AH3A el & F2

¢ 8w
5 & ll
I dws} FmAgae £ V. vl2axe] Fug
0. A27e Fu49 V. A8 S o)) on
I 233 3o} 7154 49 Faed

A+3]A wieh(social context)old FiE &3] Ay Brie ‘AH oA’
gt & FLE AB(FHE WG A =it AL dAE Aoy AtdA
Y AL guRFe A9(definition) & Welax 22HE A9 3 (deductive)
AFEE AMAGIEE Aol ofdrh I e FF 7€) ATAREES AYH
(inductive) .2 AESLA UFoll Aol Te¥o] ¢S ulghz] ¢ Aoz AR
goie 2otk & FuY Ao AAZE ALS(HA B Me Fad T AA=
AL oftdh 238 A AFATe] FAEQ Aol

adE B3 o)Re] FuAele] Ak A7} AR A e Fad
A FUE A& Fove Aoz 28 E gd 19 e FRE §
At ZEAQA EZ AR Ve HolA uf$ Fa3 dojr}, gty &
ol FrALB|Gto] HEHL 71& FuRYY AT 4 87t A1 gejrter
g A Aol

* AEAta ag
1) M. Hill. "Sociological Approaches (1).” Contemporary Approaches to the Study of
Religion (F. Whaling 9. NY: Mouton Publishers, 1985). #2. 1M4%.
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aHeg 71ME AA A Ao AN & WY FHAYY
RAEZRE Azead 2 =98¢ Ausnx s a2 ayA 128y §
Aol & A4 YHEL 9% gvlaf wr)2 @

. Wwset FuH)e] £4

o FuAL3 Y] AR F 3 AFES = i (Max Weber, 1864-1920)&
FaAe A dojA Fa% FHE AL A T 29 F "EHAL
8, (The Sociology of Religion)& A12H31AA, “F0E Hosle A, & 1709
FRAAA gate AL old APERY AT E E7best F19 AE v
g 7besttid 23 A7 ABAMY AZE £ glg Aot Fuwe 23
(essence) F-2]9] #HAALZL opth -8l EAF A13A 39 (social action)
o 277 29E A7EE BEE 3t ) WEojth"d g1 &1 Qe Ao
o & WHle T JEAQ] FE H3a gl opvl GA Y FREE YL
FAE ZERA e FLEY e SHE Z QAP 7L Rolh

¥ NNHeE Holr WHE (HF Zo2E S4% 71530IUY Alo)A)
oh &3 AAE T34 X (unmusical)ol2ti FEE vl itk Z YR HYA
o2 w4 AsE 7HX1 Hojut= Alg(religious virtuosi, the few religiously
gifted people)E°] $l= Whdel NS ¥R A B AFES AMAY 18
A7F £t Az Aojtt. meld A&TEORA AAHL e FHAL
g M oz 23 e B Hell ABE =& HojFae gAo|t
& 9ds] LA v (53] 39 4FA BY) dF9 g A
(agnostic) B Ao|th3)

T o PHEAE gAEY He AT #eFY(rationalism)d ApaLel
A dustEd od FuRFd 71 (o]8¥ olZ7)vtid XIE an
Archimedian point)& F#EX 2125E A9 02 AES Agsvrtes Wy

2) M. Weber. The Sociclogy of Religion. (1922. E. Fischoff &7. Boston: Beacon Press,
1963). 1%,

3) G. Baum. "Definitions of Religion in Sociology.” Concilium' What is Religion? An
Enquiry for Christian Theology (M. Eliade$} D. Tracy 99 NY: The Seabury Press,
1980). 25-26%.
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£ 893 it § 2+ A¥FY(empiricism)d AdEE ugez 74
(hypothesis)& 3 #¥1 1§ AFE A dA) 7/ME £38¥D W &
o] &} #1418}4 & ¥ hermeneutical circle)o] 9 & ©]3](understanding) 4]
FuATAE A7) e Aotk wEs W7h A9 MFol Fue) FoE
H31 dthe RS FYAAE FAMME ofr), 238 AEE Hod ¢iriy
A9 AFAAE X LFE A Aoz Holo} & e},

v £4AQ T2 A7 gHM Fa8& d¥EA ARy e A=
TAA R, o] A7l tid ofF g3 HHHAE glo] T ATE
ANEgE AE 8 442 8715 Yotk FAVtE dTsted ofdEolg
E 2 FA7be dig el aeiAek e Aot ajrg M2 Fug AT
eld YEUE o)&u} 7|4 “A47Hd A A9 "(an operational definition)
£ ¥EA 9ot wojt

ol7 Weto] A HokE uf wWiMx FA A= $d FuH xME gebA
Fuo WS Ao HE sleAvvl dAEL e A & F Uk &
HAE vl glovt =99 ANAAE B3 Bt | WA A9 Fas v
9] E”(the matrix of meaning)& AF8 F+ RLZ oJsHx Yt EE °]
A 19 A@o] F FaAAegn Deprle o5 Aol gtk aHAx: EF
dta 215 A wigel el FRPANE oAl o] AYAIA dF Fo] FiAl
B3t glojA] winlol o3 AYPE SEF AEQU AL Bt = w9 T
olg] 7hdldlE HE dHHo|A e £ FuY XNPFE HEHES Y2
4" (the sacred)ol] &% 214¢] & AL & & qlrh 1 o] J22FL 59
BW A o] I (unalterable) % XA (universal) Rolekil wlw= AZgic)d

0. f=24e F3A9

B 20 FLA ] glolA wulsh HRe] Eshlel o2 AF2A ¢
A 5127 (Emile Durkheim, 1858-1917)2 Z174je] EAd UA t& A=
49 93¢ uelZ T k. AUH .2 A(god)ol Lt WAlafterlife) R AHAH

4) $2. 6%,
5) M. Weber, 3. 9% Cf xxvii%.
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) A(the supernatural) &l A} vl¢ oy HJ3& YW H274L dF9
FAEAHatheist) 2 B2HE F Ak At FA FRITFY A54Es G443
HEE FE24E YEUE Fid g 58S o3& A/ 1 glorme Wy
2Ok 238 o F3R3A AdEHEE FEE 3o g9

obF-E ol2fd FE79 FuPL 19 Fao| #HAEE YEHY Ag 'EN
B&e] 7128 H,(The Elementary Forms of Religious Life)ol & el 9l
08 £ A aen o voprl o]dFEA B HEH 2L o SAHY A3
24 E(social elements)o] 93 FY=A kL =7& AFEL 184 &Y
A FY4(moral unity)€ <43 €t} AZ2AL 53] oA of AlgE] 2o
Ao z=7e A Eike %% AgEe AL AddE(collective
effervescence)o|eti H@sH=d], o] Je@F4 Y vo] LAY AFFELS e
2RE HASA olgEAl €ohx stz Utkd ZEln oA JeHFE F
FA e 294 YA L AH BEAE(collective representations)10Z 7Y
51, o]g& thA] I3 %Al(collective conscience) g BAEA =&H 1) 2R
o] MiZ FuE dvtn H2AL FFH

a3ug FEAWIANN F2A (religious ritual)ol e ApsjatAe 24
A Y A3t Aoz 3ok & H2A4e gloiM & Fu9 ojn|XE 9
539 A3 AA9) £43 & 4 3(symbolization)d) 2791 Alolc) tiA ¢
A FaE A3ETY 99(cause)olrl Bk 232 BEdE A3 E RHE
A3} effect) 8. 7+ek3] L3lAMH A}3] 2] FAHthe projection of society) 22 &
F Atk

6) G. Baum. 98. 26%.

7) P. L. Berger. The Sacred Canopy (NY: Doubleday, 1967). 176%.

8) E. Durkheim. The Elementary Forms o the Religious Life (1915, J. W. Swain &%.
NY: The Free Press, 1965). 432-433%.

9) 2, 245-255%. oA £PYN $8 MgEel FHLE WA 77 A% 7k
=77t LA o a7t =2 A HE A sl BuAE £ 74 44Eg
AEA] BET

10) o] AL WANME FAIE S YFo] Aol gt (FHH) ] (definitions of reality) 2 ©]
2 = Uck

11) Harle] A88 =& Ao] conscience collective?] consciencel 9oj9) “¥A”
(conscience) ¥ “¢)4"(consciousness) ¥ 7122 AZtE 4 glov, 24 QAo =
g #Bae mEsly “gA"er g9 Ao v Elgsittn £t Berger. The
Precarious Vision (NY: Doubleday, 1961). 234%,



A ogolM E 1 113

AHH 84 --—-> EYF 5YA4 Aag
(g, A %) L
> g3 #3

L> 408 ¢ > F
SELEESLER N

I8z a7t 340z A7 FH L2EH Yo} o} ZEHArunta) F-F o
EFFadAE a2jdtke] FiE A (society itself) & ¥Hgt22 A1) H
R45(HQ, AY, AA, 24, &3 5) T st B33 Ao] ojyg uiz 1
A3 Al Aolelil ghet.(Religion is society itself) WHHo) o2 Al3]F a4
g0l Ad £E€E 9L FFE AvAA F A3AA (28 LA, FR)E
g duEol UL Folth. & oA HolM Bt o A3z (£, F2)E A
3Rt le ME thE 84F (F 4£¥ AE, the profane things)o] AL2] & o] F
EF 34 2 FHAA F= Aojvk 2ER ABBAA (§, )= 27 A8 EH
SAER HHo 2 FHHT| Wi J2H(sacred, sacré) H 27 U3l
9lt}12)

el HERC flojde “4gA-8"(the sacred)olgte ML &3 Fu
(8) AFoA AgEo] & “AEF (the holy, the holiness)d] 71d1dz& 7 o}
& deolA 29421 QlEE F4E Bart vt vgo] G TFA A E F
g 2l 78y 0l sixjete A TR Aot 23]8 HEAL A

12) 9714 A2y rh(sacred)e o] gHo| o9 sacer?t €& Doz UtH(set off)= v
g AYi d5g e AE Aok

13) £28 AFAME AR Jo)BE(N. Soderblom)o] “HE# (holiness)o] gk §018 4
AL, E LE(R. Otto) “AE¢ A"(the holy)olgte EE-& QuiziAA & 4d, ol
2 5 HEAY “Href " wokE o kX d@H 1 ‘vjol4d 4’ (irrational)§) HYA
E XY A5olovt o]Bo] Fo A2 “H2g"d FEE deotulM.
Eliade)st 2¢ dd Fugalgd o8 “F2g{"oldhe APz AHEEHD JeE &
4 9lt}h. ] Waardenburg. Classical Approaches to the Study of Religion (The Hague:
Mouton Publishers, 1973). 54%&. £1. “dejold] Fmdte] o]&3 712" "ANEA T,
343 (1988). 187%.
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2o} 71289 AAH GFHY FoA Hoju v7|S5uA AustxE FH3| B
2e oA “ASE” Bo AetE] A(God)el i M2 ALHHH Fola
sociological equivalent)24 “AA L& AL A& Aojrh oA HelA
Harde “HaHg"olgte Fojt Holk HEH (0 FE3) LA, 2} 7}
E93) 9no glolA 9 “FxY"(religious)o|2He £019 F9ol: A3 ofy
o a0 gloiM “AaEg"olgte S 238 (FEF oA BH) whEw
 (anti-religious) o] 2t 74x] & 4 ch14

E a2 “Yre) g olgtE oy "AEH U (secular F AEHLE H|F
w2 Q)el Fo)== ¥ Y counterpart)©] oh 2t &7 (Fustel de Coulanges)
o 93 #¥3te o] &¥(dichotomy)& B “(F3) 4¥" (profane)ol Feo] =
=g do|r s & o 5g FRAT ANlA g o)1 gle 2839 A
o] 43} &9 ol wgo Ao & AL HEANA Uizt Fu
A5 AE RS et $9] &8 § 98t o6

O} RLE “A3} £"2 QIzte] o7 FRE FAE EE A Y& FHA A4
A (positional), Aol %HE7Hs 8 (relatve and incompatible) FHol2}
1 H2AL AzeEd], A9 (dignity)s F(powen)ol JoXE d2eFe] o
L5 AL o7 £ Aoz HBe] /FEdAY AT & 2 AAE A
2 AZ#A doka FohID mek 27t FARE FAAY(cult) = AFLE A
7 o] THE FAANGE dA F832AG. F F7](taboos, the system of
interdictions)ol 93] &£@ozXEle] 2d9E YolFE EAH A Y(negative
cdt) olE AT g2 ee BAE FFHo2 ZYNA FE IHH AY
(positive cult) ]S 25 A% 49 49& A7)7] A% AN =& %ot 2

14) H. Becker® A. Boskoff 9. Modern Sociological Theory in Continuity and Change
(NY: The Dryden Press, 1957). 133-185%. R. Nisbet. The Sociological Tradition
(London: Heinemann, 1966). 674 "The Sacred.”

15) & “A A8 8" (sacred) ) ¥l “% " (profane)?l Aol D, Fi 4" (religious)l Wiz}
“M4 40" (secular)?) Aot}

16) A Z29HR. Caillois)7t 371(tabus)¥ 834 WF 1 F(moieties)) B+ 4% 48
He H2ytn se AL 2 o HojMolck o|d disjAE R. Caillois. Man and
the Sacred (New York: The Free Press, 1950) &%, = & Fa %A Ad]old7} AA|
e “A3t 29 WZEY"(the dialectic of the sacred and the profane)®] 7'dx ul2 o]
Hare 2uAl3 s WS gete Ao Az old ddjME J. Z Smith. “The
Wobbling Pivot.” The Journal of Religion 52/2 (1972). 137% #Z.

17) E. Durkheim. R&. 52-57%.
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ojth18) 1B A2 L o RAMME HE IR EAHE &9 U=
NA e A 231 1Yo LAVe olF PNt EE Fud FFH
(common)©|™ X (universal)?l Rojtt.

et 2749 gloid FaE vk o] A2 g AYE vigoz F9
Hi o & “Fie A2 & A (F FEAA FEEHL FAHE ) e
A% (beliefs)# A H(practices)®] THE AA(a unified system) - § ¥
(church)eti Eele dd =Y F5A&oZ E9se A4a 4H € 249 A
o3 AHFE"ojgt . AL gle Aot

a3 oA Eolrt AR Y ol ¥ Fue] J2F vt FuUt A<
o] 4R 947t ohe} AR ALA o] B 2N A7]E JHXle|t) ulte] BRI AQ
3 ZE A3 Eo] BF 189 48 nA (F A2EA) & F e FAHY
Aol oA vl 2A] A3 P4 e] MojEo] FAHE Aol AL o|HF A
3o “AAo] hg F44 #A"(an overarching view of reality)g& £ Fun
g},

Z “AA(symbol)o] 1thd, A1813 FA(social sentiments)E 23 ojwjR &
2 #ojrp"el) watd dd AL EAFYE ol A FEAAY AH
(anomie)7} &AL FE oot & ALY A&H EA4E 29 A A A
A By & F0E BF-Y(necessary) 22 8437 WEolth A5 HE2AY F
WALE S AZAE FW7t od ALY "E&Holeks A ZeUeS
$2l= Basor et

18) BAH Aele} 2 Aoo] @i, AF Book 3 F=. & H249 AoA F719
A Al{the system of interdictions)¥ F&(magic)® $23 F7|(religious interdictions) 2
TFEE R o3 213 27 OA & F79 AEA e FA A2EEE £
= AN £gA A28 eg BYAE Ao FEHEY o)F FAE “FAA A"
i gt

12 522 od WA Yae 2450 H2E(P. Hammond) 247 & HFa s
o e &3] “219 A9 & E(inexplicable) F2"& "2 "2 BE 7ol
Aotz Pd AL 4r1EA "t

20) 912 62%.

21) 2 263%.

19

=
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m £44 3es 7154 39

8 24 FuAl e glojA e 149 47 Adl FaA Yo E
oleEAE AU P WE AXA Eot & H2Y =g FLAHYL
F2 B3 (substantive) o]oJoF 817t B 7]%% 3 (functional) °]oje} 37}
e g £& FH02 ASY & Ag fEe ¢A €k d7)M 23H A
9)(a substantive definition)@& 41, x4 281 J2& F FuY £33 W
48 Aoz 3 AYE Fala, vra 7153 A 4(a functional definition)?
Fol AHFES 5 Fuv) e Hl 4 wHoE e FYE TETR

Z 239 EAA AHAE Zxde AFE AN FUolu A3 Ed TY
e Aol ¥ 2awelsl Bk HE AES FUE AL YEAAY F: 3
I AEETL gdoly Ad T HAH ojdE Ry YR FF 7T
Aol & 7)5Hozw 2UE B 9d(denotation)o] YF AXE Aol
th weA Fa7t BoE derts FRAT 28 A Aoy 42 R
e EA3 EXNL 99 Fo) t& 4790 YAtk 22y o] BZF
Hole B Fme EAg B weld Ui F& HYE xadd 5=
ek A Aoju A23eg A2 AZ4dgy Fd 2™ AgEe] ¥ &
FEa £2 55 a0 TFANL £71 dRET} s Folh & Aol ¢
Fo BE Fud 5 230] 3 gEvt A HYE 9D ¥ E TF
o) BAL Fopdct & 18 BAo] gle Fust ke W 23E& Fu7} o}
Ugto & 4 QAE7? AH FaAdd MM Fas EAgte Aot

dhde] 2w 7153 AE ZAzxeE ASE FuE ZHA AdHE & A

th Axe] ‘AT gHozRE B W A Y% AN HYE fln 24 o

2) 24A Holg e HHA o] BARM F2 422F §& AR sz "
g4 A4 29)"(phenomenological numinalism)® #F5E $%= It W. R. Garett,
"T'roublesome Transcendence' The Supernatural in the Scientific Study of Religion.”
Sociological Analysis 35/3 (1974): 173ff.

23) oYl M otAin) EA55ERN (L. Wittgenstein)el 7154 AAMd(family resemblance)l A
g3l So), 3 7t ol x|} ol A9 o}F Alolole REHOZ g2 Ho| doev 1
A5 QESE 92 shig adrle A Brbssith sl E FRES ME
2o #Hol gloy o5 RFo] FEH “BA"E Holur|@ AR BrhEditie Y30l
=3
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& T8 Ao 23R B YUt Ag ol "Wt 4% itk B F
HHFY 24 FHUTE FAHLE ¢ FuLAYE UE FLE oF3de §
£33 A7 Rt ot & Aoz $2E Ao# J E(connotation)
7t UF Foldth wetd 2R B4 Fu9 A FEHRGE T80] AL3dA
FoE 37t 8t 715 € B4 B Aol S 29447 3dE Yol o
AU 7153 AYolMe o] $F WAATRY FHYFeJ vlzarnEy 2
2 A& oldl&R7](secular ideologies) F7IA T Fiuo] = $st &
3 21 e QA FREIHE FEOA HEE 47 B ZdiA ojd7A s}
Fugs AU EAZE g ® FRE AEA 9] we dgd VisE
(multi-functions)& 71 +X= M & 715 FHLE Roe 34 &
48 & g Ao|g2®

uetA] Fa 2243 A9 7154 e AHoyHGE UEHE ALY
A ggo] el BAAHoR {448 =9 ¥ & e A= U & EA3
(specific), 33 22 AT (culturally bound) 2HAE AH3)(a stable society)
AXE B3 Y7t o f8¢ Aejtk o] B # o] (universal), £33
A7t ¥l &(boundariless) W3}8}= Al2](a changing society)ol A& 2318 7)
A A7t o FEsrhe Aolck®)

aHBz o4 FaAYd e A W 7% SHolHE ¥5S ¥
3 B o EEY FIAFAANEL AR o] B& UEUE Fgs 23
T Aol Atk g HERY A 2V|dE A3 £9 o]y E EUE @
2244 HAg AAQY Aoltt. AT F7)o] A= ALEERY] A F T
9 7153 FYE £3 BAZMAE Aolth2) e 2y x Bdtn A
o WA o] ZHd HE Z2HE Ferle F83T gl o] FudT
o Holge] FEAEAA WY ddle B FuAIFAEQ A F32
gto] Mo ZAFAA He FH of7t vtR o] TS FA AT

24) C. Y. Glock. "On the Study of Religious Commitment. Religion’s Influence in
Contemporary Society (J. E. Faulkner $&. Ohio! Charles E. Merrill, 1972). 35ff.

25) R. Machalek. "Definitional Strategies in the Study of Religion.” Journal for the
Scientific Study of Religion 16/4 (1977). 398-399%.

26) M. B. McGuire. Religion: The Social Context (Belmont, CA: Wadsworth Publishing
Company, 1981). 4-9%,

20) P. L. Berger. 98 176%.
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H|£317] g A Holx: & £ gl

F3%KThomas Luckmann)& HEA 23 % %4 2 (church- onentad) FiL
Aol gAHE AAFGD 2 Edoe B AFEC] HFdE 9AY Axg
g Ao ghol EAA FAE e £ B7) gEo)th 2E A 4G
FE540] 9 Aolgtd 29 49¢& 7R} e B4 A2 golgn g
w29 Fael glojA EAHQ Holgt ¥ # e 2 FolE AL BFE
gy FAWNNA QoM FaE AA @AY Bakoluz B3 AzHEHH @
Aolth, aeli AME FEH BAE doM AnH o g gtEe FE= 1A F8
& EYE vz 2228 298 A4 (symbolism)ol2ta @} wEbs da
AAH 8L 7HAe BE Q7189 AL 4 Fuge TR P98 253 U

1 k30 & Fwe] 444 7)%(symbolic function)& & gl Aol}.

dtdo)| WA (Peter L. Berger)® 71BAH o2 wule] =XMg waty Fue A
o7t A (true or false)d] A7) BHoli= f-EA4(utility)9) EA1Y& AA )
A F19 FeE “87]) UEoltt"(a matter of taste)2tn Fch 28U F32
o] 715A FuAdolM AP FAHA ¥ vt Bz Fazu ¢ &
E fide g3l g FAFY e A&%F olH &R E Fug FAS
ARAA 750l QoA “FmH"(religious) e AR = & ¢ YA, 2R0] 2
FuE ohyete Tolth, AHolx FA A Rolgtn Tyt BFA 744 g
FE 9T 2R 28 gy dasolof EN Fudls W £Y3) ¥ &
F ke Aol & Fu Hoe a2 AAH 7T B ol Hxdgolge
EAX gAe) Yoz ¥ ngFolof grie FHo 3D

28) T. Luckmann. The Invisible Religion (London: The Macmillan Company, 1967). 39%.

29) /& 58-59%.

30) P. L. Berger. 82 177%.

31) o]o} AaE oL VY Y2+ A J. Weigert. "Functional, Substantive, or Political?
A Comment on Berger's ‘Second Thoughts’ on Defining Religion.” Journal for the
Scientific Study of Religion 13/4 (1974). 483-486% 3} N. Grossman.”On Peter Berger's
Definition of Religion.” Journal for the Scientific Study of Religion 14/3 (1975).
289-292% #A=,
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V. sfagxe] £3&

W o4 HENE FH FTuAEe] FuyYde €Y wE2I2(Karl
Marx, 1813-1833)¢] $u&& SE¢ Wo| vk Fxo e B viuy B
A& AAEI W) Witk agdn nf2 320 Fa AR A 84 AAE
FAPTE AL ol 21& #d(Hegel)d ¢ A g st HA “Fa9 H)
B2 BE H§Y 7| & AAo|tt' R A Fsta v & FuE vpEa 29 b
BA A3l A4 e F8 BYolge Zold,

gA|ut vf2a 29 Fuolse WAZ F Ave Holud uul 19 A9
(alienation, Entfremdung) 7H\del £2 d#H Jddn & £+ Jo vf2ax
of 93, FuA AL A2 AL ARFE AnA FEHEY A Ad
ENES I g, Fugle AL ¥ 299 & ¥4 xE 1 FF
(symptom)Z AZEt) & Uzke A9 A FAYHE 19 FHAAZ FA}
At} ¥ ojg g FAREL AT A2 RE AA FHAA nhRvE Al
AZHEE A3}l mystification)2 XBA ©tk34 o]z A4 3Hreification,
Verdinglichung) & wl2 299 93l d3g] Aojot. wety ANZAstd 94
ozAe  Fue A29EHY  F¥Yte dFY “FRE I4"(false
consciousness) ©|t}h o]# o|frollA FiE H|E A8 WEYS FEHoR
TAGAE A9 A4 & ESAFT A AEY 759 E Asses €9

32) K. Marx. "Contnbution to the Critique of Hegel’'s Philosophy of Right.” 1844. On
Religion (K. Marx®} F. Engels #|&. NY: Schocken Books, 1964). 41%.

33) @9 vl2z29 FaolHe] AN AFe Hf EFsich FAT wEPHLE 4A9d
& &R REd F o] AT A% w3 fAdd, Fojojulsk(Feuerbach)®
A ey (aa AdF) BEEL v 4T, E 7E 2Y(Stimer)E Eo|
ojulate) Q7o) wlAH Bt Wk T2lm AW vlEas s (A9 “AYY &
A" social being 74l WHHE) FEE2YY “E5% /NY” (the unique individual) 7}
ol 7128 A% 7| (exorcism)E THA] v A3} 8 AL A Gk 28A oz 0
23a2F 23 ¥vtolyat ) dig wwAAE vl dHn gl Aotk W.
R. Comstock. "The Marxist Critique of Religion: A Persisting Ambiguity.” Journal of
the American Academy of Religion XLIV (1976). 337%,

34) wl2 a2 “Au8) 8" (mystification)?] B¢l didled, K. Marx. Writings o the Young
Marx on Philosophy and Society (L. Easton® K. Guddat & NY: Doubleday, 1967).
165-166% &=z
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utg 2 Bojetn v} 1 BE A2 A FuE A FHEHAA} I}
I F3%, '

“ZuE WF 9 o}H”"(the opium of the people)®e]etes L o)A weto A
2 a2zt g ol F wFo] FAHE A FYR wleRle] Horte AEF
o AbEY F2A Eeg uBEEA vfEAsE FAF BA A BREg 2
B AFAIA FE Ao] ofet dAF oz geF7)e 3t 238 Zeat
Ao A4S 38 AY AT B4 @ 2 A& g1 Yok
dolch, WAF 2 1EL AL UE Algoe] gohd B 42 59 Ay
TEHQ ARE sof & Aolth. 2¥d o}HN FYITHE UNHoZE BFS
gl & Aex RaA g A2 FoleA APAA ¢ € & Ut vt
AR Fae AEFYH Beo o) HEo 7tn UE A3 olEAE o
Al AFEHY 7t & Boln FFAHY AH /s g tEga o T
ot} ZYA ARF ol BETRE QA% UMY 297 FEEE Fae w3
W AHZ A8 Ao Exsittn g

V. 233 FaAe)e on]

o4 e ERA Y AEL W WA} & ok FnAYY Axe
o] 9B BASE AEARIT. 22 WEold ANE 5o §2AY Fu
U 5i2700] olsh @ B8 ARAAY g ez 4297 Fie olnA), 1
O olgzRy 4% A48 244 Aost 15 Beo BASE Fudl ¥
% 0E a7sdd B4HNY BERE ¥9e Oe 9e Bel F1 g o
ge shzaze x9ld ¢ YA02A Fil o|sol AT shazkA ol S of
A FaA(HA F0ANEL 08 FTATIE A4H22 4% 714 &
omz A Euste YolEAN B ALY B A9 o] TFolAT
STk wekA oF FLAH A FLRE AARGE o|Fo] 2AR US 712
Hol N7 Boz vz s agot 3 FTE AHH(H) AGelA
Rope A9 24P AHE A% 5 Q7] WRelh |
ol el Hoke W FTAHIA TR Y FaW He Fue

yly

35) K. Marx. $12(1964). 42%.
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TEAA &49e] Z FZ4HL e AYAR REan 11 FAAYAER
FE #d gzl o277 Y g FE FAYGAEL a9 wey 4H %
AA ZHEN T BAE AF3 oot A gAY FaAgREL F
ARGE Tt Ad FFHH 849 & 2HE 0] & Hold, o}F d&
3 T A Al GAEY] AFdAe] F Aol YAE A8V BX e A
olgtd Fioe HiZ 1 AN FEMEAMY BAHE XWonz FuALE Y
Ago] BAE /HN 1 A7d $d Aeldk 281 2Y FFAY FHA JF
Qqorg Fuo] #F U A7E v e S5 A74AES E F AN
o Azad, 23 2 22 FRAEAE S Fuvt Ry AHEGE b
2 old FEAHY HAA g & oHR & v YFE AA S| = §4H)

dAad zZeluge] 9 A$E AZdEa Lu5dd Z& A ofd A
Fo] 7tA7) shbde AAE BAY, EXA AF AL g1 wo] H712 FA
3t 42 A9 7|UE $71 9 g Aotk 238 REue} Itue wd sto
7t Bate] dae] Fsta oE 2AdEH HESA HY wAFE =4 FA d
AF 2 FFA F9atn, 2vry oy mlo] HUH} e 47 ¢

& Aolt}, o] AL FaY FHEAF 247t drhv FL¥VHE GHoE A
B8 2 F e 2A0h & Fi9 FEAAH 84F wu AHd vls) A=
422 ¢)(subsidiary) 2] obJzt 23812 A H(core) F2Y 7t the T
ot} z1gl: ALBA W g BE FAAMS o] T2 FuF Az ¥
3 AR EEAH JUE AW & § de AL HE ol T YA
FEE ZzedE d Aok

B2 o} HAZdE g4 Fauty FAGA Y we L FAFEA F
(e 22 3w) 29 F43 2d(official model)e] A AA Yt 73’%E
At A&dd FaFFAGE HER AAAE] EAA YEdz FaAE

-{E

ol

36) oAt F2(Glock)® 2%(Stark) € 7HEY ARt S Ao e HE A%
= 1 EEAge gHoz At 3¢ @l R Robertson. "F2 9 AL HH o) 3,
(o)g7t &7, A dErEn @Al 1984). 1805 WA The Scciological
Interpretation of Religion (NY: Schocken Books, 1970). #¥ &2 FuA}bs|%
o AL 7HHAE vEHWach) = Faio] 3ol o284 39, AH3 §A% g ¥
=AY 20e B5EQ 842 MW AL AE £ ek foby whe MHwFadt,
(M&: 1eA} 1988). 54. WA= The Comparative Study of Religion (NY: Columbia
University Press, 1958).
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A Aol7ba Qlthe Eo|th 3N ojutk o] Ho| £3] L5¢ FAE AHYH HFHo
A a7t § oeHAE E @7HA olf YA = EEr.

Fae] T4 2do] #IAHT e AL Mol DA ALY AN F
AL ¢ e 7hegol AESHA e AE T AAoE A3 AA7 Fa
TEAGEE Ae2k A4 ¢ e Aotk F AW FaFEFA 2 AA
7h EFA A EA AL Agtez o] FAHT ok Toln o|FH T BY
AR ARl Aol BT FuetuztA] e FFE ik Y ZE o] Fadd
Az E oHFEAR FAvt opgte Ak Eoh JHEE ddAide a9
A v% o Agd FxF =3¢ 2d3a Joa 0.

37) o]d A$8 FaATe] “HolA G FI (invisible religion)ztz B Re & 4A
At
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