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T RHEERHUTECAGFEFETR DT
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=
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Arole] Fabgel A &
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=

=

)g_

3} 24, vebrt
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2

L

pu

v
X

Apolel] ol fAlA o] 2%

A wgol 5
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28) TA, 1009.



o ut 25 AANA AD Fol ol Mg welel ok BHo
ohd Zelth | @AAe delHolA et aTha A #

Fohe Qe
A% ohth. 25 T28 2ok dobl AN, AL FAEE A%
A4 e Aotk 2Tk ol fAMo] ot A A Fofok &

=
o of®|l FEOA a0l £AE A dotof g WE A& ARE
o WAY 2R BAA 2 PAA Aol 30

oAl Fe AL 94 FAMIlanalogie externeoﬂfﬂ LH
I'homologie internel. 22| ¢]3j"’c 2 Er} 31

ozl  HH-REZx9 E=FdA  FLA= AL HAA
l'analogie” ¥ “&E4Thomologie” 2 7ldolt}. T dole 4447 ¢
N2 29 e 54 didse] v e 7 dve 9gvE
g3t 2Ey KA e dde] detE M=
o WA fAME ABAcRY HATgHcR i VY
F7IAIE ], 2AAEY 75 i WA Hol AR He A
2 192 %%7 el 2l 55 E F AT NiA AE

29) TA, 112-113.

30) TA, 113.

31) TA, 116.

32) LaRousse “Analogue” 3% ; “Organes trés différents par leur origine
embryologique et phylogénétique, mais qui se ressemblent par leur
forme et leur fonction du fait d'une convergence (aile de l'oiseau et de
l'insecte, patte fouisseuse de laTAupe et de la courtiliere, cladode de
petit houx et feuille de houx, etc.).”
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T A e dAEY dEe AN dFelE & F Ao F
gsiAd, A S 1 71 R BAVE fle BESE {714
E Atolo] $43] A7 HlmFolu, FEAL 1 AT Y FA
g F oA E Ateld EAskE HlzFolth gH-2ERZAE ol
AESH M-S delet 8 27t BEY 83 Azt Alele A
B34 Aedolvd FAME ek e 22 okt 19 ®d
& ER 23 gt Alole] #AE AA3] wfar] & Aew
Zoltk. &, A9 ¥2H 20t gAog s #EE v =T A
o] 54 FEEC ExoR AdeYsorgin e Y4AFE HA
A Wl 7HEaL, oAl Hul-2ER 2T} duta-Zeatee] A4S
Aol Aystela ke Ed 5EI Atz #Ae AEd g
7HEthe Zolth azle AAF QI Azt EAlste #AE Abol
o] et

ARt A-Z A= o edot A e T ENuersel 3t
I TE HAE BFES D vh5F Zo] TPk 1 ojd 84 eb
E 259 A& AuskA deda 28 4 Ao 2RF, AL B
7], A8 agan w2 Mg f83 dES 15 Edde
UetA] ettt mas Fo2ZdA #E3E Egu S EHuE
o] 2% IS FA et 3

dutxa-Ze e 7155l PEA Hold oW, T2 A
HEol od AFeolE AE 7hEH ol EA B Bl 7hte] 3l
T Azt R2e o FEUT o] AFolEL AE He ARE
= oofda, Aok HAIE ehoka, Mg v 7S A E dET
o5 Tyt 5olgt tEY Motk AFolEL FFHE Al
A4 EdEG EA, % 59 e o5 Az duta-zy
e o Ho| FEIGTh et Eols A9 BAE v B
o] o] WA (principe de participation) S 2%, Wa] = 27] ]
AeFd nARE g z2eAd #4H FAT 9F 4

33) Ibid. “Homologie”d% ; “Se dit d'organes qui ont méme structure
fondamentale, méme origine embryonnaire et mémes connexions, mais
dont la fonction peut étre différente. (S'oppose & analogue.)”

34) TA, 117.
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gt Sule] tiido]l otk AR Eo] o ® vl AAe #ES
BEAA Edal] AMA Al R ozt JE I BAR YEhd. o
Al Z3) AA FL H7] FobA (bonnes a manger)7} oky gk A7+t
7] Zo}A (bonnes & pensée) AR EHATE S A ©r}."38)

2 i

Ahg & =
LR 5 Aole BAgE F A AE
Aole] £ o}

CagA AdgE FEo] HEA

35) TA, 120.
36) TA, 120.
37) TA, 121.
38) TA, 132.
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o AW S AT Aol ol WA T YL
e Aow YrEch Topgel A, oA dEAERAE o
AR | Byl o ZolbEA, fish 2e R4S AN

Ae FET AW AAT oheh, 25 Abol] #A ol
A ANDE Ash Aol Aol7k A2H AL A} The Ad F
S5 9n 9k WAL B8 3 A7 AW Aeld A AFolrt B
Qs 9n g BA Aeld £87 WA BFEL o

PH-~2EZAE ulx|gto g ol2slolgt A 7 AAAH AL
= Qlgke] Abarst Qlzbe] AF%P oo 7ol 2 35S el
= Ao Bt} 401 AEAE=

2.3.2. AZF A3 HAA

S E”HvFolgte A9 dAe glen, &4 Qg ~xagl
AH8 A BASE AA &o] FE Abole] BAE BF O F AHE
Abolo] AE BAZ HAAst= FAluto] ZA e Molth o] W T #

A F

A Atele] BEAES AFste A2 Aoy o] ofd
51l Aotk mpA Rt oA HH]-2ERAE
H2ass F425 AT, o F dEsd sHAE, 4
ZAbeE A2 AT glo] &4 AlLE § =
2do zgditu fu-A2E2xEe AR A9 W21
=93t w9 ¥ 93 (Les Deux Sources de la Morale et

de la Religion)y A EEHPEZ F& &, QA T #AE 1
Fatwir Felgd SfEe @z WS £ A8E F9
#EY. a= A3 A e F3lA AgEC] EHVFA =
gttt A4 T A Fe FALE] F ERY vES AT
Ae& 1 &4 (animalité) W&e] ofe 250] Fxshe o|dA
(la dualité) W&ol RA4Dolgtes AFo] T43te Aot} o

30) kg Bol doleel 4 Bag
o gy 59, b9 22
40) TA, 135.
41) TA, 140.
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12k skt 42)
gu-2E22E a7t 319 T 24 (meilleur Durkheim)™43) &

HolEta grtete 'Tud g dA4 e, FES Ad&6H
o =

¢

Ao Foet 2 7FE AHLE AE wEA ey FA=2AL 2
2Efdelol dFNET G AFAEC] A7t AE 9 AlES AH
Ae Psol A o5 Zo] TPt “out S} Sz A4
3t FEL cxEY Aol 9FUE] THAZ REL ofd o
o e OE 71T wE, e ol f wiiEel IR Hdedn
AN O FHAAE dPete A (esprit) o] T HP 2
AR oz t2x ¥uM F AdFHEY EFRAAYG A2 "%
250l 7 EFAAE e Aeolth. 28y aAdE 245e
2 g g2A g, olZle] HEAL J|dolt, HEANL BE
B g o7kl A gEE AAGH, 2 ufd F4L A3
A9 @3t Hkgo] ofyghes M2 o7|A dAdth aEy HE
AL 2E Ao v BEA A3 ad4vt A4 ARt A8t
= A% A= St} HH-2EZ 27 Bl o7 HE279]
ZEol g AREZE WA, Qdzte] Aol WA UE Al s
2og ed g Aol 45)

42) TA, 148-150.

43) TA, 142.

44) TA, 142.

45) H2A)e] “AAAE e 7]} o Fto] @AY Aol ginh TEC] 9
df Aide wde B AAeolRta Sde AT ikl Hold
TR WA GE 7 ofye} QI o] 4TRSS AU Hojdria £4
t. o2 AH ARt ol2n QU2 oY A= T AAE &
o Zja o] wf QIZto] QIAdh= AlAISH Q17 AT yrdl EAjst=
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Ba7] el 2cm Feg slalol Sl
e W, 9 A BASE 4 A AR Ao
=717 (EFR, p.446) e 248 Herls, 23gd e AR AF
fofsta gl Aloleka k. B 47} A)
A A4sl A1e et A3 ojel AALpaA ol

AZF 21 5 AAeY, H23de] B ), BEE o + AAE dAAIA &
= 437“ o A4l ”}UPOVH oJof7| ket
B, FEATE ) 711%}*—4. o]Ao] A A Alal(collective

thought®] T olZolehe A8 SolatelAuA Al Aok A8 243



O A

“$e Bela Ae wES olAelt 8% Y M= T
a7} o) 3R AR (RaS A 1 EAZ 9 gethel dad, e
94 EdA Ad Lehe o 43drke Aol $HL yelA E
Aael, T& e T AN AFetel An Fd AAZ Solvt
2, ole] 3 R WA So= Eoi Aol BE A AL
2 AAEE UrE Ak ORE e A7 A4 oI Lokt AL
2437] 9% 39 ARG FLolrh 40

ol Wl Edln]Felgte AE FHAEC] 259 ARE AAAEY
AezEE 2pEsstdde ZFAAM, 21 94 AREDR 29 49
T Abelol A7 4L o Zslete H ol &HAT A o] 53
TuA @idolgt ¥ B o] mgy, EHVESE dAUES] Tu
Ztal @gsta, ol & wHstE Fwet Hel "Wojme Jastd T

¢
=2

[«
-

159 975k 420l FE glol A4 4 glehe 54
ofwl A3Hel Ao| £A] 1

aeln ARA AEe mAS AWe wE Eush] uRd,  Awy
(impersonality)& W3- A2 WFeo] ohfet oo G el

t}.” (EFR, p. 447.)

7F Q7] A AL AZAET] gl AFHA o] it A oL A=
d4d F Advke o] HEAY AZelth. HEAL A~ FETL AW
g g 1P E A9 Yz P, 2R A Aotk

dul-~E Rt HEA) ojeldt J185 1) BERNE B A 33
o] e AL gt Aotk B AAAE AsAnAAT, dul-2EL
s R Ast] 2& AFe wsky, Hautt 2E4 /194 o 71gola
QlEololr] o WA ks PYd Zow HRIth (9] &L EF Emile
Durkheim, trns. By Karen E. Fields, 7he Elementary Forms of Religious
Life, New York: The Free Press, 1995)& wgtom EFRZ &AHE ¥EAIY
=9

46) TA, 151.
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L weldE Aolg. du-sERAE 083 o] PuE

‘ol 21l EH P FS A4S 5 87 (I'entendement)4?), &
A Y& Aotk 28 8o getn, 1 878 WEA 7| H L &4
ot B2 FolROR 22 daoltt, ofd gn|dA, Eﬂﬂo]ﬂur”—i
gl "olxd e AL A9 gltt. A(EHMFY) ovA& FAME
A, drolgol Zlo] ofUth; Efu|EL Ko AA 7} 0}‘4‘3} o)
W, v Sao] ZA9 g xztolgtw, AL 4] Wl Sle Ao
Yk, $2 <ol 7] wRolt} "48)

‘LW

1]
st
}

2.3.3. Q1 F&o] U3t Yu]-2EZ A9 718 7] 58 (semiology)d
ojn] metat 2
A7 A Hu-2E2 27 BEHFeolge MNEe dFe
2 =33te S AHEST. EHUEL YAJIEY T
ym, 259 49 83 FHEES I3
oftth, AL Qlite]l AA HellA G F
zo gigAI7IH 1 Uk o474 dF

Azt Al Bl AA 9] o] Tzt HH-2EZAE
9s] A4 AFRES Rol AYA ALE AU, dAH ANE
of 275S Bol A UA™ d& A= A= gl
FetolA T A4S ofH 9] g,

ol21gt WA = 1960 ZelF = L A9l "ol Rato
W (the Scope of Anthropology)49o|x 7]& 9=+ A}z Ql &8t

47) JE qy\]ig] ‘oH’ e ]xoi’ h=] Z?l_—

48) TA, 153; #M-AERZAZRE g7te rosue] BEHNZ, 3 SALS

A2 BE 2y 2u)29 ‘T am a Parrot(red)” 2He dlAlo]e] EdS iﬂr

watd FuEt CL EE § %’i% ol HERZo| olz}t 987} &

1, 1d F59 /‘VW A7} Tk v 4 dntol A HojupA] 5E 7401
A ol gA Wk “FFIF vH wE T AYA, W A wE T
AE AA 22} ""(Jonathan Z. Smith, “I am a Parrot (red),” Map

Is not Territory: Studies in the History of Religions, Chicago: University
of Chicago Press, 1993, pp. 265-288.)
49) o] =& 19609 #H]-A~EZA9 Fi5 & 272 dAMolrt, Y-S “Chaire

& dolg ALgan,
A
P

}ﬂ_ql&gr-ln



B3] BAME AAsta, Agle] tieky ol &5 AlAIgT. o 7] A
E 53] HE2A49 o2& vHAA S ASstn THAZ mA(Marcel
Mauss)oll thet A Hrte}, HedFez-Baepeo Agzoln
BEAR A7 tigh vHo] TSt o] A HH-2ERZ
e FZ2F9 Aot s v v glo| ALg]|QlFsto] ol
Wwekolgta 2o}, gul-A2EZ A HE2A0] AAYY A A AR
E'ol It AFA wo didelgte RS D] gt} ofW <
D=, AEA GEF glole EAE & fl7] wWiEelth aga uhA,
ALS| I Fete] 534 W ES sl AR FE S A<
A (causal understanding/explanation)® F#&2 ]3] (understanding)

w4 ol 9
Aol Ab8 9ol R

J
N

3 oAbge adlzolth A= 2

L
A AT B MR e FA A

71 %8 (semiology) & LA
71359 4F(the life of signs at the heart of social life
)y o 2 Helth #H]-AEREAE olR L Q{3 H3} okd H4g

d'Anthropologie  sociale: Lecon inaugurale fait le 6 janvier 1960 par M.
Claude Lévi-Strauss, Professor,” (Paris: College de France, 1960) ©]H
QELe F JpHolt) A WA MY 19673 MACE o5 2tk Claude
Lévi-Strauss, trans. S.O. Paul and R. A. Paul, “the Scope of
Anthropology,” London: Jonathan Cape, 1967. ¥ & WHde 7o A=o
= Monique Layton | 2l& 1983 WHE Structural Anthropology A 2
Ao 17407 £EHo] 9lt}: Claude Lévi-Strauss, tras. Monique Layton,
Structural  Anthropology, (Chicago:University —of  Chicago  Press,
1983.) o] ZeAe= 3 WA J9Es Fugon, e £ ol urh

50) Claude Lévi-Strauss, trans. S.O. Paul and R. A. Paul, “the Scope of
Anthropology,” London: Jonathan Cape, 1967, p. 114.

51) Ibid., p. 114.
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ol gt 7|z AA} Utk HE FAstAl= 5 Aolgtn il
oh gl g ASkE o], Ert FAH e P e 54
dof, = 3, HIF AA, #EFH, AAH wghe] fojo U
o] ol 7|a 5| sttt Bkt webx [T olF 7|5 Et
o g "ﬂoﬂo] 2 g vk doprt ARSI FEE R3] AA (&9
EHHE), A" JeEo A2 (GAEA NF )= e W 1
€] -4“]2 Bt 283 o]g8A s BEe AYE, dd4e
2 T2 doj, = J|3AAR TN 7)4\%:% 2o dojZ WY
(translate)dt= 243 A gt gHl-2 Z\-% o FAALE])
o 7HE B3 Ve, M B9 2 Aojd: I gt HA
ALB| A Al el EA L F2 vk Azttt 52)

AA oo EHW S, oA AAG AAH, ofFA A
ARSIA A W] 840 ofnlE Wele A&, ZF ALY Alole] AEA,

volzb zAd 3 #3b Aleole FEAAE QdAsh= Q] A A %E—:‘,ﬂr
HdEdyg, gH-2EZ
X

%H}Oﬂo}bﬁg}"} = Clim IS ?’—%—’Eé‘él'
ohiffo] mel3}efof g H?kv}. =, Yu-2ERZ 27} dote P
o AA, e B2 ©x] ZFH A 7271 obd Aot

| 2 |
A7A #ul-zERssl dEIPz-deies H@eA  HY.
e r-meree AsARste] AA Heto] Holof drin 4
A, A ge #etd aiaide Ade B3dn, A4S
Qe oA BAR A weh AFetel A AHel An
4% wddn A9 Rolth 2o} AHl-rEw A%} Bl
He 1947 AA wetews 74 OJ%?%H A W
3 ke E a7arll 448 el gt ARt 9 o

_lZi
H

AEE slel AL = sl7] wEel
A HH-2ERZ 2] PRIt 740] 7o} ?l;(] olol7| & 4=

52) Ibid., p. 115.



Al gk du-sERseE of @4 HelHse FEAT A
HE @ W o vmde] e T2E FEHWE Ao, A7
of e Azl A4l 4eE wHYAn AL Aol 0T A
HZe dE Fol 49T 4 Uvh A2NTE UE 0, Fol B Q9
2 Azw 727 goh aed 42958 A FE808 A=
W P27 470 B o] W PEE HEL A2E A KR
9ovl, 1 7A HEE A2 o] Trd me $HAT WS
FHRoR A2E JAd U@ ARE HEE BE Agel 2AE
F oot ARA SAS FeAA @A™, o] Juge] HEL 47
T4 93 olAg Fr kA WS ATV Au-sERs
A ANG efst B F2A B, Towed EdNF, oA
£ 20 BEAAE FRAT 27 AN B2 olF b =
97k AQe A BH AF WS, oES sHtetn HAL o
st Lol gul-2ER 0] T2 Aot

21'3}

el Abelel ztezAel w@Re] A, 2ol A o
A 2 A el 299 A4 5ol 1
QA A AL olA AlZelFEdoz oA A AUt a7t Y3 A
Azbe] Abz Pz A 7]g

frol ‘TR S HE

53) #H9 oA1E Wgktl. Hans Penner, “Structure and religion,” in History
of Religions, Volume 25, Issue 3(Chicago:the University of Chicago
Press, 1986), p. 247.

54) ¥ A Yu|-2EZx0] 239 Jdo] 2047 A3 @2 UdwkelA T}
Folxe WAl st MES ARda Helx: FuE A P 53 WA
T3, 9 0l2E, A1 B4 I gu-2EZr] FERFYE AAANIE
2o g #nl-2E2x Boln @rielaiy] fokt)h I o] 27} 219 o
Eoh= AT glo] FRFYge T 9% Eid dANor reetn Je
Aog wWelth thy WA o7t 2 & wkdste de=E Helth T
ZFo e “ojm AFE] o= JEEA 7L ol WA AA StellA GE AR

Saje] il we} FHERE A4S AAR s, 2ol A9 A4 5L
FaA0E P $A4 29 AN dF BrE A% A 2
Aol @ Agelth (A of Beljzetdl dEdelz-nekg Al 4
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3. Fas a9 A

HH-2E2 2 ALSQIF S thej A o]ofZI FAIqE, o] & A =
A o71Z8, AFeh, ApUE 2 RS 5o e Lokl
el ek, 29 92 204171 Al 25T e,

g = .

© dH-2EZ27t Fwd E 3, 53] WP E lojA wA
Y& el e, EAHCR WYHEA AAE YR A
o, g FudA M HH-2EZ 2 tisf YA Weolsoln
AEA A Fele] Ei o3 2o WA 2005d AE Fwdt
WIAPAS6) o ofsh, EEWFolt A T3 22 FAAI A
oA S Fal A3 A HAAES AAHeR FAsteta, o] FAES
A8, Y, e V1dem A

BHAA, EHNFE A Atz @

FAAA A 7 Beuleh 5HAQ BRgs BRe AAZ 2o

S il
T B 940l don odrljde du-2Ezxrt dFe IS
< WEd. a2n UA s 2ol 28 uikd. "EHT Y 3
A vl BEHVSY] FdAA SUE AAstL oA HEAH
Al 71Ber fEY: F A olAe WHAASY FH e dntA
AR 2ol 29 EHvFol2te To] A st & ok 019
55T €@ T8 wEdn” F AN Hv-2ERxe] G
go] st Feldn

T3 A AT Fue ol85E MESH Fud & £ ¥

A4 FEF, dil-sE2se] AAY BOS A TEFIF & T
34 gl
55) Benson Saler, Conceptualizing Religion: Immanent Anthropologists,
Transcendent Natives, and Unbounded Categories, New York: Berghahn
Books, 1999, pp. 12-13.
56) “Totemism,” 7he Gale Encyclopedia of Religion, Lindsay Jones, editor in
chief (2nd ed.), Macmillan Reference USA , 2005.
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57) €8 A2 AL, AFA A &7, dugusdEs, 7kA, 1999, pp.
217-224.

58) d=ro] Mo gH|-2ER 2~ AEAU} ARE gt 1 20099 AF
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59) Ibid., pp. 219-220.

60) Daniel Pals, Eight Theories of Religion, New York: Oxford University
Press, 2006, pp. 301-304.
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Sinding Jensen)62), U 20| ~(Jonathan Z. Smith) °] @lH]

~2ER 20| o] B4 Abzd ¥4 Hole FudAEH.

3.1. 7189 W Ags ndbete 724 AL

Hl-A~EZ 20 ARSI FE g A7 Azt 28 (science
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FA €} 63) vpR oA AuHgkRol T T
= HH|2ER2 29 7|58 7]oj e} Fxo tigh #4
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H-2ER20} F2PE Qe A4 VA der 944 %
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I

62) Jeppe Jensen, “On a semantic definition of religion,” (in 7he Pragmatics
of Defining Religion: Contexts, Concepts and Contests, edited by Jan G.
Platvoet and Arie L. Molendijk, Leiden ; Boston @ Brill, 1999.)

63) HH-2ER2~E Ful HolHES Wol i, sy EHyE, U
AAE T Al digh Rogk AFE A EAAY Tt o2& Al
A okt ek Favk A7 @4 7kl sfue] )= ARk o] o sjot
SAY AMSEA AT FoRE miekely] v Aol ool At FHE
8o]t}.(TA, pp. 150 -153.)

64) & o]#l A4 FAlole B& HRo] mErh 1 7k e 2HHE(Henri
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Tt Vlse oA A BA SN, A TA AR onE Ad
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e EE Zo® T e GdE] kit A4 BdA $E 55k
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A2 g2, AR A AR A7k B2 ol EA AR T ALEA
A Fabo] o)FolFnt” 7]dte] =g S FAA] dHU4s gH
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o, oA g HA"E ggdeln wEtA AT + givtn AYPAS
7. (). FnY Udo] wa%owm & o st vt
FoU7? o] AL Foly Ao g A 7hed &Y ol W HEE
A9 “Zurt 2SS 88, RoFa, AXNTT T @S 9, o

AuE FusdA edEet of ARES Tt 2
A4 ABoZ Egrt Ok 7]29 ZwsrbdA Z=msho] (1

g dlere] & (orientalism) A 56603} (2) YA Fw'9
J
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A&ol sttt Btk a2y o] AXde FuAE WA e
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A7l 27 = Akl Fuetarl dHs] FEEA &%k

= a% 2ot vAe TRapl Holde FE gl wold,
qE8 AL oAY ved 39 oA wAUAY Ak
[e]

Hop A9l A
Wt A4 Al A5 HED () 2sinz Ag, F9 §7,

IE7ro] AL | =882 2006, pp. 215-216.)
65) Hans Penner, “Structure and Religion,” in History of Religions, Volume
25, Issue 3, Chicagoithe University of Chicago Press, 1986, p. 241.
3714 QgEEFolgts He == Alo]=(Edward Said)e] &7} of
Ut} 19417 o oA A Olfi}(philiology)ﬂr 138 (archeology) 59 W
¢ ol A $Ue gaeh gl fARe A7le) £RE Q9= @
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67) Ibid., pp. 237-238.
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Study of Religion, vol. 23 ,2011, pp. 359. “Lévi-Strauss’ assumptions
regarding the mind were profoundly indebted to an active, structuring
mind, imagined by Immanuel Kant. In an interview, Levi- Strauss
described himself as “a hyper-Kantian” (LeviStrauss & Eribon 1991:
162) and his thought can be said to be Kantian to the extent that his
work confirms Kant's argument that ‘things’ can only be known through
the biologically given apparatus of  cognition called the mind: in
Lévi-Strauss’ words, “the mind has its constraints, which it imposes
on an ever-impenetrable reality, and it reaches this reality only
through them” (Lévi-Strauss & Eribon 1991: 108). The mind, then, for
Lévi-Strauss, constitutes a stable and enduring structure.”

73) Robert Wuthnow, “Two traditions in the study of religion,” Journal for
the Scientific Study of Religion, Vol. 20, No. 1, New Jersey: Society for
the Scientific Study of Religion. Mar. 1981, pp. 16-32.

74) Ibid, pp. 17-19.
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(Abstract)

Claude Lévi-Strauss Emphasis on Lintellect in Ze
Totémisme Aujourdhui and Its Influence on Religious

Studies Methodology

Noh, Minjung(Seoul National University)

In this paper, I explored Le 7Totémisme Aujourd hui by
Claude Lévi-Strauss and his intellectual orientation, which
strongly underscore the role of intellect (1'intellect) as a basis of
human cognition. Influenced by Immanuel Kant, Lévi-Strauss
argues that the human intellect or understanding is universal as
an a priori element of their mind and molds human behavior,
making every cultural artifact intelligible and decipherable.
Therefore, by re-assessing previous theories and materials on
concept Totemism, Lévi-Strauss refutes evolutionary view that
saw Totemism as primitive worship, Functionalist view of
Malinowski in that he explained Totemism as performing specific
practical role in a society and Emotionalist view by Elkin.

With the legacy of structural linguistics, Lévi-Strauss
makes a deduction that Totemism is not a form of primitive
religion or had a specific function in human society but a result
of human intellect. In making this conclusion, Lévi-Strauss
develops and revises the works of E. E. Evans-Pritchard, Alfred
Redcliff-Brown, and Emile Durkheim. As a result, Lévi-Strauss
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concludes that certain natural species are chosen as totems not
because they are good to eat (bonnes a manger) as common
functionalist view argues, but because they are good to think
(bonnes a pensée). From here, Lévi-Strauss shows his Kantian
perspective on the human intellect. For him, the human intellect
clearly precedes the society, being a source of the very society
and man-made structures including Totemism. Hence,
Lévi-Strauss criticizes the enterprise of Sociology of Knowledge
in Durkheim’s Les Formes Elementaires de la Vie Religieuse as
having ambiguous view since it argues the society is the root of
human knowledge and intellectual activity. For Lévi-Strauss,
therefore, Totemism is not an external substance but only a
product that is molded by human intellect, which exist
universally in the minds of both modern men and so-called
"primitive” men.

Built on above premise, the Structuralism of Lévi-Strauss
does not indicate the structure of empirical reality. His structure
is more like a pattern-making human intellect and its structure,
which webs human experience. In this respect, comprehending
artificial symbols and constructions calls for the need for
understanding the source of the artifacts: the human intellect.
This perspective influenced 20th century Religious Studies
academics. For example, Hans Penner saw the intellectualist
view of Lévi-Strauss as providing methodological alternative to
History of Religions and Phenomenology of Religion. Robert
Wuthnow also categorized methodological orientations in
Religious Studies as a binary of natural science and human
science conceived by Wilhelm Dilthey. However, Jonathan Z.
Smith later criticized this dichotomy as partial and outdated
one. Sharing Kantian and Structuralist view with Lévi-Strauss,
Smith proposes a comprehensive concept, “translation.” His
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translation makes a strange symbol system into a familiar one
and thus making the astonishing cultures into intelligible
structures. Therefore, the legacy of Lévi-Strauss in Religious
Studies methodology 1is largely rooted in its Kantian and
Intellectualist orientation which relies on the concept of
universal human intellect and attempt to make use of it in
interpreting diverse cultures.

Key  Words: Claude  Lévi-Strauss, Totemism, social
anthropology, Structuralism, Hans Penner, Jonathan 7Z. Smith,
translation, lintellect.



