els of Cross-Disciplinary Dialogue
£ & £ %
£ ' S
¥ &
EE %
s 1 B »
TR S ¥
¥ ¥
L% i £ 2

IFF € aagiodiol | 141 i Sooly >poodlabipowsciw o]l



>

£ s ®

Y ¢ indissoluble differentiation% §§

inde- y@‘

%50
inseparable unity)jl B ab

structible order

&k =

¥

asymmetrica%

E 3

L . E 2

AR R S S S R U

e
£
£
£
( Osmer, 2008, pp. 167-169p g

ﬁ Hans Freifc.
3 > E S
:B &“ correlational )
¥ E A 2
S B .
¥ 5 I 2

13

* »
S\

+n
b

t

-4

0
A

¥

B

ol AL A I o N

¥
¥

(C?s

ol sy g« g olbgdly o gl

5§
L ¥
2
&

&

#

Os-)p $ El

\
N

LA AN

te

@\&\x(f?‘iﬂ\

e g

e W

( mer, 2008, pp. 164-167

6‘4&5)& d}f&éf)é 6)‘3.5’3 JJA Y
.(Transformational Models of Cross-Disciplinary Dialogue)

#

¥

v

& £ olgdl gl 65083 5 bl
bis & de gladiay J500
BEELCERTTSIE ST TIPS

e hE olgdl J500 b,

IS0 s cuwlio pLEI Jo (diald

&

Wl Gl gads ladawdsg ool

»

Chalcedonian model

e

£
k.

ad hoc correlational model )

E 3
b P

Deborah van Deu-}: James Lovder)

sen Hunsinger

» b #

¥ (Council of Chalcedon)

&

e 2

en D L Gt oale 3se s ladlludodir Sude Ol 2y
Wl Sl odsy sy r)@_“kf:&.ﬂﬁw|éjjﬁ;\a}i;&>abm‘blé\?@
33 O Sdloess 5 395 S g0 s el Sie o 0SS L 5 48 di3g0

H‘MqWJj_.;QJ‘JJ_&AﬁSJSJL&\L&(‘MBWJL‘A M_gp@i}‘r“c

MésjjbjwﬁjuéQJJMJ\SJ.@.:U:Y“G\JLM):;))J_JEéb}_:«.\‘
.mwwﬁx‘zs)b_,.swsj,u)!¢}@‘Qjmsébpjs.m)5§ﬂ‘m\>,b§
o) ol S Sl 5lain senge Uiy Sl s 3.8 DU 55
Conbly Sl diibesn 13 Copnbly 53 D15 (9) s poes oo caslislize
Osds i 5353l g bl 38 8 13 (Cmbly) i (6,805 5540 Llas 3
Lo ssige ol a8l ey el i g S5 SIS LT s et
..JL;.';..':.l.,'\fj‘L_:a.,\.;ﬂ):dgjlV?AuAijjé\;zbab‘x:)Sdbh(ﬁlfg\;aﬁbgolw)
ladS s S5 Cogai 3yge aclatland g i laliss basbslizel o coan
4 by e slaasslioglaw=lo gl s e 03 oo (O S (Ghsdsl o G
aslislizel slie ae o3l 305 ol S5l 2 bl s S Gglane e cases
£35S SGees Ord GleadS 3|y Slasas s ol ol s s do ] s S
AL,‘C_M;,;}@p)a<[ou\5\ﬁlsjwb‘>kﬁ\s».ng~>6}_@1uuu,b,_;;jmg
é'JJLm?JS\_eT&‘L;‘&‘JfMJijwuccmﬁ@bedw“puuﬁ)ﬁ



Ol ol g i ologlly o gdalyo

(St 33) Gud 68y SBogl>

y %, competence g

B

S % ¥
transactional lead- ) § =
% $ ership
! 3

) Transforming leadership Y3 $

£

¥

¥

4 ¥ 2

Osme@

(2008, pp. 175-178

|

O3 F

( mer, 2008, pp. 167-170

Z 2
A Transversal) 6‘4;&)&\,'.4 LS}—{;‘ESJ’ J—<':"r:’)‘ Joas.¥
(Model of Cross-Disciplinary Dialogue

Wentzel vanjgl ¥

$  tansvershityp g Huyssteen
# Calvin Schrag$s’

& » ES

4

$ %

B 0% EE

E S ES

L 2 £ E S

: ¥

E R £

B £

S # .

1 2 >

£ e
# £ 5

3 ¥ » -
& E

5 ¥ 2

kW # s

& £ ¥

» A B & s
£

¥

¥

( Osmer, 2008, pp. 170-172§

(The pragmatic task) u]w.ﬁ 4‘.&.;.5} (®

¥ ¥
23 EE

LR L Sl
(-3
L3
-
*

1PP € pingiodiol | 1991 S0l > paoblobipo e ol



