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mze v ARFHozes JuETo] Ag velelrl uEha ojRlz/|FE YEIH
e AEFogoy FuE FAle &L wolxy FuEL AR FLHIEEREH AF
doh ojAL sz oo F & AgUgET] agicke To| okt HEE I
SHe AR MRA2FE 16623 ZE Favl Fao AHEH VEYE SEAHE
ag Az Fs T2 U 2F B FHU @Y FPGREC] FLEAHY 52
Az g a2y 1780dd 7t FEA, AFel wiHA doh FATAF 9 (religious
pluralism) 7} W 5] 3 (establishment) &) 7Adol AR wheh A AFFL AEHY
guSo] AAUA © Aotk mid EE mvd EAE wolgd ZE FEY IH°
olA 2R=uE SHUN ASFH Fo] gzdr old Wi AHAS(T. Jefferson) &
18173 ¥R E Ax2 A9 nrts Hlany gazs F4E AU
olgigt HelA - A&H of BFET. Euy LoBRE FHIRLEC
gusly Fole $A 2 FaAge ZEF oA U= Yk dYE LI
AW AANTE ofF Adutel 23 /HEY9] AlY ZT S (parochial school) o] ¥ €
o wEgd s, FFEYe FYGRAA AHE e E dgshe Ans 9% T
A9 Zelth o}RE A 1E5Y, 2cFR F FHIAEY oUE] ©E FIIE
w3 18709 ol FEE MR T FHAR %—8— vgE g 2y, 1913del e
YT RAA AATYEY ERRFo] YPor FHo veH FAE AS3
(secularization) 7} o] B0} MkD A= ule] FHES FHH FAE ¢H3] HUA o
oMok A& gRr|gezs Fud AUE A HAGIL £ F AT

a9

o, Hl*
ok
rlo
il
N

* o] =EL 19EE F2AEATY IR AATFE d7AA dzule] 93t ATFHUS
1) Wood, James E., Jr, “Religion and Education : A Continuing Dilemma” The Annals of the American
Academy of Pofitical and Social Science, vol. 446, (1979)  pp. 65-66.
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e 4 239 /"ﬂEX-'i A2 9 Eﬂ‘”c’] ey ‘:V‘] ”r—_hﬂ"‘l @EE&] 71Ex A
CEFH YoE Fud W AddN EFHy AH - 2E Ao A SYHEY)

WA 23 Agol Ae= ZolUthe Polth, FAFE ulg} o] 25 RAE AA
TV. A2AYNA ‘T3 (religion)’ HF& AHsHA o)glo] 44 (the Bible)o] &3
A7t e Aol wSolth g Fae dig By s1Exnd ud S H@BHA
Ae ot FHA #4latedl Edsithe Dol ol 715n s EEH F
of ek A3 - A3 #4223 44 AEY AAE + AE Aol
1870l o] FHREAA T2 JHY IFH L HA Al SAE E7ety,
THGRAAN Faa e AT HAAE 7HA & RE o 19139 elrjoht
FoA A7 727 AEAT FRES T2 T3P (released-time program of religious
instruction) &2 FH TR A A7 A FsHTh 22 o)A 238 oHE FAL
WA dade] FREFS FAZ Fu=HAT 53] 1900t EoMEA HFL ¢
7153 IAZE 3473 A7 HlE R 3ue wdsE graA "ok = 19004
gk SE AT 35%0]W T4t 194080 50% 2 222 1948do)= A o] 63%
AR ZlstErH oz gEptth olHd ALY S g 27 FHE wEL UnA
BEE F7F ASAL FALIS T2 HAEA.

AT FF =7F AUAE uwhdke] A widolth & AAZ AN FILAK Ui
Hlgo £o] B FaATh 28lde A3 Yoy “HE QtHo 2 Pty dx 3
Faoa M7 ZImE A8Y o] #AGTD ZE ol RAE FAY B 2% A
Holed Fawgo] Wl %4 shyvtes 7ds] ulE & Atk oA duf otgle)
W3 F (dismissed time) FRXEZKS ZHWeitiele Bdo] Jeu}d aPox B3y X

HAEZHE PY9 2Fd U FuAE gode e FYglel ALdrh ey
olZ g EEFH FoME s|RA o2 A 7R e (separation of church and state) o] 993& &
AHAT o2 A3 TR FFI AAALE s Rolu, AEnsd 2Rwse Y
& FA Fojof Fo] dWtAo g ST,

JHER FHGALNA F1EYE NE Z2ade 934 Bdo yegd 123 n)
A 196390l e 53] /M50 K40 YA/ TR G5 ARYe] WA
A7 dEh 2 o] 19639 HeAA ] T U NF B AAMHT & & Y=
‘Fu 9 duE g F2T AV I ST HE Fuugold AT 2 AN

a’u r~1n Lo o x

2 FJ
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2) McCollum v. Board of Education (1948).
3) Zorachv. Clausen (1952).
4) Engelv. Vitale (1962).
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AR ANETH, YA Fa2gH Eg dosA getde BEo REHGH
A7 HRIUTED o2 B dFHAN IRATEL o/ FAHEL YA BFEIATE
& Y3 wid g A & AH AYY AL EAY FRE BFAGEL ojFRYE ¥
A AldelA BRE Alojch 3 AWMAEY A|Z4E SAAE APRAE T0%7F U
< 3 24%%re] A sTe BAE TEC WA 19604 £ wFoM Y FLE u&
o]l Aztg o] 43L& oA P& ALY Aot
a2 T BT 19609 olF 2EEA nFAA Fad o AFH A9 A&
A AL FA Aot 53] 1964dcle T2 #E T2a9L MR FHOFEE)
B3 2570eltiy, 5do] A 1969WelE F3 2 3ujst =AUtk A2 FA4RE AL
Aojch oA FYUNILERTE FHNWETRAAN Fud #HE FE Fite T
7t R o Bole NEE /AR B 223 oA & £ UE AEHYY HFAH
A€ 44 ¥4 AAd 2F2e FHNIGEE FHATY Y FEHY ZrOPE
€ NSRRI A 2EE v A9 RE fiFelMe Fx #Y FFHE0] oA ¢
SHAUATGEL T Aotk 53], Fxol g Aol Bed T FEFA A=A Aol
EXE YT AEBEZA R
guiA sty RAROE o|FA Fast FE £o02 EolFoE i e

o % ARAL ALANE 93 F2% =
oty AHo] AREANRE BF7)1F) TR FAL FAHA.

5) Abington School District v. Schempp (1963). o] el v Tl F28 280l EFFH oz HAHed
ARAY 9&& 8 Ao|th Clrk, W. R, “The Legal Status of Religious Studies Programs in
Public Higher Education,” In Reynolds, F. E. & S. L. Burkhalter, ed.,, Beyond The Classics?: Essays in
Religious Studies and Liberal Education, Atlanta, Georgia: Scholars Press, pp. 112ff, ¥ Michaelsen, R,
“The Study of Religion: A Quiet Revolution in American Universities,” In McLean, M. D, Religious
Studies in Public Universities, pp. 9-14.

6) Welch, Claude, Graduate Education in Religion : A Critical Appraisal, Missoula, MT. University of
Montana, 1971.

7) Benson, T. L, “Religious Studies as an Academic Discipline,” Eliade, M. ed, The Encyclopedia of
Religion, vol, 14, 1987, pp. 88-89,

8) Nemetz, A, “The Study of Religion in a Pluralistic Society,” In McLean, Milton D, ed., Religious
Studies in Public Universities, Tinois: Southern Winois University, 1967, p. 23 ZZ.

9) Smith, ]. Z., Imagining Religion: From Babylon to Jonestown, Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1982,
p. 104,
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eI tE AEE FF AT S oPINAT 27 2R ALl FHEE Adde
Fdol F Utk 4 7HEY s FHNLE AFde AL THHoHe B
o] USthlo = 7R wAME FALE AFse A FEHL 4AAHUTGW 2
gy FA Aol SoEHUA o] vhart A, LrFLe] FAMEFoIG ZHA F
A&H FAE A8 Z8AR AZ7AAE Afelzke B2l UfHh? a22ae AL A
Hol EojE0] AAcle BAAANAL AdHFe] yALTY AT o ol FHFE
71E8 2T ASHY duE gAe] Hojoit AR AFALEE e YFe
o olgA HHEA FEEAGN A B FuES HAe] HEHA drh F 9
A gaEd doM AT EAe TIVEE By X gxurt obvel oA AR o
g wZo o £ Qlo] F37IES Wolok e /1A AE 4FI o Fuso] A4
A% F2F ololdEEY RIAFAE FHY & U=vk s Aol Frh mEka oo
R T 5 e F22E52 AFALE FAX 434 T F e 24 FEAHY Fuu
4 &8 FROEMY FuE 72X E Aoz Age wiAo] AW Aolth
7 22& £3) gike d0F duie AAF Fude] wFoA riid 4=
AEste AL HE oA TEGRE SAM(2IL BT o FEILE FAMD)
7t € Aoz Fojstd Aldielth o2E AL £
TES AT A8 FREF AEA L8 EolgT
TUEFE BT AHER dAM FEIGTF oA o ABVE 23 AU KES A
gAE Y iy G 4 gk olFE FREL ZAA L] FREZRE o] s
€ AN aAEATh 222 FA0 vtE O FRAANELEY] GEo2A ooy
A AFHERXE Aolth. 7 & €2 %ol A FRELE FAMN HEo Adw
A2 FA Y g E FALE AP FAoY AYH BEXd =& ¢EtiE o

2

O

o

2L

£
A

10) Eversonv. Board of Educarion (1947).

11) Board of Education v. Allen (1968),

12) Lemonv. Kurtgnan (and Earlyv. DiCenso) (1971).

13) Meek v. Pittenger (1975).

14) Woed, J. E. Jr., “Religion and Education : A Continuing Di]emma" p. 77.

15) $ZURE FoAHE oFF BEAU AREE AdAE I Agol §3 B 2
o o4 "z RashA oA Hoh 2o AF g "i’\ﬁ«l Zy HEE
A A} (Benson, T. L., op. cit, p. 89).

16) o8/ $2FE FET FEF vFo] HEH Ao, wne TaAE AA e 47 dx
He o] NS L FET et UL A BEY F FYHY Sxs g o) A5 9
AZAME He 2we] AUTGH, 93y Fie FaPP 93 FJAEIFE FRHE S99
Aqdz & AHolck (Miller, H, “Teaching about Religion in America” In Juergenmeyer, M.,
Teaching the Introductory Course in Religious Studies: A Sourcebook, Atlanta, Georgia: Scholars Press, 1991,
p. 158).
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oA Ags] FAHes ot Bzt E Rl FHA 7] Hrke AFHL
Fdie e AFoeE NFHUG. A vF T Fde 271FH AW
(emancipation) &] #|Sto] wiej= o] f3, v Furte AT BYH] dol&

JAV ZEME Hold 71 i s

2 4gel ol AEH Aol ¥ Re FAY AMojnh 2t 20| BE
AFE ohith oA BalA, ARd Sl nFoA YPSE Rl ALHLE J15m
H

ZHEHY Yoz He AL ot 237 ojEFor MHIFHLERY F¢ HWE
F A=Vl o & EAAY. oA mEd Fas
‘&2 8% (autonomous discipline)’ ¢} 2 4 d=utk ste EAE A g

&%) BERd #F A7Ec] AFHBEA Ad ©A ISR} oid F2 I FUYFE
AEE A% dFEo] FyPujod e, mddig, E& F2diE, Adu Yo, ¢
e SolA 19471 el R A=Y 22]3 1893de] At AAXY § FALE A
20j7 AAZE 23 (the World Parliament of Religions) °]Zdle &3] s 359
it male] d@ A zEli w2 3 8{comparative religion) o] ZEE FEE0] o
et e AL AT EHE AL olgWeqE EF Fude] TEHA F
oz AAE FES AAY £E AU E AR o FRAF A7 o8
v} A E 3 (specialization) & o8 EXEE %’;i%]%# o8 By 9Fds A9 HHEHS
8k8l ¥ (generalized) 289 A £5
2E dyshe gAEY #AL AEFRY AT S5 FAESE dFEGeE 238

HEaEe Unlge FEHOE ZW A Aoet 4AE &oA dehbe B
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0|2 43 X&HE 48 (recurrent perennial patterns) 2] @37 FAEHUTLW
%27) Al £ ofFE Z3H X-§Fo(liberalism) e =02 AYEL FAY A

Aolth 28 o] {2 FHHolx AU (neutral & objective) o] FRHJYL, T Al
guthe ey Agg oA "ok uEA ?@Eﬁf‘?ﬁ? o 7R vEE gey & %
2ee A 2yAste] dF7F E 4 g vl ‘Fuey ARF WHe Fu FH

17) Ray, Benjamin, “History of Religions in North America: The State of the Art” Religion: A Journal
of Religion and Religions, 5, (1975): 73-83, Kitagawa, J. M. “The History of Religions
(Religionswissenschafi) Then and Now,” In Kitagawa, J. M. ed.,, The History of Religions: Retrospect and
Prospect, New York : Macmillan Publishing Company, 1985, pp. 136-137 &,

18) Benson, T. L., op. cir., p. 90.
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A EAE 943 4RHoE HFE = Yk ® FadAE A2l 23 2 233 )
73 W&ol #84 (scientific)d = $13, 22 Q8 2L M A missidlogy) 0.2 A
Bolgle A Fol THAE FYTW

olgd 27|1FHY AAdE BT "wFgM T EHF Py #F I3
Eo BEF ALY 2 A} AAHE EHEFE% 239 ZHdelN = EE A
AT AAZ F2E oFA 7122 AUVt s Aol EAAT 3 g &
AR EA Fx2E8E Y52 #49 J3A (legitimacy) & 712 £ Je7P £ o2 &8
59 @rEHEde TAHLE oW A et YESt Tl FF =9 HUG
2 AgaoMe 15xs egadel #Ad 23& 2FEA FA JISRE BE

_':~L

o 3 B AUt st Axdty #4Ee] FHH o olgn Fudto|gde
5 OlFoE NEHYUTD weba ojmfF =doA] wlate] P AW A7t 8wt
A B8 (Wach, Joachim) & FZ3o] wlFolA wEAl 371X Wajozgt 7125 2
= W3, A% w2t 33 Pol vlE F S ARy ok old WA ae
SuhE Fud d7E 9% B 718224 (1) $33 o] Llintegral), (2) 5Ho] 230
A1 (competent), (3) 424 F4o) A5 L(related to an existential concern), (4) A1
o] 3 (selective), (5) ¥ #3)L(balanced), (6) FZ A oln(imaginative), (7) %8s &5

3 (various levels of instruction) ©] & g5 ojof &8 FA87 % Tt

Fu8e] BEH whyo] o]FA olF g AL 'FwE ojgle ol JEEN}
Al E4E AL Bote =g 4A =AZY. ¥ Dage (M. Miler) 7} 1867
Pl HEZ ALE-IW Religionswissenschaftel] & @sle ©o]2  “religious science” 1k
‘science of religion”®] AMEEAE YAk Y olEL wFY AT JER @9
“Christian Science” & QAN THE A = Fol9) science= A #8A olml =] 7} 7}al A
EYo] Wissenschafte] ojv]& 83 Ww4d 5 gickes HA 7g902 a8t A7}
3 gox e dvt3 23 (Allgemeine Religionswissenschaft) ¢l 2w & “history of
religions” & #|t3te] A F 2 AL83](The International Association for the Study of the

24

+

19) Kitagawa, J. M,, “The History of Religions in America,” In Eliade, M. & J. M. Kitagawa, ed, The
History of Religions: Essays in Methodology, Chicago: The University of Chicago Press, 1959, pp. 5-7.

20) Ibid, pp. 7-14. % Gustafson, James M, “The Study of Religion in Colleges and Universities: A
Practical Commentary,” In Ramsey, P. and ]J. F. Wison ed, The Study of Religion in Colleges and
Universities, N, ].: Princeton University Press, 1970, pp. 337-338.

21) Kitagawa, J. M., “The History of Religions in America,” p. 11,

22) B R INRE(ERER)7 dA0] AUNY “religiology” = YA T o] AL B WA golz
Azksle] A9 solx) Y1 Qo
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History of Religions)o|x F2 Aoz RS FAL/N7HA AN ety @& F28H
Eo] o] §olE ALGEH2 AoAT oAx FF FIA R 8lHe 71 vk 2A
o} 9ol ‘B wZE 8 (comparative religion)’ ¢\t ‘F 37 48 (phenomenology of religion)’
& 2% Fed oEx FAEE Y d @A oe Mdd vF JFse F
o2 AAdve Ao dFoR AAHY vy 2HER A Fad #FF AFE
stohe 2¢AQd EolM C“religious studies” 2 Aol & o] EEdNE ® B
ged, RS E o= E5F ALHA FEAAGDE st Fay, aA
¥

£g ohA@The Mol Qo] gtk U A% Fma

oiff
n ro

oP;J_Q,

ojgtFelu Fwde AA AAx ¢ vitlE arle F olHo. AT EF
3 AN BT B7, AT el 588 TR ¢ AR 71Eb7HeH(Kitagawa,
S FREE JEAHA AR 4] it s I Ao 4 AA,
A7) 0189 Fie] thd F7H3F o]3f (sympathetic understanding) & EXZ it} EA=E
= A7) AF dig wdg g xge AA=Ee E'Jr"‘il’li(scientiﬁc)’ Z1de] et
€ Zolth ol QEq, ojzd Fdo] FAHHE Hele 9] Y39 (romanticism) A
53 A&F<(enlightenment) AFe] ZA FEJAYIL 2w ""*B}ﬂﬁ}f’)
o]¢} #R3lA, I AT T M) UdE=e FREASA v dof #¢
(Van der Leeuw) 7t & ARG vt glck oAl TalA, 28] QoA 5 F24 EH
Eo] "z (48F) A dAEcTHe BHOY, FTLE ATVALY HHF ¢4
E@oz ol Aoy, 2 E 74 (humanity) s B4 BE 2 T2 2T 4
Rho] A 7 gke] Abgolzta 2 HETh®)
o] ATt Fage 713 %S FARTUE AR AAET o] AHE

AES @ Zoldn AT AN, AANozE 499 OUd EudN BY F=
AL $4 vBA Y Ago] QU A5 A9H FmANel g Aol 4]

23) Long, Charles H, “The Study of Religion in the United States of America: Its Past and Its
Future,” Religious Studies and Theology, 5/3 (1985): p. 44.

24) Kitagawa, J. M., “The History of Religions in America,” p. 15.

25) AgF49% %@%494 FERZFA FY4 A e g2 ZHErsd 4 47440 w8
AL 72 JAAEL Hatw Uk 2 EA Ao 2E Vres, J. de, The Study of Religion, New
York: Harcourt, Brace, & World, 1967, Waardenburg, Jacques, Classical Approaches 1o the Study of
Religion, vol. 1, The Hague: Mouton Publishers, 1973, Sharpe, Eric J., Comparative Religion: A History,
N. Y.: Gerald Duckworth & Co. Ltd, 1975 o] gt}

26) oA, Kitagawa, J. M., “The History of Religions in America,” p. 18.

27) Long, Charles H, “The Study of Religion in the United States of America @ Its Past and Iis
Future,” pp. 33-39.
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71 NFYAE Rolth, £ FadA] AAH BB (universality) o] FTET BT F
TEAEC Joyg T2 Aol UAdE 4 vk Aotk ojHT AL 7 FAUAA
2 3299 9859 ANZF EYA(psychic unity of mankind)o}e] #FAFAE HIYdhe= A

. st AT HE FUd dFe NEL xSy v AMEACd F
2O9FH A4S MAsy] AFsdoe Aotk A AAH LR Fud A Nd
& Azdgoe & 538 F3] ¥ride 4o

gu
rfi
l*‘Fl

3. 0l= Enste] MSEE22FE] §iY

Ak o3 712A AL dolX AFFest T A E € 9
OE AZFYE ugez FHAA AFHNE FES FAHY ASFEE] AN
ZF2a7] APz Fosd HUvhe ALY Roju® £41 JiEa Y ded

¢ dolA oF FRATE] dTHUM, ARARE HBHLE dFe MTH &
@ 3H(phiology) o] FasIN L, A& wawprch & 27t F8AH 53], 71E9
AEH BolA oj2F oz o] fsN FRFAEL /oA FTH] Ho F
A8 Fad7d fE2A He Z97F @Yt ¥ WEE g dgoy gelurt 7
8% Aoz OFaHd A oputr B9 dojfie Ax ZET

AT A AgFe H}M AYH A% 2 o 84 A4 FUS FEAE
22 83 Fastes 53 Boleth S8 wIdN A ARS ALY 4T
Aol A FE A5 *Vé% 28 FEF0] 2 & Fagd A%y ZdE 48 ¥

Cog F g dhe Aoldh ol ¥R FrdTe YHLE oo TANY EYUL
@ | EH - i%@a fAES ABlES FAE Fo vEz AEA A&HeE A
P olgeg FzUs NP Aotk B FRIAEL o o AHe iz
2 AV :LaL WV-‘? AgEgdw gA oA JUTh 2RERGE A field
work) U ALE)E Q8 @ AZAlE dF o Ag muA FAt o) olH A

e

84 FRdTES TAAY AF AFEE Pl H BL 4% A9Y ALL AR
28 Zold & AN AL olgP AL Bt FEANE o7 AAFE BobE
A4 Fxel BN A7E AATC AL WA AUk TN FHHeE LAET =

.Ed,

28) Ihid, pp. 37, 42. §H AL AFFrF AL 7t
7 AgAE Qs 44E 5 ;d?a Aot olg & gol&(R. Tyson) 2 olg (BA
9] &AW ] 8H(decolonization of the mind))& 1% & w JtHCherry, C, “The Study of Religion
and the American University,” In Kitagawa, ]. M. ed, Religious Sudies, Theological Studies and the
University-Diviniry School, Atlanta, Georgia® Scholars Press, 1992 p. 132).
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& Ay 28 AAE 2RE WA
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57 #4E B 4o

Al T A, vl FmEte] Aoz e M e ddAe IA ofd FAH
?d A&EEEY 2ol F4 ARG stk ey oH S 4FFH AETEE] T2
4 YEUZE dxdsy] Agsuis A gtz C*%—‘:*lﬂi- Aéa 8932 (secular
reductionism) o] of g Blghe] A FEHGY Aolch ALSE AR F HFE Fu AT
g ATgFH WFY S FHUAY 282 25 FILE %EZ—? TR BA &3, &
A8, 23ty azla A @4 dREA dE3E wWdrHexplain away)E Aol
old A#S dFo] ojwl A= oEut ‘FRE A2¢] €F(the second fall)’ o2k 3§
Z1% BT

olZE o3 FUFe i AFH HEE He &% T2F FHE AH P
A =33 Aol vtz 2w HAEHthe phenomenclogy of religion) 2] 7Zdolgct FEE
SE(R Otto)e} # dlo] g T FHIAEY FPE AN SHELYS FLEF7
oMz BAHeR HAAHr AT e fohd diste] =¥ tlEe] dEfold(M.
Eliade) ol A} @4 HE A7t gate] 8o} Fdsl 3030 FH(E. Husser) ] &4
gAette v$ e 9 gy AAEAT, Fnade 828 oy fste, 1
e $4 A EAo] B3 A 4T WIHA(epockd)’ 7t ZREY. 2L FAE
B 2R ARte et A A FedAe, £ ‘B 2 (sul generis)’ B4
ola] lojof gt Aol

oldA FaEAAY EF I AA 7 O FAH
gze A2e d7dAEL Z sEE ok A &
7t gtk AFHo s 22 APAEE ASTEE dF FEHH HEe A dYsid
o &, B Add o8 Faddclde AL o FREALE BEA 9AHE, Fi4,
AE A, 2 AEA dAES 2L oY v At
ojth A o]E FAE g BYFG A= WS Fasith 2y FIAAAE o
A AL AT BEE okl 288 o AME & $olde 2HAM (wranshistorical)

|l

=
N
o
23
X
=
A
B
o
i
i
2
2
e
£
il

M

9) B3 ‘A2e] B olgle AL olg ojHe) gAY A2d AR (EUEISEREHY (A 1
o) etgtde g oud AUdEe] 222 gF¥goe A O AAE 4o WIr 23 YU
& AAste] 22 deotulst FAPY ulolch & Adie T A2d BFHE AL
dvt® zoA fHste Fa¥Y AFE 9N viRsiRge delth dA HiA TR £
A 2RAF] A7 (PG NEHo R A&HAALY) Bge AFH AAE Holsd ofA
A&SRSe] AFe] Jate] Aol A FRAFY ATFEHE AFAATE AL A E G
1 s 29 ‘A2d v’ g #y e Tolt} (Bellah, Robert N, “Religious Studies as
‘New Religion’,” In Needleman, J. and G. Baker, ed., Understanding the New Religions, New York: A
Crossroad Book, 1978, p. 106).

30) £, “delotd Fmete] o8 7" THARIE T, 34, (1988): 185-206.
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P& YulEo] olFFojol Fri= Aotk T HAHAA dojRe FELS UEH
(ethnography) A 7F EE & olutl 2 &oA S ANE Ao 2 A3 180 £
Ue gurt FrHojer gvke Aol e A EdY M EAde] RedAd

(epiphenomenon) S 2 ¢] Fuwolsle AR Fi A7 ERE st vyl ofYth 238 F
2ol RPHE FFAH P 24994 (trans-consciousness) Fo] XAt FFA
drddelste Aotk A= Fandde] xEHe A7E ¥4 T83AT 25 AA
7 HEE oidgte Aotk FxEY AA Y st o] FAH ok g Relth
Hpgto} watabE, Adte 2 RE A LE) fsiAM TR MEIRES TOE
ofof FAT A, A AFelA FE3] s Holle A AeH FE Qg2
A Fgstefol I Zojtt a2z zer) AsiMe A ASTEES] AA e
WEojok gtk Aol olY WEdA, 60 dN g 703 E AXNEA ATt RERE T4
02 Z2gdreE 43 F99A &S(irreducible) FR(ZH AN AEL HAFHE AE
Eo] FEHAA A
ulS A olEet AL ofEg n
FET TG, AT ¢ T
ber), ZZo|=
}oj

|

AFeHH dFEol Fﬂé—fﬂzl‘ﬂ olAl o o4 H=E

(Freud) Y & (Jung), 2213 &Y 2| (Tylor) b =
Hol A (Frazer) 7k D AAH S diste 2755402 dysivigzie &9 A
o] &(grand theory) & T o] §43x deth & $28L A&3 Ao 4=
AT = Avke Zol BEAA] ARe dojth whatr] olE A&3 BzAeE ¢
A2 FaolaE AY FAAREA A EREZAN 9AAA gk 292 Fad
< Agste] FFATe FHES FHA &7 UL AN T2 ERH FEH 9
Plgke Aol Tl T3 Mot

Agtnz ARPD e Fade] AtezRy sy Aste] g i
A goluge), AZHoE BYE W Aguso]l e HHUAT g§E2d B FoE
I ASEEH S AT L&) 43 U F ZstEch B FHUGOR AFE o
Me F280] Ha ASJEERNE AuEEA, FLAF7} o 3 (Bahg, AL g
3, 4283, ARG )M FAaE o] %ﬂ—-‘%wi ZEE 2” Ao A Yo 5H
Ad AAsE 2AARE 712 ol2v FasHES AYUsiA dh

ol MZL Fwse Hagg HZ(P. Ricoeur)d] 3TA ALZH2 E3& Wolgl Wl

7 (Durkheim) o] v} ¥ ¥ (W

FagAgel vwy w é%i ] tFojAe 71824 «£54(a pimary naiveté) s} o] & Holo
& B9 (criticism), 222 8BS ARA AABo] tA 1 g
gt oulg DA g A 29 €——’Fé(a second naivetd) ¢ 39AIE Y& Solth(Bellah, R. N, op.
it, pp. 111-112),
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ZHR. N. Bellah) & th&3 Zo] A3 & v 289 AGA e F2LE X3

2 7}=3 (teaching of religion)” A A ZAF Ak gich 712
AL Qe Reo| MAo|gte NHA(a prord) MR 7123 E¢H3 (dogmatic) 72
A EEAche Aotk BE olFA vy 54 FaAEE HAEAA H2Ae A
FaRKe) 712AA Aolgty AZrEn. a2 259 ol FaxEE A Al
7F3L Qit} 1B FEIA T o tE FEEY fEe 2 F9 R UL Folnh
EAY DAl WA AEA FHAMRE fdste HBy T2 g t23
(teaching about religion)” o]tz &tr} o|AL B3 ‘AE3F ZEF2|(enlightenment
fundamentalism)’ 23 Wbyt B2 F28 do JFG AFF, FdF & JAF9
H A 7we T2 AU doh ofH FFE divkse AXH dHEEY AAE
gropgro} Fwel EF onjg YA AF FILE UE FAEEH 52 quasi-
religious dogmas)el o3 WhAAZ Aol @t Ayt FrE dFe "EHF
(museumification)’ 3o} FF3 Faol7|ntt & FHEFH s AL e 4Ad
AA A2 JAAAA 4 EE& 2HARAGL doh F o9 3hte FH2HEHT
o] oftlg}, o] Fx I AMZEE FAF HolNe 29 A 29 HEE 2AFAATE
Zolr.

a#A AR SAE olEF A 29 gFeRRE Houy] AT A=A FAATI
Ho dith & oA ‘23 AAS 712 A (teaching religion)’ °] X 2 FAlL AA A
(symbolic) ¥rdolth thA]l wal A, €23 (Tilich) ¢ Aoty 222 el@=dMxd 3
SR Y #PA 98 A4S dFTeEN 59y HIH EE, E dHeE
v Fx3 A EAE NEH d2& doAl AAHE Ao uwA ye dAE
FEHUH Jdohe Aot

J{propagate) ‘T E EZX

2 rle

oAl fellA HE & vF Fude] FAg dFL FAHOE Jd GoeBE o HF
Faste] AMFo] ol" WFoz AMNE AU/ AAHRIZ A £3] v|m FALIA L
AA =2 98¢ A UL 9, vFe s 489 A 52 2 AAed 29
A#E A 5§E AW 5 A @ Aotk

a8l FARTE 19600 ol F Fadte] AL FET dEAMY AUE & H

32) ibid, pp. 108-111. o]l g AHd A9 &AL AAE AA7} NEe Ae AL o] A (reason) 9]
s A7t oha} 7 ¥ (experience) 2R E o|n], dx|qt o] FAES H|BH oo ol&) WA
HuA geud =5 U AR ANZE o] Hr) gRojgt dele ety ¢k
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2t 28 58 0T 2xde) Az ¥z Jex gece A8 Yo AN}
Site) A%ol g vle FT WIS AT o8 YoiMe] WR e FAlol
t AEE =S| gREolg Rolt. 047 H1e FaSAFT & dohE of
A% A FRHEse] AUAA ol BopM(timid) 2T FAAE AAGH 27
U g sRdcss 9%y rFe 2 TEAAd B4 Az 47l Wok
FEHe UFH B FTE LolN 23 AP BIAAW 4TS F4H BYL oA
Ao SBolgn @ 4 Ytk &, Fwste Atozuy UHs] AN A%H S0
FFA7ES 2AN YT, E ASFES2RY guEs) s 259 BAF

L

4 FATEE B B Fgsler AU AN FEFE /129 Be FATES
3 o), “AEH FE 02N Ae] EYD cloUELEE BT
7l A E ol 4 glo] Aol ARFoE Fobd ol AT AT A 2

A, egd dAdddde Fart 938 B AA EAAT 2 FAM IR FaA o
g3 & 4 Q' AT P Ay 284 Fobd & Hol U Aol

dAY, £5 4% 2IHEAEL OA Fud FYE Iy FEFela od A
AAFE BE dHEL vf ST @3;@1 Hl#ste] & AL vH¥e ANE 5
Atk & FEENTH MEFRT F9AX e dHETN] BRTLE IFHE Aot
a2 VAl wEEE o Ay S ddde FEA e A2 AR

Oig} A BEE F2Y0] FopF AL ¥R A7H (53], vi=3 fEsHd) A%
o AEoUUTE FE I FEol T Aotk & 2o}y Hisle old MFEAHY FAT

dAE AAe FEFuY FAdA ZE oFE FASAE MFAHL dEe AL
FTEUAES] 28 AP AFHA Aoz AAS T AL JHIATHT ERAH
oEdAY FIERd AARAY e FAAFE 2 IFFIEC BT AR
49 FEZ FAHE AU, o E A7 dFNE Isdte A £%88 F19
£ UF A3 &L FEATLE dRAE 2HE MALETE

goz FAFAEL old HolXN 2L o A% 2 7] FRAF AEvEH 5
skt dart Ana Bu¥ £ A&AH Bade Aivted
I Bop RAZT & Aol ohvEl, e 2BE A =HEoF dtte AL S TR

33) Eliade, M. “Crisis and Renewal in History of Religions,” In The Quest: History and Meaning in Religion,
Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1969, pp. 54-55.

34) Kitagawa, J. M., “A/&", In Wach, Joachim, The Comparative Study of Religions, New York: Columbia
University, 1958, 2424 o, fuz2 w78, A& WS8-AL 1988, p. 17.

35) ddotdl] T oy ERIASL ofF g LHARE HRIAGE T ATFAEN HZ T B
Ae & AE% v g Iz LT YA WA 9 Farey, E, “The Place of Theology
in the Study of Religion,” Religious Studies and Theology, 5/3, (1985): p. 22,
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E3) 1980d0) o] F¥E 1990due] o2 wF FasANM AZ(R. A Segal) T

da) AR YR A L w2 oY AL wdste HolH A4d & AF
& dzjoty el w9z ) (antireductionism) & Bl WEHA &9 A AL HFE T A
&7 FREe Z2aHASo| dAse AT FaAT Y ol I UL
olg st M&A EwEAL BdAY "art Jdon Fusy BMF 2
AU W S H(D, Wiebe)= &€H Hhge] I
Hol7lHrhe @7bA sHsd dyeln) whEA HSdA et $48 A& opUAT

vete gaelt®

B2 0|88 RS tid EREATH Avivs wiAEe gl 48 olelt=E
(T, Idinopulos) & A2 59 &4FA5c] dejolele] A2Ed 2A® Fa%H ¥
of il FES U AAT glo] HBRE s UrkT FA o|F HoEY HTF
ol YAEL Jodh & dold g A7t olel Ax HFFL FRAT Lot
ANE AF (97 22 5o g9dE) LTI Aoln, whA olA] Fdojghe
AA g Rzt o A#Hoz AlgsAT AEAAT|(L Stensk) & FFET 22
ol wgtelN Zwste AgARAE AdHor|ntt AdiHes Azl T8I

rﬁ

BU0 = H2e S402 AAY AHLE BATs Aoty #4sE A4
G4 % A5e A4 AN d2ege] AW o2e FHOE FEHI I
4

S0 E(W. Paden) & #3871 st Aotk olRE A& nzAsEe] $2
sg zudes £eaE Y/t 9gs0y S

36) Bischoff, Guntram G. “The Pedagogy of Religiology,” In Carr, A, and N. Piediscalzi, ed, The
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Religion and Reductionism: Essays on Eliade, Segal, and the Challenge of the Social Sciences for the Study of
Religion, New York: E. J. Bell, 1994 pp. 4-14. 8%, dxle dlotest AsasAge] gdF9
2 uugou AFAEe od Ay FIAT L ANANNZ Aok A deidg WxF
‘e 2IRATE AYN A ol FALE FL 2L & g A Add AR
742} &3 glth(Ekey, W, “Mircea Eliade and the Battle against Reductionism,” ibid,, pp. 82-94).

38) Wiebe, D, “Beyond the Septic and the Devotee: Reductionism in the Scientific Study of Religion,”
ibid., pp. 108-126.

39) Idinopulos, T, “Must Professors of Religion Be religious? On Eliade’s Method of Inquiry and
Segal's Defense of Reductionism”, ibid., pp. 65-81.

40) Stenski, 1, “Reduction without Tears,” ibid., pp. 95-107,

41) Paden, W, “Before ‘the Sacred Become Theological: Durkheim and Reductionism,” ibid., pp. 198-
210.
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48 FadAse AU A%l @ GEs 84 o A} doE Aol AW,
S AR ARE d77 BASSTE 23E ol 459 e B

olth. £LGL Folx ZAUN ML Teke Rolojof drhe Rolth el
=

238 FLA(53], 94)<d AL olded =50l He 28 FEH 47 8™
d oA AdA Age £ YRS Fud d7E 7 9

e
o I
o,
T

s974d], BAF A3 FAH @A dF 232 old7t wFFHI AR A
& o8 FaAEY dTEddA FAHEHL HEA (specidlity) % S2@YEE FHL
2 FEFo]L 727 o6t (structural generalization) ] 7] ojgdld nF FHQ s}
£ Aot zEx gy FuAEe] AL g AgHo BduFe HFo FxA
(creativity) 3} A8 %}, A28, AFE 5 20471 dEA AEH HRGEEC] FaHT
AlojE v B4 A(critical mind) & £F ZF A2 F&E ool doke wolth.

UM A2HUR U 71E uF FRIAE Folo] A7 e JAAS S B
Z1gd, e vla FAGAEL oA wAHeR oA Y e AgsoF FAR

= G oA FARE AXRA v FaEE Ao RY HYHIL E HEH
BRIFEZHE JEA =] gk 2y oAl 2o oluA HAMA FF w &
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o
v

FotA ¥ F28 I AN2HE 222 sl e dolnh
o]RE& Fao] shte] FL dEe o o]} FY e A& AFFE EFIRIAE 3

& 4 (interdisciplinary studies) 7} &3] 7%
oy oEg Aot Fa AA g AL = EFHojoF . AT of o
2 Fa AR Y el Fusojor I £33 F &

=T =
& A A EAR B0t g T 2AE vFe Fado] aF¢ HW
1 a

A RYAE BED, 2228 B o 3 ASH ot 22T o|Re B v
FAEe) £20) A2 B8 o FWe A4 552 zds 2 Rolu),
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