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XA RE S Melster Eckhart, Die deutschen und lateinischen Werke ( #§ f LW, DW) ,
Stuttgart-Berlin: W. Kohlhammer Verlag, 1936- 3R % 4§ 3 if 22 % A& % J. Quint, Meister
Eckhart: Deutsche Predigten und Traktate, Muenchen: Carl Hanser Verlag, 1963 ( fj #i-
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S A M Dubarle, “La signification du nom de lahweh ,” Revue des Sciences philosophiques et
théologiques, 35 (1951), pp.3-21 ; C. de Vogel, “Ego sum qui sum et sa signification pour une
philosophie chrétienne, ” Revue des Sciences religieuses, 35(1961), pp.337-355.
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4 R. Otto, Mysticism East and West. New York: Macmillan, 1957 ; Daisetsu T. Suzuki,
Mysticsm Christian and Buddhist, London : Mandala Books, 1979; Purity of Heart and
Contemplation, Bruno Barnhart and Joseph Wong, ed., New York : Continuum, 2001.
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(die Gottesgeburt in der Seele )DL 5" 2<% A J5 f# ( der Durchbruch
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( Abgeschiedenheit ) B " #2725 | ( Gelassenheit ) FYEES @ f5fE " #&
B ke T BB o SEiE B Ran REEE 2R E A
SoEE . (PR EMHE) Fiw (Inagro dominico, 1239) #H AH
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B - 2CB 2RV IR (Adrienne von Speyr) FYEEEERILE(E K+
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RSN EE > e dd T EOERTE ) B AEwT 0 21k 0 o
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THEL G F LMY R (YRS LEY A AR T F S anEd & TR
REE o FEEe ), 5 2748 (1997 # 37 ) F 206-215 5 (T4 T enfR
SmX R L BehD A LR &) (FFE e 0 A]) 0 5 323 # (2001 & 4
") FO315-8329( Wivk A e Rengld A B ) (H EHE ) ¥ 1325(2002. % )
Fo205-224 5 (XA AN E Y NERB AT ) (HWEFRFAT) F T B
(2003.6) > F T5-11T:(X¥nw BELBAELBHAY G4 ) (FFHFH 21 7))
% 367 (2004 & 12 % ) F 79-100- ¢ 2 ApMh2 F B AP o (FFE vk (Meister
Eckhart )#7#7n chg o fEAz ) (FFF &2 v 2 7)) % 274 H (1997 & 3 » )» F 216-249-
S. Ueda, Die Gottesgeburt in der Seele und der Durchbruch zur Gottheit, Guetersloh:
Guetersloher Verlagshaus Gerd Mohn, 1965, pp.140-145.
Denzinger-Schoenmetzer, Enchiridion symbolorum definitionum et declarationum de rebus
fidei et morum, Romae: Herder, 1958, pp.290-295 (nos. 950-980) » ¢ < #wi 4 » % 5 o
EESER R RN & SEE i?’r?”'%ﬁl;%ig £ 1975 F 347-349 -
8 Johannes Paul 11, Der apostolische Stuhl 1985, Ansprachen, Preditgten und Botschaften des
Papstes Erklaerungen der Kongregationen (Libreria Editrice Vaticana, 1985), p.1508.
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° E. Gilson, trans. By A.H. C. Downes, The splrlt of mediaeval phllosophy New York: Charles
Scribner’s sons, 1940, p51 - # B ¥ > b (P 2 B FEHH ) S Fa
2000 - 7 44 -

VERERE AT L e FEHA )T 44-DeVogel * F R EF R eF 4, £°Ego
sum qui sum et sa signification pour une philosophie chrétienne, ” p.348 -
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ontology ) - H rh#ffE iR R HE (Boethius ) ~ #1H ( Gilbert of
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1 E. Gilson, History of Christian Philosophy in the Middle Ages, New York: Random House,
1955, p.438.

12 E, Gilson, History of Christian Philosophy in the Middle Ages, p.438.

13 Armand A. Maurer, Master Eckhart, Parisian Questions and Prologues, Toronto: Pontifical
Institute of Mediaeval Studies, 1974, pp.19-20; Dubarle #% 2 fre + — dt 3 T X § o7 8 | f§
(PE X AT L askenk $ > B9 & 42 Hugues de Saint-cher (-1263) & ¥ ivs » %
A.-M.Dubarle, “La signification du nom de lahweh ,” pp.16-17 -

14 A.-M.Dubarle, “La signification du nom de lahweh ,” p.17.
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[E) ) AYRERE (Ultrum in Deo sit idem esse et intelligere ) AEF5 T
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W R — B GEa R R AR SIS Rt T R0 Al
TEnS R B T IRZEANFAE | (ut quia sit, ideo intelligat, sed
quia intelligit, ideo est) - ** BEVLNGH - T BEAGEHEGEAEN
ELBE | (est ipsum intelligere fundamentum ipsius esse ) - YAt » %
B WEBETIEE -
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B F [ frfrin s £.1313-1314, % History of Christian Philosophy in the Middle Ages, p.438-

% LWV, p.40 ; Armand A. Maurer, Master Eckhart, Parisian Questions and Prologues, p.45 :
“that God understands because he exists, but rather he exists because he understands” .

7 LWV, p.40.
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(formaliter ) AR  FEH B2 IERNAT » MNSHEE
H o MARA TEAREDS ) (puritas essendi) o KF Ry T R
"FAEMNEDT ) FEREE T HRERTE ) (H=14) > A—{E A
R R AR B A [0 - 48 T AN A 1 ( Deo
ergo non competit esse ) °
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R BIRIEEE RO YA ECEE » WRIREARRIN
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8 Nihil, quod est in creatura, est in deo nisi sicut in causa et non est ibi formaliter. Et ideo cum
esse conveniat creatures, non est in deo nisi sicut in causa et ideo in deo non est esse, sed
puritas essendi. Sicut quando quaeritur de nocte ab aliquo, qui vult latere et non nominare se:
“quis es tu?”, respondet: “ego sum qui sum”, ita Dominus volens ostendere puritatem
essendi esse in se dixit : ego sum, qui sum ( Exod. 3,15) . Non dixit simpliciter: “ego sum”,
sed addidit: “qui sum”. Deo ergo non competit esse, nisi talem purititatem voces esse (LW V,
p.45). # # % Armand A. Maurer, Master Eckhart, Parisian Questions and Prologues, p.48 :
“Nothing in the creature is in God except as in its cause, and it is not there formally.
Consequently, since existence belongs to creatures, it is not in god except as in its cause.
Therefore existence is not in God but purity of existence ( Maurer, p.20: purity from existence,
puritas essendi) . When someone who wants to conceal his identity and name is asked at
night, “who are you? ” he replies, “I am who | am.” So the Lord, wishing to show that he
possesses purity of existence, said : “I am who | am ”, He did not say simple “I am,” but
added “who | am.” Therefore existence does not befit God, unless you call this purity
existence”.

1 Aristotle, De Anima., I11, 4. 429a 19; 429b, 22-24.
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FRNEESEMIEEZR - FREREHEE BRI - SE
DI Byse R s S FR R OREEERIE A > 80 " FR A EE
pefi > EIHEIRE ST HEFARE E M EZ
B~ BOEAFRR ERCZ B (I R E A EEERIVIREERAN - BF
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2 Armand A. Maurer, Master Eckhart. Parisian Questions and Prologues, p.19.

? Puritasessendi — 4xdy T H G oensiE o EF et TR ZERAIY AEE P ilAe
SRR THEMECFRRDL R AR A TEHET FE ARG M
FoeEE DA s ensiE | eh R L ¢ puritas essendi “obviously means, not the purity
of being, but the purity from being” » % Gilson, Being and some Philosophers, 2™ ed.,
Toronto, 1952, p.39 - # - & TE.‘#%#? THERApR N R b4 ¢ A-M.Dubarle, “La
signification du nom de lahweh ,” p.17, n. 22 ; V.Lossky, Théologie négative et connaissance
de Dieu chez Maitre Eckhart, Paris : Vrin, 1960, pp.134-135 ; Armand A. Maurer, Master
Eckhart, Parisian Questions and Prologues, Translated with an Introduction and Notes,
Toronto: Pontifical Institute of Mediaeval Studies, 1974, p.20 -
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"EERNGE o T AR B R L (EREEESE) DfF
B2 IEYIRGRIE L - (BB 4R A R B8 - 1]
REfFE TEIPAERE ) AVEE T T RENGEE | BiEEEH Y
Hi—NAEMHEBZ R —REEEE RS s B — B0 -
1. (IHBaciEre)

SRR (HAEDERE) R = a B FFE0 THRE
A, - 2 THREFE ) ERGEBHZL TR FERRHE
&g 8 (meram substantiam ) » RIS ([ ~ AYEHYEPEELTIAH -7 2
HFFAERYEER (verbum substantivum) < T A | 2 REREG -
Bl T GERETIHENES oI ENAAFERENE
7 (purum esse et nudum esse ) » [EIG 5B ARY » NG HEFE
BH—2 WM (idem scilicet essentiam et esse, quod soli deo
convenit) » " E(TEAE | (quid sit) DR " 7R | (ansit) R
g3 0 iE R e GBS IS MY LSS - 4 T IR R ) HEM
EAUFFAR -

22 Armand A. Maurer, Master Eckhart. Parisian Questions and Prologues, p.21: “this alerts us
to the paradox at the heart of Eckhart’s conception of God: he does not ‘exist’ and yet he
supremely exists; he is ‘nothing’ and yet he is all things.”

2 W II, n.14-21, pp.20-28.
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(reflexivam conversionem ) -t {7 A [EEFE iy B > 2035 TR
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FEEE AL P EAFRT A RF A RehhE
#”,fﬁ'd Lr-oamigev (TANEAE )« fpaws (H)
BRI A TR g A F B UZ § AT
BogedF T oo %%fﬁﬁii%ﬁ B oo
ErEEEELL T ) (bullitio) B T E4: | (parturitio sui)
HIREmfH RER e » BE =N EAERY T bhE 2 E IR T ke
Y T4 BEIRAY T4 e S8 Ry HBLEE > g E
WE RHIEA T BORFTR R A RIAFELE &L 4 (Sic li sum qui
sum impermixtionem esse et ejus plenitudinem implicat) - 2
S T EEEE BT SRS L (HAL) BTHAE
HYERE I (RBEECTERE (Maimonides, £ 1200) Z &, - fEfi
HEZRVEIECT T HRERTE ) (H=14) [&F T BEEE -
o R E R EIRE SN EE  EE S ENEE |
PR — VIS E - 280 - T TEATE - BENEE - il B malF

i BV E € | (negatio vero negationis purissima et plenissima

2 Tertio notandum quod repetitio, quod bis ait: sum qui sum, puritatem affirmationis excluso
omni negativo ab ipso deo indicat; rursus ipsius esse quondam in se ipsum et super se ipsum
reflexivam conversionem et in se ipso mansionem sive fixionem; adhuc autem quandam
bullitionem sive parturitionem sui (LW Il, n.16, p.21) .F:#£: Armand A. Maurer, Master
Eckhart. Parisian Questions and Prologues, p.108: “The third point to notice is that the
repetition of the ‘am’ in the statement ‘I am who am’ points out the purity of the affirmation,
which excludes every negation from god. It also indicates a certain reversion and turning
back of his being into and upon itself, and its abiding or remaining in itself; also a sort of
boiling up or giving birth to itself”.

% LW II, n.17, p.23, Armand A. Maurer, Master Eckhart. Parisian Questions and Prologues,
p.109: “thus the words ‘I am who | am’ signify the purity and fullness of existence (esse) .
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(& WA MR R T IO AF ) (Tetragrammaton,
YHWH) « Sua 3R (a4l ) 55 =5 14a b kel
T TIREATE ) B T RO ) R o R
e HEEE - RREIR > MR Z % - #82 » HANFRARE
W s Y) TR R AR MBS (significat substantiam  creatoris
nudam et puram ) - %

SRR (HBAD) SEHE 7 EiETEm T AR B
HRIEFE e NEL - SRR/ M A AR RA5R E T
Preic ( circumlocutio ) o P RF 4458 A B2 1] Sy £ (nomen
domini ineffabile ) » ZHEEAYELLA » IELIHATM:RE (substantia dei)
fie s wllE o ASRAVA MBI R AR = W]y - R AR ARG H
L ES - P TR - 50 T RIS ) IR
REHEERY - ATRIRIE( E SRR RS -

Flpt o FIEAY ((HE X 2)) Ia, q. 13, a1l #w:TH

Fw R atg T (M) p LR T B enpi Rl > A fLD
Frenpag o

TR YA | (substantiam incommunicabilem ) A7 T

FAv RS | (singularem ) » 2578 2 FEL2SHE — N 51 8 #HIHY TS0 PR B

% LW II, n.74, p.77.

2T LW 1l p.25, n.19, Armand A. Maurer, Master Eckhart. Parisian Questions and Prologues,
p.110- 111: the name Tetragrammaton “which alone signifies the creator’s naked and pure
substance.”

2 LW 11, n.146, p.131.

2 Unde et Thomas p.1 .13 a.1l dicit “guod nomen tetragrammaton est impositum ad
significandum ipsam dei substantiam incommunicabilem et, ut sic liceat loqui, singularem”
(LW 11, n.147, p.132) .3 % Bernard McGinn, Meister Eckhart, Teacher and Preacher,
New York: Paulist Press, 1986, , p.91: “Hence also Thomas in the (Summa of Theology) Ia,
.13, a.11 says: ‘“The name Tetragrammaton is used to signify the incommunicable, and if we
can speak this way, *individual substance of God itself”.
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14 "RRPTE ) NI EREE Ry T R AR WYEREA (Propter quod
querenti de eo, quid aut quis est, respondetur: esse, Exodi 3: sum qui
sum, et : qui est, ut prius) - HFE AL FRE— 0 KEAE > Hig
Hor ARSI RN - RS . e L T AR 29 SEEELL
"2 — (Deus unus est) FyEstH (Fapsc) B (b )
(HE7S > =) myE~E -

PrEL(E A > PAIGEIR (Elea) AYHTEL 52 4MH K S 12t
(Parmenides) % A » SR (2@ H BLfE—FARYIS - WodE
EEfa S AR (Avicenna) SRAINGTERIE] o SCGTraI T | TR AL E
FRE &R (Proclus) 25, > AT — 80T 22—, 24
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31 LW I, p.42-43, Armand A. Maurer, Master Eckhart. Parisian Questions and Prologues, p.95:
“This is why the one asking who or what God is, is given the reply: existence. As the text of
Exodus 3, cited above, says: | am who am, and He who is”. .
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ErEAdy  BEEEFA 0 (a5 EMEEEZ R (deitas,
Gottheit) » AHFABIEEESC - HE LTt HE HARENL >
FUEEHAR o R 7R R AUEHED T — L T2
—  TBIE RN EESC « (KIE E—ERIVE R R B =Ry A JEE
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P T RENGE ) EE AR A T BENEE ) R
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2 LW1,p.43.

3 Armand A. Maurer, Master Eckhart. Parisian Questions and Prologues, p.32, n. 68.

3 Armand A. Maurer, Master Eckhart. Parisian Questions and Prologues, p.39° % s.v h% =
B2 B AT enT = Mg b B3R5 PR HF o FE o &AL

B LW IV, p.11-12; James M. Clark, Meister Eckhart: An Introduction to the Study of his Works
with an Anthology of his Sermons, London: 1957, p.37: “The word God is appropriate to the
Father, who is love because he ( & < ) is the ground of the whole deity, and love is the
principle of all merit.”

% Unum est negatio negationis, propter quod soli primo et pleno esse, quale est deus, competit,
de quo nihil negari potest, eo quod omne esse simul prehabeat et includat (LW I, p.43) . & %
% Armand A. Maurer, Master Eckhart. Parisian Questions and Prologues, p.95: “one is the
negation of negation, and hence it applies solely to the primary and complete existence,
which is God, of whom nothing can be denied because he at once precontains and includes
all existence”.
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M3k " — o ERARERHIER » SRS R AER - 55—77
HEHEZE » B EE » MREYEENGES > EWE S
HIFH -

X s L I A B - BRI RiRE - %
s T EENEE AT ) B ExEEa A 2E
# T FEAEH | (actus essendi, created act of existing ) » ik
VIRVAE S » (2 F(E - e (=80) 48, 5%
EHEEYR > PR RSIENMEEE T TAEI ) ERA
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ST LW 111, n.556, Bernard McGinn, Meister Eckhart, Teacher and Preacher, p.185: “The
negation of negation is the core-quintessence, the purity, and the repetition of the affirmation
of existence. “I am who | am”(Ex 3:14).That is why it is fittingly said, show us the
Father, "that is the One, “and it is enough for us”.

% 2 3merehg, L0 4% Armand A. Maurer, Master Eckhart. Parisian Questions and Prologues,
p.30: “being (ens) does not signify a quiddity but only the act of existing (actum essendi)”( In
1Sent.d.8,q.4,a,2,ad2) .

¥ LW I, n.8, p.153, Armand A. Maurer, Master Eckhart. Parisian Questions and Prologues,
p.83: “being, (esse) as the perfection or actuality of all things, even of forms (Summa Theol. I,
a.4,a.l, ad.3).

40" Armand A. Maurer, Master Eckhart. Parisian Questions and Prologues,, p.36, n. 79.
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L 4pifhg % 3% Bede Griffiths ch= & % % BL &L Cyprian Consiglio, “The Space in the
Lotus of the Heart: The Anthropological Spirit in the Writings of Bede Griffiths”, Purity of
Heart and Contemplation---A Monastic Dialogue between Christian an Asian Traditions, edit.
Bruno Barnhart and Joseph Wong, New York: Continuum, 2001, pp.54-70, esp. pp.55-57 -
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42 Pred.6, Quint, p.180,5-6: “Hier ist Gottes Grund mein Grund und mein Grund Gottes
Grund”.
PRARE (YA BELESLEGISLE ) (TR b)) § 3675 (2004.12) T
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4 Johnston, William Christian Zen, New York: Harper & Row, 1971 ; #:¥ & > (PRaf
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‘I am who | am’ (Exodus 3:14) — Theory
of Being according to Master Eckhart

Chan Tak-Kwong

Associate Professor, Dept. of Religious Studies, Fu Jen Catholic University

Abstract

In the spirit of religious dialogue promugated by Vatican 11 (1962-1965),
the Catholic church has endeavored to rediscover her traditon of mysticism
and apophatic theology, while at the same time encouraging different
cultures to develop their own theology or inculturation. Our thesis studies
the theory of being according to Master Eckhart (1260-1328), which consists
of different theories on being. The originality of the Master shows,
especially in his interpretation of ‘I am who | am’ (Exodus 3:14). We arrive
at the conclusion that the idea of the “purity of being’ developed by the
Master, which has the charateristic of dialectics or paradox, could serve as a

common ground for dialogue with the religious thinking of the local culture.

Keywords: Master Eckhart, mysticism, Being, paradox, coincidentia
oppositorum, dialectics, inculturation



