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35) Lincoln, “Theses on Method”, 225: “(2) The relation between the two
nouns is also tense, as becomes clear if one takes the trouble to specify
their meaning. Religion, I submit, is that discourse whose defining
characteristic is its desire to speak of things eternal and transcendent
with an authority equally transcendent and eternal. History, in the
sharpest possible contrast, is that discourse which speaks of things
temporal and terrestrial in a human and fallible voice, while staking its
claim to authority on rigorous critical practice. (3) History of religions is
thus a discourse that resists and reverses the orientation of that
discourse with which it concerns itself. To practice history of religions in
a fashion consistent with the discipline’s claim of title is to insist on
discussing temporal, contextual, situated, interested, human, and material
dimensions of those discourses, practices, and institutions that
characteristically represent themselves as eternal, transcendent, spiritual,
and divine.”
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Es 22 HEA AL o] gHE B FAE A A6
of ARl HjHA A AT FuA T2 koo ko] A
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T3 9 (2007), 155-75; AZE, dde] HEH x4 djash dXxjo} Iz
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WESHHE, 8 (2005), 107-40; TAEotdle} zfoje] jAlsk Fuel Yk 2,
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gold] Hlghe] it Aol A g, TFugA, 30 (2012), 55-74.
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Rereading The Durkheimian Legacy.” In: Thomas A. Idinopulos and
Edward Yonan (eds.), Religion and Reductionism: Essays on Eliade, Segal,
and the Challenge of the Social Sciences for the Study of KReligion
(Leiden: Brill, 1994), 198-210; Bryan S. Rennie, Reconstructing Eliade:
Making Sense of Religion (Albany: The State University of New York
Press, 1996), 21

38) Jonathan Z. Smith, “Wobbling Pivot,” in: Map is not Territory: Studies in
the History of Religions (Leiden: Brill, 1978), 91.
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40) Russell T. McCutcheon, Manufacturing Religion: The Discourse on Sui
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Uniersity Press, 2003).
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47) Clifford Geertz, “Religion as a Cultural System,” in: 7he Interpretation
of Cultures (New York: Basic Books, 1973), 90. “A religion is a system
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order of existence and clothing these conceptions with such an aura of
factuality that the moods and motivations seem uniquely realistic.”

48) Talal Asad, “The Construction of Religion as an Anthropological
Category,” in: Genealogies of Religion: Discipline and Reasons of Power
mn Christianity and Islam (Baltimore: The Johns Hoplkins University
Press, 1993), 27-54.
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Abstract

An Analysis of Bruce Lincoln’s
“Theses on Method” for the Study
of Religion

Yunseong Kim (Hanshin University)

This article analyses Bruce Lincoln’s “Theses on Method” for
the study of religion. Since Lincoln published “Theses on
Method” twenty years ago, it has a great influence on many who
seek a new method and theory for studying religion, especially
on those who pursue the critical study of religion. As Lincoln is
one of the leading scholars in the critical study of religion, an
analysis of his theses elucidates some traits of this critical trend.
For this, preparatorily, 1 look into the background why Lincoln
wrote those theses. And then I examine three topics abstracted
from several of those theses: First, the problem of academic
nomenclature of the study of religion. I examine why Lincoln
questions the previous usages of the term “history of religions;”
Second, the problem of defining religion. I examine how Lincoln’s
definition of religion differs from other «classical definitions;

Third, the problem of cultural relativism. I examine what does
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Lincoln’s criticism on some limitations of cultural relativism
intends. Through these works, 1 suggest the necessity of
adopting some motivations and aims of the critical study of
religion into the academic context of the study of religion in

Korea.

Key words: Bruce Lincoln, “Theses on Method”, the critical
study of religion, academic nomenclature,

definition of religion, cultural relativism



