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o du] FwdstA HAZ#(Louis Dupré)s 204171 EwdFste] {33}
‘ZEP2 ANk ik d ol ol TEla IRHEE dgjotdd] os}
o FEHJG FEPTED ERFFI(IISne] FHIW)} QA vhgo
HEFY Fudgste] A AF 9 AYste 83k 2o F=23
A FWATE AR ¥ d Hole UdHsE FAom FuINEHS
ZASh= b ZA 719315a, W) AEETE FA0E AAY theks
FTUE A7 e BN dejolls dMshEoly JAREEH WS
EOZ n5g FAHoE Fuddshe dd B0 tig AEEH nigozst
A BANZL o]#3F FEH FHAE BFSL HT 2 A OiF =
ol 189 FEol *1 JYv EAEH A9} 4EHE oz g Hlgo]
AMAAA Fo@GE Al ot A7 JA S 7P

* Aethstal Fasta

D) Louis Dupré, Religious Mystery and Rational Reflection (Cambridge: W. B,
Eerdmans, 1998), 3.

2) Gavin Flood, Beyond Phenomenology: Rethinking the Study of Religion,
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H Azdol) FwdAt AE#MAI|(Ivan Strenski)% v 9 ol eE
FTUYIAZ IR ART A2, BeloIE BolUEHY W)
Ao BARS E FUH FnFAE Wsm ok a3ow s
olgit Ml Ul F-g3ku, Wk A wlo)$E A2 AsHY Bof ofF o}
U AAZHES 71ET WY A Wolslok s Ak =@
dejolelg ol the HBrbh ohd Fmel <REAp, AAe) Fa
AZp 2 Hrisor k= Q17193

B =R WA w2 ool Smaasl bg r12e A7E &
o3t 1 Mg AR B0 wA, ddese AlsiRsts we

i3 Fol, ul 2 golge EnPYstol et Fo HAATFEE vl 7

oz TR I EAL AEY Zlojcky HEHow 19 WHES B
e ABE ATWIFE AN, A, D4, Ast So) T
Robg Fwa st SUHThe Ao, w & dolge] Fwayst
2147] dd Farske] fAskEFe] SpAl b el shuef 7Rest =l

(London: Cassell, 1999), T ti= “BRE H&9 &84 FPAHL Etssitp e
dRE F3oh detA FudtlA (TR Z2 Fudh @E A A3 ==t
9] Al A AFEta, digke] WHE FIl HEFANE sk WFeR
Urtel dtka F813Th Robert Segal, Religion and Social Sciences: Essays
on the Confrontation (Atlanta: Scholars Press, 1989); Donald Wiebe, The
Politics of Religious Studies: The Continuing Conflict with Theology in the
Academy (London: Macmillan, 1999); Timothy Fitzgerald, The Ideology of
Religious Studies (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2000); Morny Joy,
“Beyond Essence and Intuition,” ed. by Tim Jensen and Mikael Rothstein,
Secular Theories on Religion (Copenhagen: Museum Tusculanum Press, 2000),
69-86. A, ¢full, JEAFE, Fo| 52 Fudte MNFH oot o=E Y
A widshe YA-e Fskal o

Ivan Strenski, Thinking about Religion, (Oxford: Blackwell, 2006), 187, 311.
2E#;A7|9] dejolelle] it WA A Fouwr Theories of Myth in
Twentieth-Century History (lowa City: University of Towa Press, 1987)%}
Religion in Relation, (London: Macmillan, 1993)& Zxg A &3, "dgold
o] FwAPH F=2A A HF,, eI UE=EY, ﬂi’fiﬁ@}il 2007
d 69 15%, 3-18; "FwdA dejotule] FEHA bl AZ A7, s
A=Y, = 2o s, 20079 79 5Y, 31-42. k= Aol
9] RI=ZFo] 19 FTwd HPHEe mX Aol thslr, FA= 19 E3H
g vERd Fagle ot

A7 AARE FEES T8 A g olalE AT WS AXS Aol
ng {0l EAgke e Allet HalE &s wiAlske A ot
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2 viges dogaste) 2o A2Ro g AeRIA®

adHs ol Fudgste] dAHT T8 8RAE F shhe vdds ZRe
‘Alme)d BAAYR 2L A ARHE B Itk ERAP o tiE o]
e et QzIskH ol HMH onox AR AT ot 238]F
Ao Fx7F U AAH AHE BHoE FYPY ATl M5
o} OF, e}l elEsle] digh ol3irt A4 e AldiA £971¢%
olF gyl g HHYsta 7] wiEolthe) olg Athd 832 B U
getse] TP NYusle) 237 FHAANE F FFS FUAS

vddse] dg Fwdt dve vdes A¥udzRy dige) Asus
& Rk 15uSHel MAHUEAN BAFoZ AZRHJLLD “A-iFelA}
73 “Al&FRE70] FE0] Hoj 1876 d LEISHE 93ldA FHA
A3, 2 F 14 HA 18779 10¥ 1€ 2&3F] HAZ HLE3UAck A
Ad Sl wel, gt AR oy Ash = PR St
(Godsdienstwetenschap) 2o} AEHoZ MAFHIJLL oA FAE= 7]
ExHAlel HEE «FPHoln HIA! HAE L Iy =Rt Wt ¢
g AEIA HIUA, “Z2AHo|1 AHAQ] AE S (MERE AE)
wW3lollA YT SEus7t TFEAA He co]F T2 (duplex ordo)7t PHAE]
Aok e BIFRAEL 43 5 FHUEA GARE wPHE EdE
ZuAnke) diFk 28-S e & oA 2 SR Y awk Al A
E3 @] 983 welstat AHalst] dad A5E wickd

5 FAL, “AFEIE TP 719 YUt 2riES =R 28 FHO
27 Faldisty AEs dia IE3], 20073 3€ 23Y. A=Y TN
A NGA T AFF2le) dAlel ojo] EANIFelsyt FPEHHA A Ful
gte] S0l 7&EEQth 1970 9thE M3t A omlo| Fudtabyt J2
A=) FFrAEista(1967 ) 2FEWRTe] opHHElE(1970' )l XS 4
AR, I 243 gAR ARIR A MuAl T2 wSA2 AYS B9k
A AEECIUTE

6) Lammert Leertouwer, “Primitive Religion in Dutch Religious Studies,” Numen,
vol. 38. (Dec. 1991), pp. 198-213.

N £33, "YU JY= FauKo] HT wslel 11 $Al-1988d WSS
FAHOR,, TFRAT, 477, 2007d HE, 241261, 25 JHA0l ) Fun
Sl vl g9 AlEE EAFGT

8) Arie L. Molendijk, The Emergence of the Science of Religion in the
Netherlands (Leiden: Brill, 2005), 49-82.
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Udde Adus]e] fYdsid Agus-e HAL HE Bl dgjr] Al
23t 1877\ olditighuel| /MEmE] Aol opd dmUEoat Hx
2 IFE YA F b2 g=e =hx "Hei(Max Miiller,
1823-1900)¢} A ‘Fnde] opxAPet EEle FEdEl$-~ "al(Comelius
Petrus Tiele, 1830-1902)°|th10) " o]Fo] S Z oAl F] A=Al
(William Brede Kristensen)©] 1901d 30| =} drddistn= 1878
ol & g} 0|8, FEHSIEUEnE 191430 EndusE L3y
o I8 pFasHe]l AlfE A 40ide] A 1918 0] FojAok nlZA
Bed Qe da JF J2YAdiEtart i @ gedeE Fualet Fuw
Ze2ak AAA o|F, FwPEsh uFE st T g &~
Hl2(Jonathan Z. Smith)= A7 & HAME HEx=E M&uUiske] <&
Ful Aot wud Ask A7t HaEHE 1A AAVE ARsE AT A
ANA, Y= wEH Aol 2 2o T2 Ukl

o] AEAMNYL 1796 AuEeld Y& FPPA Udd= ARy}t 23]
9] E3x Aol AAH A& st FTmell MYstn Avkes A A
Aol tisk A FaEiyt wiEHE Aolok W, newsYe AR
AeAEo] o] AskAlEe| didlste] «“sHEA 418t 7)2E vhAg A
HAeg Hy|E th1y) o]HF olFTFR e I AFuso] 2T 5 9l

©FmA BgFele) TalEre] ofE apgo sy EE

UG AL Wor|, YA 2] ASHAY BEABOT TR T
A Af ZE FuSmsEe A WAS 2T YT, TEFNYG TohE
Fo U A B QdojerE Fe FHOE YR el AEH
gtk oleld URBse] BFWEe) W skeul W @ oSt ARF
o st ARFNG S FAG) FusHE, FA MY B B wBsT

9 "l 1873 d7E ojdlol X gt 418m(Remonstrant Seminary)ollA]
ZRAE eletm Tk

10) o8] AR, golF, &4 o, 'Fus}t - 71 A7 HAL(1978) (A& TEobt
dlv], 1986), 57.

11) Jonathan Z. Smith, Imaging Religion: From Babylon to Jonestown (Chicago:
The University of Chicago Press, 1982), 102-103.

12) Jan G. Platvoet, “Close Harmonies: The Science of Religion in Dutch Duplex
Ordo Theology, 1860-1960,” Numen, vol. 45, no. 2. (1998), 115-162.



2 Aol ee] FTYAEe W AR} 149

FRENES B} A 3 A7 ZhaEA AEA TEATHE ST
HE g FHo$-9) ofAE AuEW, IE 18909 Wd@se o)A &

AR, 60419 Yol2 {EESIEANA At O toldithetaelAl
AFAHR AE w&7 A Tk ol ESS I 18a 599 F
A WEAoNA A AF3 191630 “Io]HE Fr|e g XEl]
Uehd Age) BAPo] tigt dTE olditiEgne e uAEkelE Wit
A% vdg=oidasle) AR 2@zt B85S 3, 1918¢ 12
ghael AAHE FwAL AEARL o|FJESte] wrR JEFHAUTE de /¥R
3lo] o FEF ¥5& FEIOH, B Fox o7t AUtk 23k Al
AdA F VLI Yol 2oianS84ae AW, 19509 A3
(IAHR) zUj3zoz HEHr|= Yok 19 AA ¥ IE v d Holl¢
7t Fu78Y AuE Adske AdE Vles Bk FudYY TRt &
FET EFAAE AN HollM 25 <73 Funddsarz st
ATt.13)

3. Hb o Hellsol] tigk tjelsl s vk @ FellS(van der Leeuws)

ZT7AFY 3ol ot ol HPEEC] ool duiEmete] N
gzle] gk Aol AFFAlel T AT whHol| wel uf$- Aoldt 3
717t AQkEo] gkt wE | oo Az 4de] H3e oM da Q)
<dl, oJA I dEd RFPES FAHCE FudASo] AxS ook o d
ol -5 (van der Leeuws)oll thata] AHBE 314}

1) FRBIHE $@ SR S

W F ol AR BA MRRTE Ade) RE Rolld AT W
& ZYska Tk TE Fashst Astel U GRA BAL Fo} Al
o= o] Befskged, LA AHmS AoIA W B Aol Felst
A dgekd “EFerg) “ToFelpe YE dsinns, A I

13) Jacques Waardenburg, Classical Approaches to the Study of Religion (The
Hague: Mouton, 1973), 398-431.
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o

) <Z w823 (Religious Ethical Society)oll FAFch I A9 AAl= &
5 ?:Ml ﬁl-t— o] ofe} QIZte] A G HES Bdte AzERITL
A} ¥ F gGolert 3R FFHRA o] aFdle & 2t Aok Fo
stk 19 Algke Z7]|9] «adA oA AT ol Sl
I o E WYt 1WAy W A B, I= TuAEY
o A{A ZHo| Ho} WAL 7ol NFHuS] oA ode] F-Zof 3

Aok &2 w3lE AR $d 9 @ ol 41X YEE A3}
7FEgaslol ZH3k= <13 (high church)2] HE-LS &3} o]
A Jae] M3z O “AHEFoRp e} TR BEA vidE
Atk webA gk d o= HI2ES] JXE sk e AAT
Fol TS A HEAlEl g FA0R Hkrhi4)

Tk A Ase] WAoot ALS|HEHY IFE FAlY &I}
WA QRS Fmolae] EH ZEAH Al APAEE TR s 1
Hu A HA 2w F ol FudEES ke camE g
ofUz|tk FHojx sgolo] «&ilEh & PPty TSt IR v d o
St GEAQP FHE TP o] opd AlshE A AATp ol
el A e tiFEH A} viE {ERBIENS(E E=dste] 2§

’“)94 211 oFels] Ti(Jacques Waardenburg)©]th19) 1¢]] w2, wk @ 7

= Al BAY 2EH WAIE AXEA FuEY] g fujilEEes
*3%‘6}%114.16)

A #A Aol ¥ d Holle= TYAY ZIEu=,(1919)3 &g4: 2
27} AEZA712;(1923)F W3 4F9 (FHH) &AEE IS
th. o7]A «J2AsP L 1941719 Y UdHE Ao gA, = A
¥l dAHoln] £l WHPCE APHT= AT TRtk AL Rt

)

NoZ ok e gl

14) Jacques Waardenburg, “Gerardus van der Leeuw as a Theologian and
Phenomenologist,” Reflections on the Study of Religions (The Hague: Mouton
Publishers, 1978), 241-243.

15) Jacques Waardenburg, “van der Leeuw as a Theologian & Phenomenologist,”
187-247. 9HRIH 1 1930300 LR E FRojA EAYsled, gadgjstaolA
A8, BYsh FTAE SR F 19619 olSPTOE MASIAS Wit 7
vl Hdoheta1962-1963), U= UCLA(1964-1968), HE#E FEH 3| Ed)st
(1968-1987), 29~ ZA-Ishi(1987-1995)04 ol&@ety Fwee w
st

16) Waardenburg, “van der Leeuw as a Theologian & Phenomenologist,” 194-219.
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Aoz olshxn, FAlo A Uzt A= JZE o) FwF)/
oA o] FojRk gA] 3, Uz AE olsfigkr] HsliA Ak
QbolA Al A oF dthe Yot I+ 7158 “AdS-4l(Incarnation)”
ARAE Aol iRl Ay AHE <ol A-uistanh s FoldstE oy
BHE AT fFoly IAZQI Zlo] HAb QoA AAEHE AFHo| uiE
“JY2%” ARdelgial BT EE J|HEL A il BEE «ads
=79 7184 olsfE o Frt. Wb FAARS] TP A el A7 HAL
£ A3k ¥t d o= 7EY FAAR] I8jAEE FAl FxY F
AAZ ol wetA 19 Al AlAHQ] AT JITAQJ A Apolol] «zx3}

¥ 717 (harmonious tension)S ZZIIATE 1olA] AL AR FHejst
ofiz}, ol tigh «“AAF A olth. mEtd YA AEFH AR O
Y2EES FAY E&3= ARATEE AL, AHE 18259 FY
ARy wRHAE, 19 FUER 299 AAIeL d4Y MAE A
A3t AAY olFd g dglas APos HHEIPThn

ofdi o)) W=, ¥t 9 oo} AE Aol AP g B3t Ao
BHAA FGAte] G oA A9 FHog Yogth@D AF-HA4).
RV 2 ASLAES AZRES FTLES FARBKE d4dugR 158t
(@ AZXEAASAE-FTLE). IO ole vk & o2 Alshl &
Al U= 3 nlwstke “5314 B4l (pastoral concern)©] BFFEHATEH
I FAJ/CLR) Ao F3F H7|E FASH, B 9 Hol$= «TuAY”
AX AEAe F25 DAY Aolth =94 ol tiF FEL o
ol Ade] FHo] opd A} FHoA & Aolx, AF 219 FFH WY
9} QIZHY] 53 7t T, «4lge] Hd (the paradox of faith)o] o]Fo]
Aty Bkt weba Hake] BE oM I “AYY BEE Sk
d8AEE A4 AAH A/A ARIE 2984 "Joa By

olyg ATty 7|z Yo ¥t & #Holl9= LTS GAR A7) wE
A AFE FAkE FEECkE UL, o] &ENEE TuddEtH T
Aok O ot AA a7 o3k oldE g A didlel, &8
AeHe T3t Q7ke) AYA & “rlerslE Aok webA 19 FuwEYT}

1) Waardenburg, “van der Leeuw as a Theologian & Phenomenologist,” 194-195.
18) Waardenburg, “van der Leeuw as a Theologian & Phenomenologist,” 196.
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[
e

2 £EAlEkl 7123 ZEaA]] IZFEe|th 1= Ud@ oA QITHE:
HHo g Me AT ZUFYgAE S Ae FhHoR e “AEF
AaEre Hxel EAE AV, T dAe AHIFseE a9y AT
o](ethical orthodox)E FA3L}E. 1+ &3te] SHoAE «ZuiFape] <
e, Tue UM “ATFY Y dBE TA AT IE “&3
FAP 9} “REgeloxp o] e AR E3k9} 4le] Fg9E Tl <l
AP, 1 Atele] BAIE TwEYE] WS Fol 2HsE A gd Ao
t}.19)

F A A7l g A o] Ak ARl FRAEE “8E]”(ethics)
2ol A “olslP’(verstehen)e] ZFC R WAANAHTE) FwAHL- UA 7t
g 2R, AYe AP «olslr ] APoR Zzt Wtk A WA A7)l
Al AlERRte Fazd el gARIS T wEAlehs Adsks 98s AW, T
HA A7) M e @A Algko] 1 A tiAlEldnh AlEkd Al o
AtFoln] 2AAQ1 BHo] HIFHX WA dYEH o2 A"t KHth
AR AFe AME e o 97y 23e FAY, mgd AT
I MY FFE ouE Febdhe bl STt meba @48 Algke 7]
Ew Age] 9ulE JIsn FFAY “ov]FE(meaning structure)l] Wk
getehe ol #AE 71eRith A HA AlZlde JEn FEAe Ad £
2H oS 7igsty PAR F WA AVlde Z1sn FEAL 35H 9
g dolx Ful dpte g ghFick 19 Sj4lshe oAl Faol Widh
Alsto g whdslctel) o] £ wk | #o oA Agke] A A 7HA F
AE oretA HAok (O M-S FHEeke JARIE, @ 354 9nE 73
ke 22121E, @ B9 9uE olsfishke dAsH 4lEh

Hh A ol o] «@AshE 4lgPe 1928 EuE TrAlEst 418}
A Aeista A8l HAck o7l FAL AA Aol EelE SEI=
AlErt BRItk & 7]5a AlgolA FAeh AAle] Fdo] “A8A” Ao
A ARET L FEET AR A@NFYrE ARE AUXA A3t
A& A3 sh= APE HIESEA, wgE olF wel 1 AE I

19) SEAlgtede gAe Yool Fagjaket £3},9 Ol 71 REEAgA F
7§35 Suo)

20) Waardenburg, “van der Leeuw as a Theologian & Phenomenologist,” 197.

21) Waardenburg, “van der Leeuw as a Theologian & Phenomenologist,” 198.
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sk didlel “ojmiE el Mg o] o Fe3ltta Hokrh2) 6k @ #ellert
2GS} AN FARE A AL ov] 19 7] &AlstllA Ay
= Motk {ElalgolA Al gt Askale] Ao Fad AAH, I
oA ofmjel] tig @AY YA AFel FRITR HJTE O o]
A7 SEAERIZRE olsle] SRR MSEHUYE A FHA
S B3t olElE FFEoEM, AME FRIshE AAATS AXNE A
et e wEAsy s PHES St Bgth

a8 19359 23E TAEHE A B F el “3aHo|n E3|F
J Y= E B9 veldth s «AdeIAgR)e] R “AldR Yy
S-S Bdh= olBElgl 71o|#(Abraham Kuyper, 1837-1920)°l thalste
H&7} Algke] 5PAE A7IEn =8tk ¥ F ol A8HEH T
Hehe Flo] HETE Foldshdt Al T3 ofu|g ddsty, Addt
3 Ak AME RIS, AEEE a4k O AAA AME &)
3t Ay $13le] coldi o] AelE vhAd T HyTh I FUEEH A
ZrolA «BE e Ale) olZn mE sk Ao zRE Akt o £33
Ak 9] falske AEgtoz WhHsiHA, Al 48F AEat of
Yzl AlAel digh A8 Agds BHE 719k v A golsolA A
o] AJ{Ade] TF EAE vIE NGRS FHAF0] AAs= FAAUTED)

S 17t A FEERo], ¥ @ #Hol$-9 gEAAE SEAh 1 s
O A A (A, @ B4 Ageldl), @ =234 AgAhoe=w +
BER=el, 3= © AdAHAHY), @ AR dFetes =38 JAEHs}
(olsh), @ Asts AshF=A ou)oz FLRIPY. Yoyt QI EAje &
A @ &Ad, @ 7Fsd AE @ 8" AE0E Uyo g7yt as 4
&g w3lo FERorz Hted 11 4Ee] AYE MY A=EA e 13
oA A @3, “dolfle wEre FA v AKAE Al Aol
Zil FAYAT 28tha A FUARRAE Ut ASAl AlEE F
st = A A Aolell «Z1Ag A3(a true theology)< HA3lE 3
k.

g g ol AAME ] digtd @ 2 ES} oY F2u1e FHE ¢

22) Waardenburg, “van der Leeuw as a Theologian & Phenomenologist,” 198-199.
23) Waardenburg, “van der Leeuw as a Theologian & Phenomenologist,” 202.
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s AT HEEd] tidsie AAdlste] eAdes FARAT, FE1e
A@FoA YL B33 AR Ie ADH 2AFY] ol vy
3L, QI AAIE Ale] MAZE Adg4le] ARddA Adsitty FAch 1
= AAIA AAZA S AL Akt desfor & dolA|Rk AAleA 4o
2 Uopks 42 sk Folepa itk TIolAl ke FEEH v
oA “FuA ?_]Z_]"’(homo religiosus)©] AT

g oo @A AE glols w2 FEs) A kel |l
Hhdol] 2248 Qlole @8 Aghe “Algjshd AWF9](psychological
aestheticism)ll P17 @ Zole} AAAH. I olsfdl =2slr] st T
ZAEEE o831, 19 A &Eilstel 1 7]i% ATt 1
A Aejshe QIZEe® &dE 4 e oAUt EE A 17|y
E/‘loﬂ BE RISk 101]711 ’\@Olﬁiﬁ‘r 4EAE A 3—}% AN 725 0]
gk 1k é gloll-$= Z1Ewe 1 AEE
== A7t ‘\%%h:} E}F«W TF/]‘—”- ZL/l &4 -_er} 715nA dgFe
AR o7 Wit= AME HUE v vk O 34 A
e, wey/zAASE «PEA wlef Ao K3tk

Al A AZllA wE o glelleo] AlEke gA] «Adelilsles AR,
"’5—}7‘“’]&1 HEHA Qziglo| B} & #WAlS 71eck v BEe] YA

S BAAoZ $gah ZIH AN Fwy(1941)04, TE AT A

9] B3O ERE s ARt AU JAE BT I A AAE
O AAR EAFRE o] ofdzl ARt AEA A gellARE EAjdTh
TR L] WAE AR 4Ye V22 FTEHAN AAGe] #
A @0z g 722 B7E0 Btk 19 e U™
ol thet “eed Zled ATl WEA P L33 “PEACE” 74
Al QI EFS siMshke tlol ZIEsidth 1olAl Ful fle A 4
2 A& g lon, g B BEe Ao dojn, E3l% o#d F
wd ZAE 7L Jokar Bith

ofdi 7o) ZAAH, ¥k d oo Ak Yatz: B ZIFS WA
HA3, 19 AEhe @8 Ao 2RE HEEARE 43 ReHAE
FATh oAl BT J1EnY] QRIFOE WIta, vAl T U8R #

24) Waardenburg, “van der Leeuw as a Theologian & Phenomenologist,” 206-209.
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Ao 715w A% d2=Eth oA e, AEFF Az Aes,
48t Fol oA 1o Ak ¥ sTEE AT Atk Yot
JF AR WolRlAl A UddE Ausle] oy FEe 53
528 8 =83 Psvlolrie ok Ie e 718 S HSAlY
7 Haged, Ie gAY e <o Resp =FE HRFn.
O AZAE ARt ohvet dus EdHo s <49 259 HMEE F
g Fo &Age oA Addgn FAAT Yot 7S FEAd 19
= AlF A7k mhdol dojdthe HelA A ddelgta F2At d=
oA BE Fu B AHF ARt

g E ol &ATE AR A RHEE ARt SHEH HE
< T8 FnAYste] MFE WL ©] MM 2o Zz|AdAdnt
AR wE A golg Afole] SHEF Zsfel WHEIA FEI AolE Ho|xn
At Fg2dAde IFRUARE FAHE FHske deltt AFAAL,
B Flolle= FA FAstd Feh, A, AREE AgEe & WA
FEoEM, 1198 vEAR] IY2gAA FRFE s8I FudEY
3ol g9S IFY Aegtes weve HEe W srhe Adzd
Ao} dhe AR Joitk W A gollg= NHnE R “HEJAEE
e 9 ARERE ATRE ARG BA ddd=ey UlF
3P (pillarization)2} EEl= ABA 272 AA o 1o Aot FwEAY
32 F 48HA Witk mebA v @ oo AL 3 vdYs SARE
7t o) 57 FuFe MHAE AT

@ olH&=27)3 tlg: TZXE 9} S

g g 9o TuPNE HEjilshe @A Heldt duimashs @
g, 19 ol A ulFE 57} ol &E71H AR Aol T4
o] Tt AT ¥ o Hojfol i HAE=ES Y3 goldivEhae)
3T AH|(Willem Hofstee):= ¥t @ #oll$-2] Fn@dAsto] Ad o273
gelot o= g A3t ot S v) vk A Folle-o] Nk mAL
AEE gAY AR 2, ZxaHE B Fol$Tl 7R XAV

25) Waardenburg, “van der Leeuw as a Theologian & Phenomenologist,” 213.
26) Waardenburg, “van der Leeuw as a Theologian & Phenomenologist,” 244.
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FA AXAEE J9)717F 19 R4 ek FEHAA SFIEATeE AR
o FE3IHTH2N

SaxxHo]| Ed, w5 9 o9 Fuddstde vdgi=e] A=z
BAAR o] MG At UFHRE FRAEIAE F3te HEZ AxAo}
HEHE A= 19459714 ARIAE B30k AA 229 APAE2
B A tkR Fuel 3l tigh A4 UddEs AARIEdA MR
olsiE Etuth wF & gollert AUF SEleEe (A5FAEEDD
slol Zoide] #Al AFHoE AdslEie d4RE I, 53] e
et AR Y-S FHt AR AETFYAEC] Axd= Aloll o
W AR FuAES 49 Y] HEHoZM HU FAFCH
= AANY HEE A = g Aol o]l 7]x3 BAH o]
E AAYY deloke gel, FR] dAE olEs B 2413 2Ry
7o) Y& Hsh 7l=snE do] el 2 #AE 7IeHch

i g ol UEdE g Bl 22k AAgHe] FAdE A%
Hz2 2§, 3}, #H3} Foko] A 17 AdPoh Ty B3 FX 9}
W gk 119 ARFFeP A A oE JAnet J1EY AYdEH] 4
&S P A EUE 252 A= 194610 AANNA sty ww)
B2 23l AR, 1%, BX), B4, 8AE 58 BEsk] 29 & UEd
o] «“7]F3 (pillarization)®)] 7123 BEFYE FEIEE ¥ @ Ho99
ARAPEL A4l Aol RHAFPA Aotk o3t FAH RelFoe
wol] PAE7] ARSI 204)7] FAAE AFEE T R4S o] FULh 5
do] 7g7) 7heH ol8d EeElFE Hujslels A A4l =¥o] 9]
AT, Afhte] FEiskA Tl Ay EEl5o] AElR Fopsith

sxHo W2d, v F #Hol s A AXAMET "EAPE] Uehd=
S EF2|(Nihilism)oll AA3sIAth 5UY 7T F)S erloke] &
A E AMTFEES AdiE AR IF3Ir] dEelth OE old o
2750 I =7HE “AAsp o N RS T 75e 1T
sl oky Btk rRHRE aE FldEA st yAe] A&l ds)

L M0 o Hr

ok

(4

27) Willem Hofstee, “Religion and Ideology: Dutch Science of Religions during
the Cold War,” ed. by Ivan Dolezalova, the Academic Study of Religion
during the Cold War (Oxford: Peter Lang, 2001), 239-252.
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T HEFH AAE Za e ol E BliEdnh B4 fel 552l
A7l A A FFA A9 2 Dol gk Myt AA=HU] o)
Folzta WUUTEY wEkA FFFoehe oul&Er]o takelr] st wt
g #olte AZEE T8 AAE o] Utk =28l 2t

W g oS F240] 4% JDEFe MdE AAAE e dUASE
ojgfeh= ol HESIHTh ofxm Ao HAEHTA FAEHo|n F3hu|PH
Jd WHES 83T, olRES} T8l FwE olFske dde #Hv] BE
o] AAA Ao MdE AHBah olefd 19 k¥ Ut ANEE S
Zoldithstwe] AlolZ2aAvFokke Sierksma)9t 2 gATistaie] wt il
(Th. P. van Baaren)|Al £53t v1B-g Wgirh o3t H|FHL HolAE F
Ao T ulm AFTFAS ot FRE EYUFY FF ok WY
Ah29) WEH=rt BA5F2](de-colonization)e] HA-ES AI3AA Ao
o FHol UEIT FudHAo| {lstRy, 5y FPFHo] Fasta
Frl APFP Hol FHsTh

HEHEoMe Tt AX7E 2143 JAE 2oistxol, ¥ d #Hol99
FTuEYE ARA old&2r]o] Uit tigolzke Aotk ATE A
gk ztolrt Gl A4t IS PHA vEdT=e EqkA §F &
g9 ASAZART ofet AAAIZIEA 19 otEEIE FTuEY
< 53l Uehide Aotk T2jv ZZAElE v @ oo FuEy
of ‘FEAOR {FHFTATY 7]2d ATAA fite] Hof Qtka Hr)
st itk §F & ol 25 ZY2RAS AQdstas Ao A &
AFEERE BHS WRTE aiEne] AYAR AAE wten A
BAAE R a8y 29 EE 9N AT olgke 2HES A ¢
T Stke =EE AT EHs e HHA7|L Qloh

el W A oo BYsto] A8k ZHI “H|HEA ZHE FAl
g3 stk A Eedtia AA3k30 o] mEW, bk d #Holes A

e

I

/\Lz:s]—

28) Hofstee, “Religion and Ideology,” 240.

29) Willem Hofstee, “Phenomenology of Religion versus Anthropology of Religion:
The “Groningen School” 1920-1990,” ed. by Sigurd Hjelde, Man, Meaning,
and Mystery: 100 Years of History of Religions in Norway. The Heritage of
W. Brede Kristensen (Leiden: Brill, 2000), 173-190.

30) Donald Wiebe, The Politics of Religious Studies (London: Macmillan, 1999),
173-190.
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TEske SHA AES ke Fwe HriE SEI] Yk, 71E5ust
HIAT FRAEE ARBSIATE o8 “ARATHAY/ A2 (the crusade)oll Fxl
e Ao EN, b d ot TS dF9 Fud g
(Quest) 2.2 AetAFTHE Aotk vopt I ¥k @ #Holl9rt Tud gst
FHES =3, A@Zoln ol Hste] ZiAE HFti Bk
dA ol2o] 7 & F v Fuel g A4 oo A, oguiE FTuEY
glo] 7Rt HE B gol-o] YAl Hule 3ot dukshd dAE
A e AR AR 2 ol AlSAHR] £ dAIE AR 3] W
wolth. A=, ¥k & o9 FYAR] §F Higl(van Baaren)E #3ke] A
A AE BT FHH olsiE WANY W A Holeo] TS
HlEsigth AEFo2 Aue «AFe BArohs FH% Hohy Fwes
AT BEEEE AT =T EA ARSlL, Ao REE e 5Y64S Tt
2282 AAGoEN qF d Holert A= A8 Fuwshs <A Popu F
ZsrdTh3n

> ol

0

G) 1A oz o 37 FHERES] HEA Y

oI IE vk 9 gleo] A o] 1 AlgtH= PEES FE3
Ak, AHrFelAlgte] obd «uMiE sk @38y v yMitke B ok
Udese] olxe)rtEn AEVF TPRERNEE WddTox Eusy 218}
< HEHo=E «719U% Z3’(close harmonies)d] TAE ol sty 335}
Q32 o3t oA 1x ¥ ° Ho ¢S FnIAEL «THF AP o
2 IAAR UiEH JAEZ Eth 0] wEY, FuHoz BaFole o
g won vdgse FYPdiske: 2 AstHoz AFFoxie} w%}i*d
o ANE AlgtAEe| Fwd wFAe U] st} Zlojwl digtuE He)
28l4(1901-1937)0  o]o] <HdlFw> Fopol H#H(1937-1948)9F 3|F
(1948-1972)8, ‘AFR’ Foboll H=(1939-1959)2} SFETH1960-1987)0] <
HE AT

gloldith gt e} gadgtidtwe] Fwst wile] g 3 H 1918
d azgAstae) HYF vk @ gol$s vidgds Aol we 1Y

31) Wiebe, “Phenomenology of Religion as Religio-Cultural Quest,” 186.
32) Plavoet, “Close Harmonies,” 130-133.
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WAE Bor FRAYHAEA ngdhe A ek 18 «1HH A
FuEAEY g F/NHeE AP, ol vdH: MEud &
2 A a2dAdistae FEHIENStue] watd
= Zojgta EHEREE A A3l wid] gojditistalo]
gro]ul(Remonstants)33) SHPEC] EIFHS Wy, rrdgrigiae]
FE 9} v to] EsMennonites)3®) AIE0] FIRTE o] HollA &
oldls} Qe tishle] T4 EFHoAM I12YAH FEHIE R} o
WA AFEYT I23AdgmE iy A «gg] A(FR
o] AFE ob-Ev TSl B A Hol9e AL He] FEsgL
1909 uEEo] =3 =T 99 dAYt vda=signs QA A
s, FEHSIENStRE nasishat A8S 71eQAT, 123t
Agxe BE @ Holl$rt 259 FHAo &dke “&AETIP Y 9o &=
1A AP Alole] BAE FA HASH, (Soldigtmel tAE Ty
o)) SHAQ AT Algtel vt BF ZRF9 wElE IE3}
B ks

SHERJEE 129 Atstw el kg2 JEF oif ¥t d #H = Fwst
3 1 Aghe £ }1’4% A% F 7HA olfE wisidria FA%ch
AR, AL Fude AFs Aggate] 43 Beg TN FEIA
ol WA, T Fwste] A9 A9} At 712d 2ZAPAA 7ol
Zl1zstn Yo HBsgtE B4, §F 4 o= R
P (psychic unity)e]l ATty FAFCE A AlaeE BE FwolA $UT
WA o2 J5sh] Wi, AR oyt 72 «/PEFuEY tiE d
T(history of religions)= A= ‘AEld FYAA A tigk 9+E S3kd “{
dozx Fwoll tigt A (history of religion)®t 28 4+ Yok LAt
TAH WHe A ABAES BrFeste uiddeA] gL B=g 15Ea

h)
m!o
T
oR il
T —IN
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=
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33) goldtigtae] NAFANTAFA obZr|U-2-241560-1609)= ZH HHES
WSt 1= 4le] A% ke AFoA7t SHE ¢ ddkn e
b, 28 AR 4599 FAEC] 1610d WEH= ojslo) kel
(Remonstrance) S A|&sHAAM WEE= eluy} fadisct

349) 16A417] VidH=9] 7HEY AR W= Al¥{(Monno Simons)olA feidk Al
Ao R Ak it Ex1AE M, fopAEEA, FuY Aie HEY 3
359 3 FAFH

35) Platvoet, “Close Harmonies,” 131.
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1 WA golp= Aedtst <37 (empathy) o] 71&& /‘]“%5‘}-‘ ZFwol| gt
‘Aejstap SH}—\_JI-’] F8AE ZAEs v d gl Fuddste 58l
Okt FnddE et 3%E Ty 84F olFslE 1 sidled, O
BE FuRYEL 1 B4 AEE 712E /AL vk Bk

HE 9 o= vt A A 8K natural theology)S A} 22 FudA
g3 BEE ¥, VIsnE Rt FTuwdEdes sy iz
?P’(non-confessional) WA 02 ATFE & AGFTL30 wWEty = E_’—?
S 715w Alske] 3 BE{(precinct) &2 EFAATE MNEEuES ATS
WSl E3ET Y Q1A ARFwEhe FTud Fike| AEsid st
ks A A= BT oA e, Fuddehe: puFo|n
ARAQ AsHERE ope} SHEZo|ln AFFed AShs FAlOl EFR
v ol oA “BE 418 IZF8tela, BE QIXIERe Aldholqith 9
et “Alat 2o oid RE A4 A Alojm FAl Ztel™ 1
g 25ro)7] w&olr}37) EJ2Y HEAZE(Timothy Fitzgerald)= ©]2i3}t #t
g goll-e-o WA Aozl JHE A8 Fuwdte AT AFPOFE H
A T38)

(A

£

@) FmARete] DBH 2 AYs

off] AmE gelNsy ol g 8 TWA Astesd w9
Hol o FTPYSe] 2T Y= WL FANIE KPS 99, 2o
A AQae uoh BPHeR 1 WS 7xg AEsE 430 9T
Tof w2, @ el g 10 Al Aidas = 2 2xjels)
AYHQ FwANse] 542 FAST AT oAl Bel, 1o Be =

N

36) Platvoet, “Close Harmonise,” 132.

37) Platvoet, “Close Harmonies,” 133.

38) Timothy Fitzgerald, The Ideology of Religious Studies (Oxford: Oxford
University Press, 2000), 36-37.

39) George Alfred James, Interpreting Religion: The Phenomenological Approaches
of Pierre Daniel Chantepie de la Saussaye, W. Brede Kristensen, and
Gerardus van der Leeuw (Washington, D. C.: The Catholic University of
America Press, 1995), 201-263; Gerardus van der Leeuw, Religion in Essence
and Manifestation, (1933) trans. by J. E. Turner (New York: Harper & Row,
1963), 671-701. °]%& <& Wk @ #ol|-$-2] Epilegomena F-E.
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RN u]%zdgzo HrAREo Holitt. EjadAle AE A FwA
gzte) ARE F §—T7\]’9+ ZTaAte) A Fet FESIAA, A% Ty
&k 1—13]?5]"—”51—1— J—‘Q?ﬂ‘:} JAY 29 AR v @ #H= G Ads
Bl A wie] A FelstaAs 193t #AE AR 3=
PEE Aggct 19 F3hy YA & ﬁ‘:}. A EHUe AR «F
Aoy AA FAt BAEE Aotk o| AUA H% “HFHom A
Hiu EE8E 4 fitk mebd A —rzﬂL‘ ZVLJ] FAZAE ERARe] A
o TERPIRE ARA R ARF F gl7] WEdd, AFAEY dAE AFF
ok AEL FE oA Eve @ AAR olFliEolxE Zolth A
19} gho] “AA3 7 A& FEARE olsfERe], AA] AEER “IHH
Hog» «olapd 4 Ut} ) olFUERIY ol it “ol ol FE
Yozl FARE Z2FL “olspd & ok IS “olaPEHE HE o)A
ATFE “olgfrsh= Aol BIfats, ¥ @ Holge IAY] I5g Holdo]
Baxog «ARQ @4 g A3k “FP & B3l osiE 4 o

FABAT 18 AP FAA Mol waf vk F oo Fwddst
o Al 7B F8 EAS golRU|E Ak

ANZ, v F Foll-¢-o FHFF2 HIGAARI(a-historical) 5 AY

I Y40 IE FUEEL olblske AAAYI A7 Fok § d FHells=
T 7449 o] ahdo] Ukl AR “FAAD A AlejAA #
& Al g ZoE 4AE| olsfE 4 vk Ty A A 2l
ollA AAFet  Hatol ‘:ﬂ"}}; Aol gt olsfo|th o] Fape| AL
“ompro gk “olsirE FTgth QUzkel AE <l =EuE A9 AA
3 ARYS 'Sl “H—ﬁ': o, AAl Aol gk A8 oq:rLﬂ opd 1 AA
o Whgshe UG disld A= Aotk ANEL UE ¥YEF
“TFZRY JAE °olFH oly tekdt “fF7 o= Yeidth U}E}’H IR
Ao AT FEE olgd FFEY “AuPE “olsralE Aot o] K&
AA I AASY FEARAE FARL USRS HAe] k. wk d et
olgld B4 REES AAHCE AT HollA HIgA 5AS =l
o O A A9 dERE “=ed Aol thgh 2 AR Agety A3k
Aot oA 2AF At JA FuFETFAAM HE FudATRe] Ao

40) James, Interpreting Religion, 203-216.
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ot v A A7ERAE @ @o] HidEo] ltkal Byttt
w3etal HEsh= AR A7 FHAol MYET] wjEelth 1
o] A Fuo FAl WEA ofx, Fue| AT Fue| FH7E
Aoz Thie de ATt a8z o 94 ol e Fuakeh Ex
Yol chist &2 7del whlistinh. 1 sde] JArEsky) zsley F
HPAE 9 AEF ol ot F3H Al AYe) HIE F K
HHAES AR 7P ad 349 TuE FASH 1 V)
F= gl Whists, A<t FAe Tkt TSl =2y =
ojgfil= © HFsIRth =3 ¥ @ #le= HAFR HEE 2 3
. GAs AR AEE R Adske Aol okt A ATl
oh A ARAA A AAE EefubA] AR EA zpdelA] QIZke
g <ol et 2 AN ARl oigh QIZEE AR mebs = ok O
Gt HAR ARdo] oflel 1 ARdel Fo® I omE gAslea
k.

SAE, ¥ 2 Folle FuAEETE I tF HE J8ja A
#4183 (a-theological) §4& Wi Uohsd §F @ o9} Adtolgh= 80
g ARE wols Fold T2 YojF AAA ARESHTE 1 Suddst

o sk} Felo] TEs: US4 AAY £E Itn 24
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o\ =X
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Ru)

B

=
L

e
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o
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ofs

38 o
)
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1
FE fon, 23|y “wFo Are wWE otk AN 8T AL AY
& SEdth

o Ao ¢ 4 vk WHE FEYAY AT BY
Eeue 2 A I A ohde Agke IMskn 3¢tshs Akl
Aste $AH AN AN AFEAT FTRYEL £ Aol @

2 AT AT HSOIME Aolg BT FRBYE olsHs] SAsiA
L ow g Aol S BARY P2} obd “ojel

&
il

e HlEEE A
Aol ZLE Al Basita FATE Ut oldsiEe tide «FAe}
Ae AAoln, AAS}H dvbd FAPoltk TIv gl FwAMel Fulol
Al erjsks vb 1 oS oldisk stk wetd S tE FaE
#el HlmE sl EAFI7IE S F54E 222 FUIEjoF Pt oY
& Mol BE ol dFe Aot A I A= olsE F gl
wiEolch. S st ghow US| I Al §olz a4 sHojof

41) James, Interpreting Religion, 217-239.



ah e el 9-e] FaAdetel g A%st 163

3t} weEhA ML Aol 4t Edolth djAe A FAIQ AFAE
At FgAA = ZolH, HAle QALY T AAY Aotk Ix oEA
(BEFA), BIANE F8302H 7t FuEYel g7 wo AEH F
g8 Haslsly Sk v £ e HEHon e%ls g,
19 AHgo] ARHTHRE AR 94A =i gk sfvstd 19 o2
= 4o g9 th2r] "otk oEA} olsle] Aol X FHA T
AAE uigiH od oB|= E/Fsd Aotk 23lH Y Fo Al
et B8-S Ak Aolth v @4 HY AA, B AHEde Eeve
A Aol TS T a2y B3 JAMRIE FL 8d H)el o
& 20| ohd 1 ou|E FAlo R @S] HIYARA FPES BAIH
Yol J= @4l st mEd #as AW JEny AF Ads

2 FuAT 7oA godan ¥t Jejv e AFE A o
HMe ANZAE AFSA Wtk AlEHE A2 L s TTEA
I 84S A b Z15ne #AFAA TE FuE FHlshe R0l
HolE= «mehdr Wle SPE ok = FFEF FFRE J|EudeR
A JolAE 715 AT “BRAAE oA AHEva ST

AR, dF 2 Folg-o Bt WIRMAT H(anti-reductive) 5HS Ze
th42) TIF dAEHAA Ao)sael olE2s s FnEs “A|xrAE
Al (self-surrendering love)2] B2 HIsIgth A4S olsldhe A olA
7150 FuAgRTt oilgt thE FwES ARE AT I1E 4
“gpog APshs PAIES] BE AEHs o] FuIEH dAF A
o7} Jttal BT IE oHd Aold rixsle FIES FNSIIA,
olgigt Aololx BHIIT I FWE Tle I JE FARE TRt
£EAHQ EYMo] qrka Bokth4d) TolA] “FE(religion)s A7} 9H50]
W EY Rolw, MAE FAAQ] “IPEFLE (religions)FHe] JTHL E
stoh webd b ARESHE <}AER(primitive religion)d] 7IEE FARol A
9] Fu, T 9x7 29, IdFTud THEHE TuE YUEA geth
Q37 FETHl, AHEeH, tolUHEHI Y ), Ede 55 Xk

42) James, Interpreting Religion, 240-263.
#) AZEFs v 9 goly, &85, A4 o, TudeT AL.(1948), (A
EEETAL 1995), 274-275.
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TdeR AMETE & MEoEA Y “UAFwUt e B e
E4 A 54 A, EF dd gAlg B9e] 9l @, 3] TEjues
=53 WA Aol Qi 4Aleluh 2€e] FE/t ofle} Yoz T <l
e o @%—”01 oxo Hieke FEE APgdrks Aotk Fig
_T’—T°T° AAE Ad Fusd disld, BrRIES] ZAA Yepdes ¥ &

o2 o} e d “?PEE_”(cardo)ﬂ T4 AE dAshs 49l “HlFulE
2(decumanus) & ZHE3HH ofgfj9} o] HET}

(1) “He] AR T F79 FHu), oA T
(@) “2EQ) Fw: FAE 218w Aot 5

(3) “EAo] 2w o]YE/0AE, o|FEZN, FRoJAEW T
(@) “H2e Fa: MY 5

(5) “EQH] Fw: FUlL, 75w, ol&d

(6) “H¥7 Feho] T a8j2o Fu

(7) “FHIH 289 Fa: dx9] T

(8) “F-<} 2l Far: B
9) “A¢} =T T fFinl
(10) “Sizy Ase] S ol&

(1) “Abre] Fr: 715w

d g el wleRrg @01 AoAl Bl @4om, “HFvhr
Z7E Qzke] ge} =edel] Hkgshs WAL R Bkt (DFH 7R =
53 Ak FEE o] “mE” FawEol REAQ 8424 Jof A 5 3l
1% (64 AD7H= 35 Sf3ol sVl AR 1 5540 F=8
2 A AASaE 7‘4%‘3}51 AT,

RE A gelg-o] o]t APEe] uistd Ut 2P|aE “REI” «Ajo]

N

x‘j”% Z:]—X].sl-x) _1_,7__3}_ “E]-——,—U}- @_/\6}”0]]11, “ﬂ%l,7’ “‘-‘zﬁzﬂl({]—’” “Eﬂ%z_-]]’” “_1?_
Z(_-]lz!_d—@_’” l:lz«h;].b-], ” “?_]_ ‘43—1]” :['L“‘?“o]ljj “O-]TI‘] 7]_ilc %ﬂg _{[\_ g]\-] L1}
I IRtk 2By anas wk d golleoh AEH o2AE AT

A BiARE Aol TR olsle] FHANM ARgEt glee I

2

44) Jonathan Z. Smith, Imaging Religion: From Babylon to Jonestown (London:
The University of Chicago Press, 1982), 7
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3t Utk 23] FUIY 22Tt AAG <] BEEE foiae] <&
Wt Z1Eae] calg giEiAgie AgFIAEAP B d gl
2 iAol gt IAE AHsle AoE Holol & Aojnpa) Fud Av|x
o FAY, ¥ & dollg= FRE oldishe HHAA Bl FuEHe
ZEA AREHAT, AR Age FAE Atk 9F 201, AR
2 FuFFE olBE Holx A B oEvt Jhssita ALY
o “fg] QA FRBFAAECIH. obFEl AL ] s HAAE dEAH
5 O ARFE EdFor A A r=doal AL, 3l
g AAH Aze] Ax FUiIE] a3 AEH A dua H3pr) o
“-,‘:'_—O]E]-AG)

9 golte “e T ojEal ol27] flgtd AAHUA AARA GAE
AN © F39 EFE A3l Bl olg€ Eolu(ywsk)), @ E7e
< A9 FuAY AdoE AT T, O JATAE ASHo= FAEHE
A, @ A2 A AL EFs, © ASFAR] 749 dAE AAHL
o3 ST ol2f’k <olsl el IollE ThfRt T ovigt s
o] Jed, e Al 7R 2 © &9, @ X =2d, O (3d)
32 FEsta, oleh FYsl el Al 7HA #E2 © A9, © ol @
o2 FESIEN 9% AL Wb d Holl%-e Fwgsto] «HdurHnt
“oleroll I 2HE Fi te AMolth I FudYE AWsEle
TRl SRIEA) o]85S WS ORt TIE “ojgol o]l2r] s

P

P

4y

rQ of

(r oy AN

45y F3, rEUE 2o FwdFE A, THEe @4 A, 343, 2007,
5-29. 22w A BT S AEAA Fudel Uehie 75asAEe)
HAL w|WII}). Jonathan Z. Smith, Relating Religion (London: The
University of Chicago Press, 2004), 35-36; Drudgery Divine (Chicago: The
University of Chicago Press, 1990). 2=¥]=E 27| 7|S2Ed IUFLES N
TRFAN UERIE 150 BPAEel “End APHsel telel AN o
7} sl

46) Wb & o, FEw@GSE Y&y, 86-87. W @ Hollg= AP FENA #
o] A AR «o 7] ol o Aol SEE FEE A ot
2R s A AFplAEelth ofF] A77E gle wi(19179) o] BARE
o= 7hPolE & ARSI IRl T7i0] oW wie Z Bt oW wie
THEARG 234 e B0l AXE 1 F ok 5 WZAA ol WA
s gElRe Andde F30] AR fEle a4 ke Ao] Efo] Ho
SEol I el HAEA vk st Wol HaFH i) d3elA
SEe A AEsAES W UL UAJR Aol

47) van der Leeuw, Religion in Essence and Manifestation, vi. ¥t @ #ol9&
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o, T WRH FIL VL olHRA Yelsiepanag Z2olg)e AF

3) Lol ofo] HA 49 Fa4 hiRe) FHH Zwg
Seldvhe Aol 2 7HIE AAYTS T3 Fao) ASTEAL SBL o
sshe TRME ASSAEA, B HE, Qo7 wlE)9 o2 A8

tH

—_—

St HEA T o i FuIYAES Yl A
1ot Sk @deRalEo] SaFE Ak A2 189 g
4 A3 Yx wiolzh= Zlolth AXsIAE] AMEe] A
< FTuIFE oldfske FAM ARSI, 1% FuAES THIA
FeolAl 159 42 " oyt it 2vk Iy W 9
o7t 8 ARre] FuAFLE oldlelr] st Al BE el U
T Sl Zo] due #le AR Zos Holopr|, A2 e A=
AL otk webd FuAFo] &L e K
She Sk ARle] gile AT = 3 .

g A o= T $hEVFSAEE Hol U TABYEH olBEES
olafe] Aol ARSI AEFHiNAE AWERC), FagFExE
Yzt 28 A7 HE SuddE oldishe g THHEUT Al oY
ole] 7Y, Hsixiet AugAte] AREA N i 4, ABIE AR
o] Adio]gEo] EBFHoE ARE 2L HiE FuER de FAZ ol
o =Esk7] AgolAT 19 TEAR M2 A L ARt AYPeR
ofsfd k= AUt

m2ba HE d o= Z|FnRle] obd tE iE FulEE UEe F
WS 75T 7 v FRAAG ExIS EnF FPE Tk A=
& FuYE 1A Aojgks Aotk vRPVIAIR, HIFa]l, E7HEA,
3ojFofal, MEFdAEs UEHR SFudSsE 3T F & Aotk &
T BE wet AR FuAdste] Jhssitid, Tt /vt siA ¢

e WRIEES HRF o FelEEE KAl AHjFl o)

E”(imperiously dominating theory)2E TSI AHR3IATE o] WetolA

aE F@e) 7198 e el Bt FIAE SesT wesklc
48) van der Leeuw, Religion in Essence and Manifestation, 48-49, 136, 230, 468.
49) van der Leeuw, Religion in Essence and Manifestation,, 269-272.
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50) Steven J. Sutcliffe, ed. Religion: Empirical Studies (Aldershot: Ashgate, 2004).
TP 7123 & FR2APPES FudT A FrpPHo R Fud
J8te] f-8Adol AAFEI Utk Douglas Allen, “Phenomenology of Religion,”
ed. by John R. Hinnells, The Routledge Companion to the Study of Religion
(London: Routledge, 2005), 182-207. &¢&L D el @ 44, @ A3shy
eyt A2 FmANS] Wl 2 76 Yok AHw,
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£, A 4250 TRAYN FRE: FAYYIA S, "))
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A€ Fol FAAY Fu l FAY ARdel FE3kaL glth
2 &2, rolmel} Sw A7) Copd: ofus msdoel Sulelsl ATE FHO
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s A2E, ALUEL FLEARTL 2006, 73-95. WAL A7 FHe| Wt
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4 g9 FaAE A2k
53) Gerardus van der Leeuw, Sacred and Profane Beauty: The Holy in Art (1932)
trans. by David Green, (London: Weindenfeld and Nicolson, 1963); AlZt=2F2
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(76), AAE(87), H8T7), FAHE(91), FHF(93), wFoloi(102, 186), YAl
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54 o) F &3 <] HolAE A3 o TFRHY YE,9l FolA Wzolth

55) Fust ole ok /fEAZA Diane Apostolos-Cappadona, ed. Art, Creativity,
and the Sacred, (New York: Crossroad, 1989); Doug Adams and Diane
Apostolos-Cappadona, ed. Art as Religious Studies, (New Yo7} Crossroad,
1993)F A=z A
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56) Waardenburg, “van der Leeuw as a Theologian & Phenomenologist,” 247.



gh o el 9-o] Fx A AT AH} 171

<Abstract>

Re-evaluation on Van der Leeuw's Phenomenology of Religion:

Typological Studies and New Insights

Ahn, Shin

Gerardus van der Leeuw (1890-1950) was a pioneering phenomenologist
of religion, who introduced psychology and ‘'primitive religion' into the
study of religion. For him, phenomenon is the object related to the subject,
and the subject related to the object.

This essay explores four types of previous evaluations on van der
Leeuw's phenomenology of religion and proposes new insights, which
should be developed in the discourse of van der Leeuw's scholarship.

First, Jacques Waardenburg argues that van der Leeuw did an ethical
theology through his phenomenology of religion. This ethical theology(or
phenomenology/psychology) was an attempt to mitigate the tension between
empirical science(or historical theology) and dogmatic science(or systematic
theology).

Second, Willem Hofstee and Donald Wiebe claim that by having used
his phenomenology as an ideological tool van der Leeuw resisted the
nihilistic mood in Europe and attempted to revive ideological foundation
based on religious renewal.

Third, Jan Plavoet and Tim Fitzgerald assert that under the close
harmonies of theology and scientific study of religion van der Leeuw
returned to confessional theology and destroyed the uniqueness of religious
studies.

Fourth, George James insists that van der Leeuw's phenomenology has
the common characteristics of Dutch school of phenomenology of religion:
@ a-historical, 2 a-theological, ® anti-reductive.

In conclusion, van der Leeuw's phenomenology of religion still works in
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the 21st century religious studies, but it should be reoriented in terms of
balanced sympathy, complexity, context, and interdisciplinary approach to

religious phenomena.

Key words: Gerardus van der Leeuw(1890-1950), phenomenology of
religion, typology, relation of religious studies and

theology, context/situation





