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L ASA metel A 2 Eme) ou)

AJFHQ T e dolA Favt FEAH FAE 23 HAE o &
3] O AE-I7HAQL o7t s gtk o]y WA o FuwAREEe] of
FAHQ Q& F 3hQl FHEA(E. Durkheim)S 10| Fuo FAA tiEA2 A
&9l "EuAgo] 7|2 YE)(The Elementary Forms of Religious Life)oA AH3]
A wee] Fw AP =243 sl Jokh F ¥ 123 9 Yoprt o]
e 2 HEH 22 o) EAT ABIH 84F(social elements)ol &3l F
oA ta Wl AlgEe 289 EY3 FYX(moral unity)S 2J2EH
o H27e 53] old u AFE0] 29X e A7t BEke 5% 553
4L A (collective effervescence)©l2ta ER3h=tl, o]d FJAdAA o
o EYE ARELS Yo ERE HASA oldstA "o da ok 181

* o] 2& 20079 9¥ IFEISFATUC] Frdle] 3R AE3] i3l
7189 A7HA F shdeln, “AAFTuBIAED Yol 233 ol8H A Bt
g A7} 913 o} 2 Aol

o qetisa Fasht ws

1) Durkheim, E., The Elementary Forms of the Religious Life, (1915), Swain, J.W.,
trans, N.Y.: The Free Press, 1965, pp. 432-433.

2) & A, pp. 245-255. cf. ) SFFAAM 8] A FHES WA 717 AY
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olgA AL T FAEHE =Y FYHLS IHH FHFE(collective
representations) & 7§51, o]52 ohA] HHE FA(collective conscience)S &
A e OA0] viE FuE dAva FE7e /Y. 18EE 3FA
ol A FaAO(religious ritual)ol] Feddhe- AlS]ApA|e] 2¥3 e A¥sh= A
olg} Itk F FHEA oAAM Bl Fae] onX= ARIEE Ylolg]ng
= 238 53E ABE £ A8 s DeAE ARSlel FEAKprojection)
2l Ao]ct.

a8la 7t - E AFHY FF L2Ed Aol o}EENArunta)FE2)
E”ZWAME TH3E0] Fue AB|ARA|(society itself) S WHEIIEE ALS|F
845 F sl EHF Aol opEt viE I AREAAIY Alojgly @
Tk (Religion is society itself.) ¥ o2 AREH Q9AFo] Ad Eed ouE
< TFE YUAA S AR (R DElA, T)E e Aol US Bol
o2 ol HolA B}E W AFAA(F, T A ¢l de OE 8AE
% &3 A5, the profane things)® F9EE7] wiFol AJ2HUl(sacred, sacré)al
271 w3 gtk
metx 2zl QojA Fue vY o] A2 JidS uigoE Ao
Hi 9tk & “Fue d2gf A (F $EoA PEHL FAHE A)d dF
H X beliefs) 7 & H(practices) 2] EGE A A(a_unified system) - 5 3|2}
1 BEle 2 =Y 35 £ BREE AYH A" 9 a¢ A Al
Erolgka WAL e ZAoltks) TE]a tA] Sopt AZEIRA ol23t FTae)
A2 EE HiE Tt AR ¢He] 4R 847t ozt AR AAIYOEHA A7
L Jkxjelt) upto] TeElAMA AT RE AB|ISo] BE 159 4+ o] Al
(F AzgA) & F Ue TAEY A oJsiA B4 ARS|9]e] o] Eo)
FAEE Aotk HEAL olHd ABY “AAd tid FAH IH(an

a0

" 7k o=zt €8 92 o 27t WA He vkl BAE 7
7 7 J&A BECL

3) Hl27lo] ARRJF Zekro| ‘conscience collective’®] conscience:™ <Fole] “%F
AP’ (conscience) = “2]2)"(consciousness) F 7HAZ AZE & oy HE=4 A
Ao =93 AL qBjEl «FAeE Jrie Aol ¢ E¥da Erh
(Berger, The Precarious Vision, N.Y.: Doubleday, 1961, p. 234).

4) o37]1A A2fohsacred)= Lol 2Elo] oAU ‘sacer 7} B HolA Qli(set off)
= 9uE Y1 J5E fEle N + dok

5) Durkheim, E., op. cit., p. 62.
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overarching view of reality) e & Fuwetx 3tk F <o) okd, AEFH 7
e 2 ofulnss)d Ho|tkre) mEtx AT AREZE SARPITHE FEAY
Elanomie)’ 7} B&EAY = flh & A9 AL EAe 19 AA i@
FAH BH & FTuE IFHLE A] Yol

olgA ‘A AAZF 2 Fw ke ALt A FwdlA HE 444 ols)
ot A, TaAelA FEAREY S8 B §713 Aotk A4
AlZlEd gt o5d St HE F e FEL 19 AERE YAUA &
A dFoE AE & U AEL otk I5L HE AR1Y 4ot
Z FAxT Y FEANe] ] F2E0] 28 FlA ARbd  I=F F
Zo| gEQY AT AREEol 2229 AHE B &5 28 Ael HA
Ack

v Il A2 FAAIUE A8 ARle] Fae] olgo= A HYst
HAtks Zoltk. webA F2L AP BE SR FolA frefsteg A2
A3 B FAAE] AREES Hethe o] ©A §A1F ool tid vkgol of
Yt vl2 83 529 S Ha ool AARAT o A - AR
HEEL 27 FAABIE U AUE ¥ 23 2599 ZAAEH Yu]dA

< PIIIAE ERTa FwdtAk delotH|(M. Eliade)= 83T S49]

32 O 23 wigke] ARdo] oflz} Qb FA Aotel Fezh AT
£ oloploltk. mEA AAl EXelME FHE FAe FoA, BEL ddl &
e AAE Qzke] &S g2 ¥E ThEo] ¥, 29 1E |93ty 19
AL Eo] Hon 19 Fofl FAAYN FAE D AYSe] BaEe Jr}7)

olgg 1t ARBlAA Aoje Bt Fodske Zole. AL I E AL
o A3 AAl gk JEAQ A7) wWEolth wWebA Fus AR Ko £
£5o] AAA FFHS PPl WA 22 F e I8 ZAo] opd AHF
A Azt F Fue FEA FAS] FLolAa, A71A Pz} FAHEY
THEE %Itk BF7F Zo] Rl o] itk tE A e £9E +
gl YA & 1 AAR] g2l

g 2o FwARIEe] = sl AFQl 2 HH(M. Weber)E AR3] £

f‘l

O

6) Ibid., p. 263.
7) Eliade, M., “Structures and Changes in the History of Religion,” In Kraeling , C.,

ed., City Invincible, Chicago: The University of Chicago Press, 1960, pp.
358-359.
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Ao Fuel S r|AA(meaning system)o] WA dwsta Qo F
Bol oJstd Ut ARBlehs AL 71EHOE /RIS ofnrt ERIES ) U
YA E A & A3 (soziales Handeln, social action)7} B FAEH= A
= 53 - o] uAAlY] o AB|HoE AME AAE ZEHow
= ESH3 890l o A EHEE X&HoF Iz Arlojs)e}t FA|o

S Wy AR ozE B84 (precarious)SNE kol ik waEbA AL
A BAC R 2 A AME AAE WEX e A F9
of o3 AA7F Bt ARY Y olde}t Y WS 9u))o] qBAA AL
dolgta k= Ad F (2 Aol tiFH B34 (legitimacy)©] {7k J)
a3 JIRIEY FHA HEEL olyd AZHS I U AYAol Joh=
Aotk HHE olFd AHZAHol AAXAl He FAAHES oj8ul AY3
(legitimation)2k3. FAT}Y)

T iR ARSlOl Qlojxe] ARSI AAl] tigh A& APl B
T3, FF od ouiE A¥shs ZFEL 719 YulAA QoA QA A
g 971 gtk Al s930E gxes 1F, o I8 5L 59 AH &
B AT T glo] /MUEC ol AolRa = A ojHof = Aotk wet
A olgd @S iRt BYShE 553 J4o0= wWE oA vy,
olE2 AR Fwd Wolzta & & ok wWHE o7 FTuH AP}
(religious legitimation)E HFH A& 7dela oo} WL HIER
(theodicy)oleh= &ol2 E&3lar QUch10)

OIFES HFHet)Ee A AXHEHS ARl 22 Qo= oy
A9 TR Go] FHojoF 7P e Aloleta MojHzle| slsdr Yol
ggls A7) fEiA FEAE A9 B9 522 O B 2o Hojxd wt
2teo] gk AFEr|g Ago] flole A3 7Z8d + fle AUtk WA 38
U] AR &of] Atk AL FAl O ARBIE Ha Qe A A ol AL

=

8) wlHe] “AksaSP ] Adel didted, Giddens, A., Capitalism and Modern Social
Theory, London: Cambridge University Press, 1971, pp. 145-154 F=

9) wiwe] «“AHFA3 o] 7ol F3tA, Ibid., pp. 154-163, Parsons, T., The Structure of
Social Action, 11l: The Free Press, 1949, pp. 658-672 Z=

10) wehr AFA A8te] “e] 1EF (the justice of God)EH= 9Jv]e] AAHEHT wiy
© O FHE Mde2A AABRL e Aotk MM “AFE Y 7do thafiA
+© Weber, M., The Sociology of Religion, Fischoff, E., trans., Boston: Beacon
Press, 1963, ch. 9 &=
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% 1, 1 FF 4 AAHE AU ERshs AL o]8ut MRS
O 2 ABH FAY o] Hojok FW Zleloh

OA] a4, HFARIOA Fae] I8 ms TZFooy & Zo|th F
e 2 AR xo)7|e a1, AAZEY HolZ|k L, Ao tiEY &3}
deo)7|= gon, WSTH o Ax T AL 4 A= A9 BE F97 ¢3
UM Aoltk A e AEle FuE =7 AN Fweke BE
o2 Bt FYA 2 AYE o)A wgkd Aotk S-2juEke] -9
T Algtet a2 Aldiells Bt 319 AYHE 2R AR T F7lA A
AL woks Wl ohlel 4] FRARANAE Uehdso] Bux =7te] Al
A AFEA ARG A g I9 2RO & T 7E7IE0INd Aotk =
ZAANdE vt FuEA AH Eu dAY v S¢S e R
sk ejgtoly AM A S ZIEAY s Bt fad E <l JUh 7
A3 FYARF= ol FuE AHPHoE Tty AYHERAE HAS| fu
AR}t SRR Alelot.

Ty 2o o]FE ol AFAEY Fu AAlY S4% WPt St
1 sk @A Fole AR BEEHA IuEA ddAEQ 541 ANE 7Y
o Fw o] NAA FX(plausibility structures) o] A1 Thdt EuES F
E Aldi7t G3iths ARdo] Z7Qlt). o]Enl Tkl (religious pluralism)7}
AR ARG otk f o) A ARBlAAAME Favt SR AU E==
o2 Fasel U= 7hetl 3 Fuvt FEE sk Atz oideke Zolth A7
o A ol AR AAES 724 7HEY AAlYo ok = ZAAY A
2 o shths FAERE AZg. 13y ddRlEe a¥R gL Aotk
5 & A WellA ‘o] FuFdse] Ivbel oty &RiEHy, ME AFEe
73 (free competition)ol] FASHA Hi= A Eo] 2EQeE olF &3 Ao
thih 28Y7t FuokdFoeis A2 94 ME o]-A(heterogenous) FLF
TEo] AR el T3 e AS WAZ Ak

TIE 9 o]23t Fuokdst dojd AW Ul o]F ARIsP} o]Feiz]
A U wEe A 35 2siGh dd] AFAEeAE FaE AL

rlr
tlo
bt

o

1) FuchdFe]o] Aolo #3led, Berger, P. L., The Sacred Canopy: Elements of a
Sociological Theory of Religion, Garden City, New York: Doubleday, 1967, p.
135 =
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A ] #gol7|1Bet she] “wye Brolgta “AkE] WA (located)” B2 4
ds A& ik 28Uzt A2zdo] FRA AR RFA(society itself) 7} FaLolck

g 22 oAl 8 AdEE 71 fle Aotk AFHoE Fugty JAAE AL
olAl o3 Al E3ld FEE F SR =AW F A, BA, €3 F o

ASHY ABle] @ $EA 9424 053 S8 TRYA gonz 4
%7} gl Aol

B, oleid Fwt Hrl A SolA T ABAAISe) Tejekkol A=A
o JUES h AP AR FGEEF M) Al

o

A AAY 7P FAUA 9

A EG FEsEE Al ok &3] FF 99l JoME FnA SHa
religious monopoly)©] #AA] ZatAl WAool = XA A& FHsA @
o & TutdF7E BdE FUEdAE BE FuEEC| 222E A=
5 Anl#-2(separation of religion and state)E F7oH= AF°] Utk I1H=Z
olfg] 8o FwAoZ A A|siA(self-interpretation)S I} = 1
Aol FHoEE LRIHA Feth dd, FY4E e JIsuEy = Ao
AdiFolek= AL A7) A=S78w & F e olobloltt Ax FudEe
AlglstA o g WA Q2 AP thA|E(voluntary associations)©] ®Th o=
TE HAY YulodlA o= FuF el &IEF AAE FAHA Ferh A
o2 FaEe] FEo] I3 SdH U olerated) E = FTE FUE AFF
Al AP 4= A Fkfreely exercised).

H old xHeAY FaoFelE AL B9 oAM= FeFe
(skepticism) & 7HH2th 0% AGE2 AT AFoA Bl Ao Y= ¢k
AEAAT. E IFA Bo] gle RollAME v Az ARSAE wAd
F2A YA 252 FA ZoE AAHUA Aotk A, 2AAIe] E)
ot fu AEE WA Ak AL S G Aotk AANEE B
H A IeHEelnt 2L AA BE EY vkoln EEE &
e Aoy A2 Aot

a3y tlsE dofd XellAe th2nh A5F AYge] Ued WAl 27)E
AY FAHAE &2 5 Utk AT T AYES Holx I80] A
o2 L= Ao ojA WHSkEA wiHEe|t: & she] Fale O FTuAE
oA © ol Aid AdAAZ} otk A “9Z(opinion)”oll E3stA Hoh
ZEZQl B8t (uncertainty)©] A7) vlHo|t} o]AL E& 7} Jijle] 19 F
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WE A3 Tl He A Tk AL ofUth ARES 3FU Iu
(public religion)7} TS E&AAA A4S, 215 A4l AR Fa(private
religion)g 23]8 O F3pA He Aotk I#EER Fuwe QIS
(individualization) 2 57 A=A .

ARl FHolMzALE, et Fwd Addo] Uehdth FAROE FuE]
cAddle] ZAPZ HA HAS W, WIS dFY “FwA  AZ(religious
preference)” S 7HAAl k. 712 shte] MEEFe] =& QT 3 He
Aoltk & wAA ALA] o= Fwdlle At He AL 4FY WiHA
2]8Krationalization) 2] ZA-& 7K&58IA7|E Aolth. a1 oljdt sk A=
Al&stke] ZEAQ] dxdo] Hrh

oA, 94 ddje thlE AR Far|E JhedleAY APEAEQ Yt
B3R B AYRTE a4 oz F vl S WUy LA A
el AHZES Y3 FwU|WE(religious institutions)e]  “AA3}
(maketization)’2}2 & 4 Utk o] A8 &ollA FRHFES vRA| Al &
g8 ve} e EAEF 2k g7y oAl TS Z8EHA ¥v 14
S UEUE “Tupsojxopst ok I8jU7t FuAFTES 48 A A
AR AEEQ Aloltt |3 WA Far|HES oAl B HJEE A
Ztgnh, 393 T P9= ANHOE FaEe Ao ozl HAS ARA
Ae] =glo mEtA Auj=oix|A Hrk

2. ARAI NN FAAH FRALY A AE

M ABARRM =3F ANE FHE Tt 2 olF ost HEA A
A He Rt Hske FEEe ARG FREOE U o AFelA
8% AL Fart g oy AFYHA opsin, o Furt Aol AR Lol
T 7AAA Ao FEHoF doe Ao] dAeE FAHL o= Holth ¢
A o]’ Husld o] oRA A=HoE A dAsH =7t Avriat

A doAElolA Fue HEHos £3) IRl 7|Edos A4dd. wet
A iE-2e] ddi=7ke dels Fwoll tid 7ol L, oAl FuE WA
o8 HFshs Edizt do a9 e5d tifEe] dd=vbt @Y Fud
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o2 Agsia e ‘FuY AU ‘FuFA(Ee Fude) e dFASS ¢4
HepRo] AMIA FuohdFort THA AREUA SR @ Asolth 18
o= g7l @Y FuRe BRU1H 2do] Hol 2 AL 9A| dHEH F
kAo tidk ALEA SR FAEY & v=e] AR oA ok 1
A FuBA WA A vE el BRIV HY £ 2 98 Jga A
Ao} g Y T AR T 7AYT & = Aotk

a9 vl= P TR %A FHol TR AA v dYe T
AL BH(E3] 4 Y AIZ the First Amendment2tal Schol vjeh}ar
Utk & “gHo)g= Fwshi Fwo APAE FAH= YHE T T+ §
Z-----"(Congress shall make no law respecting an establishment of religion, or
prohibiting the free exercise thereof----)2 EHo o} A= AYFS] FuA
& v 3Kno establishment)$} Fwe] A3 AKfree exercise)ol]l FHo| w30
A Qe otk I8EE o5d UiFE w7k YEL o] Himusiet T
AE S Y= Ha il E A BEE Fuo E B =9e o] F
Ao 2 RE HREHA Aot

AN AR TS AL 1 HALUY AV Fuskes 7R
Ej7} AgEojol & Aojch 1A HIHLE Fus FAWN RFHoER F
NE AoFIF o] olfE UsHA e dolARE WAL E AHJse S
oAH EAZ Furhe Fua AHojdohd, 1 99 Fue Tt oflzke
Alo] Hlol Ax BA FuRks 7P} sEke 2AE Zsle ol8xl vl
waleh= dHA 3ol fJulE]r] wjRolth wetA MU APHoRE Folo] F
W7} opd7E A= ARG Aol §lth2) WYL 18 s¥x 0¥ A
Y= gI7] wieltk wekA &3] “H otk EETHLaw knows no heresy)’ 2}
T Rk PUE wel Foll wet 54 Farnte] HHACIAY AHFolEa
& 4 Qiths Zoloh ojgh=Ae 1 FwTAY WA A& ZAlola APHAIA
o] tide] o= Aoltt.

I3y HHog FWE AP 4 vke Zo] Fu AW FadAd &

12) Konvitz, M. R., “The Problem of a Constitutional Definition of Religion,” In
Wood, J.E. Jr., ed., Religion and the State, Waco, Texas: Baylor University Press,
1985, p. 147.

13) Wood, J. E. Jr., “New Religions and the First Amendment: ‘The Law Knows No
Heresey’,” In Wood, J. E. Jr.,, ed., Religion and the State, pp. 185-210.
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FuA7} o}ﬂﬂ% HE AgsiA= 24
AA B wEE W)
A FuYs FAAA AAZE 1 welet ’b‘l"ui% ol &£ AES
AotA A3 Atk & & glok &§ I8 AL 1SS AR APIY B F
w7} o Zlolth I2ja o] Aev AW TudRs FHEF 4 ¢l
3 B

g Fachks Aol Al Ao # gl e Tt ARSI
&of| ZRA 2mEY ojA olF FYE MEH|E SHATL o= BHG F
WEA EE e B4 Rl dARE 28 Itk F Fue YirEeE %
Y(transcendence)ol] ATH A% belien) T AH(practice) D ZZ|(organization) 2]
AAZ Bs Aol v Zolthd) A= o] HEF Heo| ofsithd
e FuAL & 1HA Gt

Seivete] A, @ Y Aezele 139 “EE UL Fwo ARE
ZIIGr 1 =0l A, 2¥elle “Fue AYHA ol s, Fwe YA
sEErp 1 Ho| ok o] 29 WA FE 71 FuAd JEe diF A
olB2 A7|Me Al 23] T Ardelth £ et @Y Al 20 232 1]
o AAE vl=mn FAE A e Aol ot AgRe} Fwe B
2 E HEgla e HolA uS FA% Aotk Iga Fwel WHAE AHoxat
7] e AEE Fu FVtEddM = ol A AnEele] dFd A%
Ae & F Utk

a9 sutelAe o] Audele x3go] &3] F IHA] SHAA os"
th) AAE AFHQ delM BY qwE RISty & ]9 o Fw F
= FARIE Zolth A7), I/ vlE R o] Fx(shu s 3
48 T Y= YA e Fuuwse 8 & F Y, AFFH ’17011/“/—-
£% Fwo] g3t YxE & + gig T8l EA Fwe o3 Z/1oyES

EsAe gt 54 Wt Fae) Fundd nes
A

¢
1
2
brt
[
ox
nﬁ
oX,
§
g
5’;
rlo
m’n
i

1)
rir
%0
£
ri
&

o

14) Whelan, C. M., “Governmental Attempts to Define Church and Religion”, The
Annals of the American Academy of Political and Social Science, 446, 1979, pp.
32-51.

15) &3, rd=e FaEAS 1O 71 EEA,, FRTAAIATAE, e Fue T
T, AE NEFESAL 1991, p. 21, AEL, "AnEe]dHe] dZHn|, FH)
A¥3); 25, 1987, pp. 51-53.
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S gick ol@ Mol Fzlankasl AIRINS FHYZ B A @A
e & Yovk Tk ASE Bl o Ao ST Y Aol $e| @o)
o

E @ 71 2352 ZRelN olsie T o 5Y Fael o E=
AEZAE THE FLEL W Yol BESE Lolth oA, 54 Falo)
2 alM B2 A8 S otk TN 2ROl AZAS B ohje} 24
3} ASAEE SQEAT

o el Hgke W FwIA WA Ameel 2o FAL A} F
Ao HTHE ks Zo] Bl & o2 Fwh FEalT e A
AglolE FAAS fRolt AEH BRASANY 54 Fite] ko)
HEE e Zo] FAHolel ke Zoltk

22 ol2id Am¥e) 9 g HESE Y 1 olf: WA ted
2t A Ameele) SR Aot & AmEeehs Aol Y& Bx o)
2 s AR het Fae) EeE Eoke |2 W) Fuol Bo)
87 g 2% FAlOl Fa7h KRR Bl B oz FEalN 4L
3 B 4 Sl 2 AR AR AFo] eH olzel AR 1§
Hgolx EaE wie 08 Al A9 F bt Faol BedFe A A
BoAg Alslor Bk o] ARG AXT AAsb) AAY WFINE BE A
o) Yelold Teisidich 531 nlFe) 4R AlxE QA BgEe] =
TIAVE AT U B ALEYE FEAIT A Gk 2 ol 7
2FA7} P BRAAe tEHoE olshslel FmBelehs Yo
9 ge Yasda S a4 sHel %d Zolth Farh KRRl Beldhe
Ak s dRERE Stk F2o AAA A U ARe g
A AAA sle) EolE BAR AR HALEolt AT BFIE
olu A9E TeslT APUYIA Dol AR e Fuls) B o
HlME o} ¥ 47} gl Aol

Ampel 970 T WA BAE o] VAL WolgHos WA Aux
STk Holth & YA AR/l A4 e olgrhs AL FA) Aol
7 ol gAHoz A9 FRE s B Ut gtk dAs
poelan E ovd AmPel 9% AAAA gt AL AP} URs
AP FOAF Al gl7] MECVIE Stk BE Amiels tsg A
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3)9] Aotk gArF oz Fart gdsiEE HA QoA =7t o= BRF
woll AUl L& sh= o2t FustE I AiE o Fusdl iz Bt
2 3] st AwEele] 9Ee rRAEHUD. 18y FuokdFert Hak
nAs By B2 ARFEo| TuE 23 Y AR AAWrIEta, oiRi
o] Ik Fuyde] EHQ3 ZAFHAE ] st 714 oF A5H
ZuAolgt IS 2ty FXH ABH FAS g Tl AU LA
FHYs HIAYI FHle] cYH B (spiritual welfare)oll= BAlo] itk F
e oAl 9 ol SARHEIY HE FFAB oA et 2 Fuste] AP
A9 Qe Aotk 238 UF AUXA Aukerre Zxdtt By I7lE 3
g 7 93 EXAY digt FTe s e Aol AAFHI Q)
t}16)

Jds B7eta tiREe] doi=vlelA Auiele dFe I7e Fued
g 98 of AAleltt dizfe] A FrHEe Fuohd 48E AR sl
I8 7kt BE FuEY &S APE Qo] RASY] Afelth wEtA FSo)
& Aol I7Pt Faol tsioRt Ae WE2AE det 2 dFEso] AA
Aok dth= o] w=F FA #E FolA Yehta ok & 4 Al£FHolu g
B ZQ] EXsecular legislative purpose) S AT 7= Fuo 11498 4+
. d7AY ke B FaAY AERRAE E9F v fATL I DA
Eo] ¢ A AAE BY BE e 4 E9F v ok Aotk 17
U olgAl Iyt Fael ksl He BSE SHE A F(neutral effec) S 7t
Aol gtk & ko oo} A Ao TE FuDANdE Bo] & BF F3o
2izE B B8 AFo BE FudAEe SoPke ddgoly Eojo] ZA
slof gtk otk 181 E obfE] FYA AW} JUEE 93t e Ay
Zl =71 YL FAl(no excessive government entanglement) T} & B2 7
I AEE v 1 54 FudAY AdS B8] A% ARH A F
2 ¢ " otk

ol 71EEE T=olA &3 ASHE TAEC HLd 2ot ouirp A

16) AFA, "iATEEANY Fu - FHSFH FuAAS AT A, HAESHAT,
1986: 453, pp. 131-142.

17) Johansen, R. B. & S. J. Rosen, “State and Local Regulation of Religious
Solicitation of Funds: A Constitutional Perspective”, The Annals of the American
Academy of Political and Social Science, 446, 1979, p. 127.
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A, AldHoln FHH BHe YAMT bt Fuel P 4 ke e
s Zeait ), s HE BRAY N NG A Fx ASA,
#74us, Tollol} = €4 9 447 75 5L AP BEL Tl Wol
srl ) 4R ALS s AL BRH Ty ol Rue Ak 2
w7} Qe 230 U A Bish o, 54 w9 x3v|ws|, Rad
AN, AAGABAY S, DEERe] AE AR 0% 3 Fwd Y o
A 5S¢ b Asks AL Y@y 22} rkn Bok o)So] uE £& Y
ot WATkE BT AN BRE AR 4 Q] Rolth S8 Fwgt A%
YA Bl Seteel 2o OEm FllN 45T 25 AT A3 S A
o WaAe AT 4+ You T ASd ExE Adnue B 4 ik

olgo] Bk AL B3] B4l 71ZAE SuiEy] wRolh & FUH Az
= AL OE BE F@0)E 7F5 Hololot BTk AU, =
ot AR T RE ohe Fxol FeEtT & 5 ) dEolch Ao} Euzh
A PABE YR Fu o) A YAolA AT BE Fwb FAY 4=
o el oA Hofshs YN FWETE FrlA BTAS Holsty Bty
3l AQe Bhe Alolw, Wil HofelA she FmSolAle BReA 134 B
3 Aojmg Rujgt 9ol

A, W% 27} Qs AL AYE SHE < o
Zoskt) olAe mE ol swshy, ASH Bl EuE Jolgw 2t
= Zaol oje 231l Agne] FPssiths ol o7|M A3Holeks e
Aol A Qb Bel W AU AEE ojuditin Boh g M2 A
¥4e HF AYHAE oF Hrk= Foloh U AN SHENE A
B ALY WAl ERFT Wk AN Adsle] BHo| e Al
Stk B Y AlFSolth Euzh 250 Alskd A% AR} FAREA 2
Sof ARl FWSS B4 OBk 98 ARE vl ARE e A
oltk TEh} ol Wold YR FmS7le) AM&H Bo] o ox Fwae
Yete i3 WS dem AulE OEA Aee FAse AL Jde) 247}
Sltk AU A ek HEolck

o
i
E
N
i

3. AL AA TRV FES] A P A
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A WHe F2lo] & AAEslERE B3 ¥ A9 FAT] Uitk
ojn] YR FFPd GAFRES] FAYA Yo E g A Yo AFE
E3o|A REF} Fu ZFo]l gl thiAl EASZe] nEE 21 s
Aotk 7P ZA] o) A AYQ o|xgtde] 2HWI(Rabin) 47 TH2ER]
371 7o) olelulE(Arafat) o] SElE ok&3tar 1994'd ol HIP7hA| @
ATk A 2hlo] Foufol] APl Ax FEo] AAEEA 1 F A
o N YHog Eoldth fElne} oj&Fe| whE A7} Bolr] wiEo|th
AQl Aot} o]ERRICE FAHE o] AFo|HAME FUT olgFo] AujAY
Ql olgk=el 71 AAe] Euk=rt AT 1Y olgtae] FHOIE AFOE of
718 AxAo|Z2 = 238 APAAILe] HASE F HolHth = ol
Me AR AAREC] JEAE Beke 359 7S welddel Hozich
ol&ZuUe] Fulzt AAo] 238 AZL F rIFnee Fut Aoz FuE
Aol

A 158} olEFe] Ao I3 A BALS AlA T=ACA G
£3] 5771 AEZE I Ado] sAE H USFoE WNETE 1 4T
< o =Z3EA fH sk gzl whtsd s favt B3k EA
BaYol g2 uuolA TR o AZuoRjly 718 o] IRolEORIE
o] o]&FNEEY 232 Fu wjEd AL WL T IAHEY o]&FA gyl
UoRIES AZHlolre] ZAHOE RFHAE Fol ol2x4 EAFR|T
(NATO)7} AYste] Awd) FAe G118 FE7HA dasle] xE3lsly Wa2A
H]X)(Milosevic) IE#S HMHOE AX3IATE A T AAY ol2wYolA 7]
Ens} of|ZnloldlAl o)ERIEY AT E HIFo|h E olxglzle] i
dAlE] aEla gRole} yelR|glel FME F48E 2 Z1Fae] oj&Hol
710k A7/ME =8zl AR ARlole EFsiEoA vlmd 2zi8ithi
AR ATHAole] o]EFRAE FHITole AR FUE woy higke] 5
A SEIRE9] 71 SAAMA FEE PARIG. o]olx HoldAso
A 7FEE lne FE 2E@TA Eudt AFne 25, SR1=dA @
Fae} o]&RP v 5 FuEAL Zold ¥x Jth

A ZAjels et U A9 ol&dAdA FEse JiEn AaAE
o] ") o] AL, QA= Fhru2 AeAE olegy T AldEtEo] A%
&3S AT 3, A= AXLE 2 A2 BUA G AFwdE0]



g 7t X2 AEA7E obdrE ABE =Ao] QI ®= &
go| FEshe= ol 2BoAE FAPE BT E IR &3l
fito]l A &= 2ot ol&ul mlx w8 FYAler g 37
gl27b EAsta, Wl gels 298k ok oAS A9 W= olzhag
< AF8AE olHF otz 2"l F=o] FHHUL, HZ I AL
HYEIAA e Z|SnjlEd T AuE A AR

AA E=XellA 72+ Farpd B3-S Fol B3 AESNE A @ A Aopla
Atk EoldlZ I3 Fukt AT To]l U 4 Zlo| Yot EE MEL
WA Altizh AlZFE A opdrt & AR A112E 5] IABAE 2
2] Faghs HEED o Ags ¥ 5= gl Aotk SARAL By AR
mebA] AR OE2A BY 471 ok S oilzt Sy 39 42 § F
ol E3HAQl 8Qlso] A83l] wwolh

J8d s B73ta, ot HIREE 240 FF T olf dReE ¥F
Hi ks AL FEE visith Algele, Akl sy Ik TSRt
3= Fuso] IARAY F8% Ao, ® AP sHo A= o
. & AR FVIolE AA AL Fdols Fwt IARACNAN IA7
FA(EH) S FPEAL Utk AMS EHF o] Hojof itk nlre] weiAtd, |
AR AL Tt AT HEAATE 1 IF drkelE #FE 7 U
= Aotk

olg|gt WMo A AAFL HH7|TE0] FHM HAT IFAFE FudE
e Fzrb FARCR Yehe 21 EA 1900t 2FEHolok fuEiE AR
2He] FarPdE 2 57 IA @eJ3(the International Council of
Unitarian and other Liberal Religious Thinkers and Workers)7} 1901'd%-E
19139704 ¥4, gzelag, Al BAd EY, 3] 9 599 U5 4
g F5, ¥4 FodA AFEHUT ol FE OE FuATY AAE AlY
olfE FXAIIH 1, BEE FuE Rt v EHUFH Q45S AxFow,
AL =894 44E f3l 35 =8 AL YA

1920dtiell= 0% Yot FuE 53 IAHSE A3 AR S S 2H
< BA Hdh mIME G&Wilson) HEHo| FA|Au(the League of

N,
J
o
-0,
tjo
iy rx;l
ny

18) Eric J. Sharpe, Comparative Religion: A History, New York: Charles Scribner's
Sons, 1975, p. 253.
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Nations)9] &o] Al 7HA] 5202 WA=, AL TA%Y I8, °lEY
du 2 FwE$3E AQATIE Aotk old WEtelx 1929'de]] AAFLE
93| (World Fellowship of Faiths)7} AHHUL, o722 1933 AAZTu 53]
=73 9] 3)(International Congress of the World Fellowship of Faiths)2 Z7)%|
ATk19)

3 FHoME FEZ QE(Rudolf Otto)7} ©]I1E ZA|Fn AW (Religivser
Menschheitsbund, Inter-Religious League)©] ZAAE|o] ¥z} 1Fol|AHE AA
o] 7Ye B Sk 1928 3RE 1929971 2E= AR AR FUE
ol HEE sl 98 HYou 85 104 AHFH FHE o o
2 204 4FHY F UAJAT ol B LEE UAFHQ AAHTER F
W(a synthetic Esperanto-type religion)E& A== Al oflzl BA =93 Fu
o] dEo tid HAAR Zge FAd gt A9 FuAEASS U
Aotk & AT} A&EFYge FF AS A A 2ol sXA=
Aot ojfFls 53] ojeHwolM I¥E AFnRl Hkste|(Bahai) w7}
I BAY E971E B 8e 9 S o 5 Qe o] muke dF9] Al
AZFA(World Community) APFS Z4=Z8] gom, 2E 7|&E2 FwEQ 7|y
£ AFFE BXE I

1930 dtioll= Aol AAZE2 3] (the World Congress of Faiths)7} ZAA]
HAeH, 19361del] ARelA, 193797 1938 dollE §2H 9} B R4 3]
o7} MHEHAATL. =2 A=k HES 7HAYE 12 o] 3lo|Eolxe] A
2 AAALIEH (neo-Deist), AlB1A L AR FA(neo-Hinduistic) )1 47ollA1<]
D& A8 philosophia perennis) 5, A MA TEHA KT AlAde] Ao &
3k Aslo] opdr} Fnjglxelu|(Ananda K. Coomaraswamy)9} 1 A|AFSQ T
ZX p(Frithjof Schuon)¥} Z4] Hol&(René Guénon) T3 72 EA}=d 9
o I FRE olFUL E o] #AEels Euda 9= FX(Edward
Conze)= ¥EgHdT)2n)

A ozt Azl AARE Ae B¢ AAE FalE e
ool AgE 4 okt 1970 dthol] S HA BAAQ] Fwkl

|

APy

13
}

il -

oW
o iju
N

ﬂ
t

19) Ibid., p. 256.
20) Ibid., p. 257.
21) Ibid., pp. 262-263.
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THA| o] Fo]R]7] AJZFRIT2Y) ol 2gdte] A8 Zo] oftE Al FwA}
% 3}38]2)(World Conference on Religion and Peace, 2F3 WCRP)Y 70|t} o]
3lo)= 1970300 Al AF 37t REGEE) AN MHHA=, A HED AR
o] J3o] FRAAMAPL Hoj HEY] dEE Fsty S FTAATIT 313
& olE WEE P At 3o 197430 Wr)oe] oA dHEw,
Molghs AL B3] AEL Heolx H3le} Idolle A FAVE Utk
T Zo] £93] WA <3+ E=Bskee F2lo] AEo] HMHENL, J
ZAeojs} ofxel7} Aol Fo| AEE] QAAFTA | File] EHHAE A3AE 39
£ 19790 v= ZP2RoAN GRed Tt ANA FEeArt 1 S F
Atk wetA “Fuet Al tide gets, Aoy el o] AlAle A
TEE 29312 o= Flo] 1EE FAH R E Fo2E JAEA 2
A, 571 2 A FUIEY v, 38 2 duyA 9719 S5 9 H3lE
A7 wHol tigh AQFEol AUk A4zt Bl 1984 d] Ake] o] =2 h|ojA
FFok o] oA BT APHE &L glo] okzezt EAld #Ae FF
AZAEE, AR o3, v, AR, A B Hilws-e xSk 1
T2 o]z FR)|, AAFEA o TS 7HA sith

AA Faat BEts|ojol] WHasie ofrof FwAt B 2}5)0)(disan Conference
for Religion and Peace, °F3 ACRP)= 159 USUE Rg=Eo] 21 3t
1976\ AlIz} 3)o)7} A7t 204 AHEJEE FAIY JAEAY EFERI
(boat people) T7Zo TS UYERY, FuwSES I3 oRAQE Al HY, =
AZRA AAe AIFE FEF, UN JAXAE 28318 A 55 AAdEolA EH3}
T Atk Azt 3o 1981d oA 3tk ArAME 53] 7Y v
of Zedx BA(spirituality) S FFASS] 7|REA FR3}a, FHHOEE
ofAJo} QI@AIELS] MY, ACRPY H3lo} V|w Ea, BEE 93 A< u
o] 73t 9 Y E A8k QIEAY, ofrb2g At B din| Rt
5o EAld g slele 28-S & Ao YHE BUUTE A3A 3oj= 19861
o ALolA FEA 2170 157] F3} 69 o] tiESo] B <ofajolol|A 9]
H3le] 7ta>ghe FAE Fugt tisiel FES BAgon FEAFTOE AL
z2Z9 <H3lwSAE>§ AH71E kD)

22) 1940~1960Atholl = AHbslAl FRJAE Tholl F2o} Jol A Aoy E7|&
g Zo] gla, ARE FASR=H oEiol oA A7|A HFsHA ZJch
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19000 fryEEide FHoR HAEAN FEE A3 olARd
FUEEIS Ao AL B 257 A B Bl 22 Wl
A AL (International Association for Religious Freedom, IARF)2.Z 7
Aata, 1981 dE@E=olA A4zt FoE A FARA <Fae Al
71’(Date of Religion)E WZAAULL, 1984130l LENA zl52}F 397t da)7)
= Atk 1996 A0l= F=ollA Al 294 3ot ER=d A gk F
7o) AR7F AARA e Uelel BAE sidsior] BAL TMTh = Yol
e AA FuAt {213)2(WOREC)7}F 198139l 43 A=A dREd oA
< As(idE) Aol FAlol Hol Zrt wge] el FIFe ot AHHIUU
t}25)

B ABoAE 22 FudEte] tiEE AFst gk=u, 19500l AAE
1% 397} AAHo W ERE T dBAE 19701d9] opAo} Bu=
B33 ol Adyste Aol AW 29 JHetl olAL dEF(HER)ANA
FEstisith = o] Fof= 19819 FACNA AAl FuAk 2 AREUE
Y, 53 HEd 2 ARHAE sl FAASC VAT AL 489
t}.26)

E 199630 HF MZZA| 234 60 He| o7 Ut FuAEAEC] B
o AEw *']J]:r"(United Religions Initiative, URI)E ZAAIATE A=A F
Aol oid B FA FE T HE £33 S5 FHE § Zo] Ao
Aok ol9el= ZiEn QoA wI]YX|FO)(ecumenicalism)L} AE=o] FELF0]
P A Fw 83 (International Association for the History of Religions, IAHR)

o FWAAEY o2 WEE 9T AS 2L 6lFo] TE Uzlel Fa
o A B BAAY TARAA BN WE HlFIAZTARL
(United Commission on International Religious Freedom, USCIRF)Y =45 A}

23) MAIZRA B3I3|el9} olof] B ofAlo} Fwat B3slelo] Hst BIKEH,
FRE B, BTH, FRABMARE, 1981, pp. 235-240, BRE=R, "5 - FEutE
Boy 4w, T, BAQEEER, p. 73, TAHY AS2ANE BASHETMESR
iR "RHELTN, HEAFE 342, B %?Bzi:tﬂm_t 19845 RW sk
19863 A& 390 sl “Fule Y & itk JEY FHo| Aot
o (FRERAD, 19863 7€ 6YAK9033F): 18-20 FZ

24) FAFHATAYol| A3, EERE=EL, op. cit., pp. 71-72 FZ

25) AIAl FxAt ggl3loel B, Ibid, p. 74 FE

26) AA FwAk 3ol B3I, Ibid., pp. 73-74 FZ
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A (International Coalition for Religious Freedom, ICRF) 5 -AF3F wigto] A
FEE A Tt FERE AT EYEC] AAYA o8 7R ARES Y
t}27)

4. 2A FYZ AAC] A4z BAY Ax

@A A FuPx J1TEY Y HHo| J[EHoE Fuw ZFE XIS
A A HEES A3 A=}t dFe] ke AL AFATE aE HA =
A FuPz AAEY] EF FBL Aquil Fut Y 9 U AAE AE
3 SAfEel o8y, Tzt = AAE il (1) B FuE olEisk] St '
23 (discursive) A (2) FEolEiy & =2E 9% AHAU(human) A (3)
AHES T MEH FIFE Pl FZslH= HSHU(secular) A L (4) BE
WAl disls BEE sh= YA U(spiritual) 21 Fol Utk EF3CE) E o
2 BEREE A%, 7P 7R3 AL T AAY 53E A% AW 2A
AEAR EA3E 93 F2U7) 3k Ao F838lth I8]a o|FA GRS o,
Az 9= A9 At fik 1Yzt B A A 7l=we 3
vdol] i Aol & J2t ThssAlerh v AlgFe ol R
Azl oy Bok oid), 3F RIE A3 o FuEe FTF AETARE
NHehe A T& 7Fssta & Fue 373 &5 A4 AFES 23 vie+= A
5 Q& Aotk Iy ofgt AlEA]] dx A= vy YR Fw JEAE
4] HAFQ SHT Qe # ALY HEe A9 fie Holtkh HFy
UolZbA ZAl £4 Yol A AU 3 735 8F T5 237 4 T
2 AU AHA A" AT S B AAAR] 982 ofF AR flthk=
AL oJAZA Fuzt = AAY At Dtk 1 AT 714 oF IR F
WAEAEO] 2ol 2o HlEAAQ] HAS o= e w2 At He oF
AAAQ tlo|y FPLY ook

Z AEAQ FxoY dF E8o] "Hoks AL Tt A4 £ dRlol

27) ohekst Fwt @z AA A3l tistel, REMFHAZET MR TSRO WE & B,
Bt {RpkHiRRE, 1989 =
28) Sharpe, E. )., Faith Meets Faith, London: SCM Press, 1977, pp. 119-120 3%
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718k ARER] Hel| o] #Ae E3he Aotk ¥ HAS0] Fu A5
A BAES 7Pt 3AER FE e JARE divle o= oE o]
71 3 Fue IY 2T WAE T =TET AAEEHY sithe Zlolth

B2y o] Fuo] tE g FAS(conflicting truth claims)S 22E o]opr]
O % AFEE AR dUEH g T3] Utk < (A. Huxley)
g<HsKperennial philosophy)S EDZ 3}, F7&(F. Schuon)& ‘Alu|Z 2P
AN, T18]a FAE AU|AH. Smith)v ‘BlaLe] MF(primordial tradition)’©]
= HolApn) RE FwEo EYA(uity)S T3 ) o3 f8o 3
S YA BApA x29# AA(transcendental reality)’ 2] /N3-S T3l AA o
£o8 sh= (. Hick)d =¥ ZE Fu9 358 FAc %
FA TY(cosmic deliverance)’ ©]|E2 BAHT FFS sjjof oty FASH=E W
3(P. burke)®] H3FH A P Fu AFTES FYLAFo] ozt Izt Yl
ojxo] BEUAME FAsH= PEY An|AW. C. Smith)2] Y& S5 o ¥3g=
T U= Zloltk3d)

g, ARE oRIEA])] FAEE Aok obte ol2f’t f3e tEAHQA A
© 2= HIEJAFERI(Wittgenstein)d Tzo] T2 7/dS ARl HPXAD. Z.
Phillips)9] T3S #HE F IS Aot & Fu AFEL 71HA(particularity)
o] ZAzxH1, FwA e e I FuA Fdo] FeA= FHIH context)
o g7 k= Aotk 18y = T S BAAETH RN HES)
£ I AFKW. Christian) 22 AFHE 94 o] Q= AFFAL dL & 9l
ol k) o)A UF] 3|9 (skepticism)Et & 4 =, g FA

=9
5] ©

_4

29) Schuon, F., The Transcendental Unity of Religions, Townsend, P., trans., New
York: Harper & Row, 1975, p. 119 =

30) Smith, Huston, Forgotten Truth: The Primordial Tradition, New York: Harper &
Row, 1976, pp. 146-147 F=

31) Hick, J., God Has Many Names, Philadelphia: Westminster Press, 1980, pp. 94ff.
A=

32) Burke, P., The Fragile Universe: An Essay in Philosophy of Religions, London:
Macmillan Press Ltd., 1979, pp. 47-48 =

33) Smith, Wilfred Cantwell, Towards a World Theology: Faith and the Comparative
History of Religion, Philadelphia: Westminster press, 1981, pp. 3-5, 23 Z=

34) Phillips, D. Z., The Concept of Prayer, New York: Schoken Books, 1966, passim.
£

35) Christian, W. A., Meaning and Truth in Religion, Princeton: Princeton University
Press, 1964, pp. 6, 12 Z18]31 TI= Oppositions of Religious Doctrines: A Study
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AA7E ofn) gl E7FsEE AAsta e Aotk = tdF9) MelFAEol
=gHo)7] Boh= AIsHy akdoA olsfiE|ojof gtk o]2E% Ut} o3 o
252 3K hermeneutics) S E=7= Z7/N=o] =0 I7KR. Panikkar)36)2}
19] o2& w2+ ZkAC. Raschke) Foll 2J8] thEEo] gt olF HIZd=
F 2B YF(postmodernism)©] TAFAA Fwd = H=3F vkstEo] AAIA
H FAYHo|1 FHHolgt L AAR T, YAAHA A FY T2 MEL AF
FoA]l FAZLE 7557] L&tk
OA 3iM AR oE e FHOE I3 Fw g5 QIZF FRld ofF
2] & e FAEA S 54 Wt ARHo|AY FAFHQ Al&AERI
olfiE X oA v AT Aotk 1EE, AI AjayA fr
g #AF A= o 8d A2 AF IAFH] IFAEA)
Jojgiar B g+ gl E o3t siXe AT 55 EolA sklY =¥s
o By = 48o] off A= Jrke otk 2 F FAl = e
AL GiEols AR B3 3 Yotk

do N

5. A9 AA FaEY 71 AH A

oM S do) Allel globd Fmel Adah 1 WS R Y A
WA e Anngty, H2e A B4 Fael #ud 2 A Fnix
7Eel dAel 8% 191 FaEt 2EACE 9 oelestE T2 HelF
o) BAE 27 Rl AR Stk oA A% Sold ol AAHA Fay
o 7178 Ak o] Fad JFsd YAk ARVE DeAY, U5 Az
Fi 25¢ W] 98 BECA vmckn YsE RAA, B s
Yol ulof HY#Tky = AF3 EEAo) gle dojehy YZFeig 17

in the Logic of Dialogue among Religions, New York; Herder and Herder, 1972
oA o7 FE Atele] FaAHQ ZFol A¥A s HE & HoFa Qo
36) Panikkar, R., Myth, Faith and Hermeneutics: Cross-Cultural Studies, New York;
Paulist Press, 1972, p. 102 ZF=
37) Raschke, C., “Religious Pluralism and Truth: From Theology to Hermeneutical
Dialogy,” Journal of American Academy of Religion, American Academy of
Religion, 1982 pp. 35-48 F=
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S F2 gy 2L olfelAelth

XN FEY 7)1FE &5 7 Al st Atk e dyye ¥
@z 7o uEgy Bt F2 Tt A5E FEI}Y HIkE FHl
The A, oA 293 ALl Bxely & + gig oA TejA, T
S F2Y 29, olARl I A, Bl AF A ¥ T e Ate
B3 A& 537} Jomg YR FH F& IUiA AT F Jou F
7 AT FEoPE AL A& EFolzin & F glemE FudAEol A
AHoZ dolr & Yo|z 7Pt AT Yol ofzh= Zojnh.

B8 Pt EAFNE ALY AUt AY fle AL ook uAE A
AN 5 74 Bol BUA ol&d=TIETe] FuiAstE fdl AE oleidd
Y= THA Y o]&F ARIRAE Fu AES AYFE H) Atk oA Fn
2 2AS % AYE 3 Aol MEA A9Tt oMER BFAs] dyeule]
ok 23y FAEE Aldle] 298 9% 58 XA AZEn esdy 2
Aldlelle E7Fs% dolth

aJRoE Bstan, wieke] =7} AYEEE MG ZRRle] olyst 2
= FwolAd £ At ojoF gtk dukstd felvet ddME I
g FAPTR=E Ao BES Hol 7] Wil YF FwETE e Fwgy
7179 HEgLe $93] FwFX #HE A¥hs ACEA fdolth a3y &
Aoz ol IIARQ AA FuEH 717E UEH qx BE Tt Fo
= AL Bobs s A% EA 3 F Fwl FEAL Ay USUE BE
ZFn9] o]goz 7| Fusd FET YL & UE Aot Holx XS
B3 4 Aoz ¢ AU a8 d& whed o€ Zoltk a3x odgd @
Aoz ERFFwoA tEZ Ut Fosla JE FuAEL 4% TN &
A = gl Aol oA AX IFw A F3He Yutolx, TIAM AAT T
A Z7HE AYL Edla Qs Aotk dA, v]F M= Fur)|Tol A
S 71 9 B3 dSHER 243 RAYE HFE de o AF ASSHT
A= AAZNHE3 2 (WCRP)S AT A AA FH2E ZUE FoA ofF
A3 AL 59 FwEo| Fsta on, 53] vz A9 Ho wdl B3
Fo MAn wd F& A FoskA] ¥ 1, I Qe FuENAE YF A
SAET JAAFHQ Ao FAE B FAugE UelMRa O S5 FAF
o2 97]A ¥ Sk
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AoHE AAZRARESS o E FollA FEA F=FTuAPEII|E A
710 Bo] Al Y& YAwAS|EA B I 2AEFFTwo| B} A=
ojtt. B3] et AR AAYo] F& YE FRNAMRA WY A & wp}
Aok o)7L 71EY EE AA FuEY 7T F5EHA Aotk oiREo] Al
330 2L AL Ty 2 T FAe AL B adEo] AAF &5
A &Aoo} A wEe IAHCE Adelr] AsiA A e FAld] sisith
FUHERF agtoly FUwy ABwA3Y vlete] wd FEo] 1 tiEAHRI 4
otk oM FEX e EY HHyRdT 22 o)Al FulEC] A%
315 AUA 3AE & AR ol e T sl A e ud
7 2L YA =z AAE FFHOE & o]yt E Aolth 13y A
o] g3, FAndEaza FAA gujE & 7HAE AolEE &5 /9
FASIY 3 ABA ER T AU F =R 2 HAD Aol

F=FuAEE] O (KCRP) Y] A4E 237] vlFF /Mo FE3ith} o]
oA 7HET} dBT FolA FE o]Fe & Aotk Tzt AT F AR
olojstd EB559 A /lue Y I A ¥ ok UEFuE R
AME TF AA 25 AP HY st dEAlEelY S4HAIEY ad o
FELS FAE A Ay wAH FF=Ho] gle T g7 AP ALHeE o
FALS fASlL ok Ewe dExpE vk et o] s gtk e
A A9 yhof == FAAE FAA BE FusAY FHH T2 53
450 AL Hole wgES A9 uiAlE A 4R Fue IF A==
AFFEC] Fddh= (A9 Zd%ol gloA HE=E o gl ol8nt g% Iuvks
A% Fw )T A Aotk EE Iy I adEd IES =Rk AR
o] oEsh= HEE WZF YoM Eo5E HWe oy AR A9
Z1 45 diao] 25 3 Yol Fojk AFAR Fu 2T HAE AT ¢
< = glrka Eck

o YoM o]d RE Zg AR starEts, F7F Fw AL AYAH
SHET= Aotk o]AL HAR 7]E9 Favt HAAH 59 ol T2 A%
g ojEgol AL W BETE A% ¥ ALE riske Aolth thAl LA,
ANz Aol A ¢ Atk o7y 84 A2 e Al FA A
AAA ZFnEY 775 TETRE e ofBAMT AURl AU 9A A
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<Abstract>

The Criteria of Governmental Support to Religion and the
Establishment of United Institute of World Religions

Kim, Chong-suh

Although religions were undifferentiated from society in premodern times,
they have been differentiated from state and society since modernization. Above
all, as religious pluralism has come to be prevalent, modern states have
legalized the principle of religious freedom and the theory of no establishment
in their constitutions.

Therefore, it can be often said that the governmental support to religion is
very limited in the constitutional contexts of modern states. That is, states are
clearly separated from religions in modern societies and the governments are
partially guaranteed to interfere with religious affairs only in the cases like the

following:

1. It has a secular and legislative purpose.
2. It leads to neutral effects to other religion.

3. It assumes no excessive government entanglement with religions.

There have happened to be many international conflicts related to their
religions since the 20th century. Thus many religionists have realized the need
of various kinds of interreligious dialogues and tried to establish certain united
institutes of world religions. Such institutes are said to have been partially
successful in cooperation for secular purposes to solve the problems like
poverty and environment. However, they have actually neither been very
effective nor powerful, because they have been just focused on the formal
meetings of the religious leaders.

Some religionists have argued to establish a united institute of world
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religions in Korea these days, considering the unique multi-religious situation of
contemporary Korea and expecting the more active roles of the Korean
religions toward world religions. But the author criticizes such an argument on
the basis of the constitutional theory of separation between religion and state

and the ineffective realities of the existing united institutes of world religions.

Key Words: State & Religion, Separation of Church & State, United Institute

on World Religions, Religious Conflict, Inter-religious Dialogue



