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2Ag0 SARE d2das e EAold. B dde FRAESE olale)
= AR GaAE QoA Aatale) 3ES BAGE Fad 9549 138
oldlsi: UE FaaTY BE A9L B AL ‘TR @70 : ¥
Aol dgol B G2 . Ta) gl HAes ARHAE ‘FT'E
A7ded 0 oY FEAE o4 ‘FRAY Aot A4L A
i old@ oAE AN 99 FEaAE 324 A%E BA gl
2 4983, A9 FEHE A7RTL AU FE O F3Y 5L 3
44 B4 9ha Fo| AL o3 AAX Ge B&e wdd Fmse
NSEAT, ol&WAT, BIAT, UFAAT 5o AEY TIPS 9949
W FmAse, TN, FRARYL, TN, FuAY, Mazad 5
o Gy FmAT YHES THUT oo ol ATFYGe] AdE BE @
T2 2k g¥AFt o ¢ FoEY. TS Jo|Z ‘religious studies’, ‘the
study of religion’, ‘history of religions’ 22 E7|3tA|%t, ‘the science of

o
i)
rlr
o

religion’ £& ‘the scientific study of religion’ ox 7 Algg 1 9
3 oj2jg d FHAME & F ARl TG Fus} HFe offEE
SEgddo] Fain], Fuste 9T WFo] Ui =Ao] 24l Fadto] ¥
T8 o]FE A3 ALHL gle AE FHOE

1) dE 9, ol&#9 73, 1. A Ibrahim, A Brief llustrated Guide to Understanding
Islam, B&v0] 9, Tol&#9 038 Fv 19 A3t Ay (oF2EAL, 2007), pp.
9-31. o] AXE F3Y AL A7 jole] HA WA, HEAZY] e, 959 7|9, ol
¥ 7z, U 5 7E Al vtk £9] gx, 759 Y4 T HFgHoR 49
31 gty AFdTh 9 AE RAF Xud, TENE, RAZFEWAL 2007,
pp. 27-28. #8719 Weo| Eu9 ¥uwo &= ojof gty ¥3x glk

2) Linda Woodhead, ed. Religions in the Modern World (London: Routledge, 2002), p. 7.
AFue Bus A3 weld] 232 4y A T 4o

3) Max Muller, Introduction to the Science of Religion (London: Longmans, Green, and
Co., 1882), pp. 1-51. Ealt vlmAojgolA AMgaehe vl Y& 489 Fuste
“‘AAZx dg Ay 47" L “Fusd g vjlady’s BFsged, A Fu
8% HlwAlgty o)ZAgtog FEEIHTE Ernest S. Frerichs and Jacob Neusner,
Goodenough on the History of Religions and on Judaism (Atlanta: Scholars Press,
1986), pp. 3-17. ZoJYZE 196439 ‘Religionswissenschaft'Zte w=&olA e
A2e ¥HE B¢ FLATE AFHAT, 48 AAE N2 £ new religion)Z
2 2 Qe 559 A%e A3t
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FTus}t Bste] #AAE gv9 FHEa, A, FEgAt
ANG dEH 3 FAoE FAROEZN O #A &K Fado] Y=
ojm o} gt E} Qs AE}A vk Fue}t H5ho] AFAQ Fofo djg
gARgE 9ty atde] FugEe dE AEA HE Aojn, Fug 5t
A A FAH F2Hge FAH 2L o &8 Aot 459 433
A&z WagA(Alister E. McGrath, 1953-)& “#38t3 A8} (scientific
theology)e] 7bs4dS AHsH AR Ao FxA dgts =g v 9
0.9 oy a7t o714 AHgske 38 i3 ZHA#8H(natural sciences)
o FgH= Ao] ofzt AAZH AAY BE, A7 9, FE9 H2A
5¢ ¥3d3E £99] ‘B8 (Wissenschaft)?] £23 @712 18d RAo|d,

mlo f“l°

f

IL ¢ 38 #A dF F39 GR:
i g B o |

20029 AFoA <FA ey Fn  &3)>(International Society for
Science & Religion)7t ZFBHAT. tge o] otz AAFTLEY Al
479 distE FEAQ AYeE g AAI| 2 IAFAN7]7] Yt Fn|E
A7t FAdol Hol e g3 o|A|vt, o|AFAE o] T Fose FAAEL
BE 7155 A%y #FHol T ArYA A 20099 Y 3 oM=
“FAstet T an 15" FAZE R, S S2H=A AHE A
7] BQoAE “A B Fa7F =FHithS) o]AF HIZ AU 7|5
AN E Bt T £25& A% FEH 350 FEHAR Yok HFY
728 A8x 3ZE(John Haugh)® Zu¢ #8< M2 g=x9 435 93
A AdE e ‘SWeE By v AAdum Az g SolAH(.

4) Alister E. McGrath, The Science of God: An Introduction to Scientific Theology
(London: T & T Clark, 2004), pp. 1-15. Bagj2E ‘Haty Ag'E FE3H4 @ A4l
9 23 “H7é° 4%9 A71FZ 7155t vk FAEA A 715u1eR S 8
A 8 2t S25=d 2419 Ass dAlo|HME FuRd 7|28 H8E &3] 2
L 1\19‘6‘}1 A1 9ot

5) A #Fatat Zu 3 T Ho|AE FZslE}. http://www.issr.org.uk/index.asp (H2Y:
2010d 5€ 69)

6) John Haught, Deeper than Darwin, 84 &, T ¢to] Al (X219 £, 2005), pp.
47-72.
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Wentzel van Huyssteen) HAl $7]7]%2F 9 (post-foundationalism)E EU|Z
3t At} Fwo| diste} FFo| o]FojAof dtkn FH8 )

F 82 v (lan Barbour, 1923-)€ 19} #H3te] S TAZ &4
2o # v 71X FHES ALY, A Aagre 7)5m Wt
A a9 FHES AEst] SAAZ

HA " F8a v e A7t g £ HALE vl 2 o Gt Al
g3 & A7E F 19609t T 5] A 3 7Y =4 B A
A JdEo|thy aE F3 A UA HuAE 539 17 F5ud 235
2FEWE FEZNQ FI Abolo A Hoju}, g9 Fo|ATweA Fasta, 7|
Fo2 o|F3te] AAsAt10 2= vdAE] Z#EUEH(Carleton College)
oA g8y FuE 7t=2x 3, 198937 199130 24zt g9 7|EE Ao
zdso] opddolA Zoadn 1 ZAdY Ast THFA Y Fi,
(1990)%F T7leA9 &y (1993)2 747t ZREHWEA HAAE ZFwel 3}
ok AAAQ AR AR BA HAUhID o]F 19999 HI LS FA3)
3 3 3FE HEYd e <AEy A8 A+2>(Center for Theology
and the Natural Sciences)o] 7|5@ 02X A5 A5 thaie} A
AT FE whA}

vio] wWad, Fu 738 Alo] AAE A O FEF Q 5F L Q Ul
o @ FEY vl /A F¥EE FEEU12 AR, FE(conflict)d] FFLS A
AA EAFAAED A8 FAEAE Aol BANA F2 Yegye Aol
ARE Ageo] Fud NGy FEIdy Du, Fae A9 J534 FA
7 od P9 fAERE $HE 5 g ARdd. FRgdy 7|26 A

Ae Avd F AEL MZE HE(enemies)Z U450 =& Yo7y g

7) J. Wentzel van Huyssteen, Duet or Duel?. Theology and Science in a Postmodern
World (London: SCM, 1998), pp. 22-33.
8) Michael Peterson et al., Reason and Religious Belief 3rd ed. (2003), 3% 9§, %
W At ou]y | oAt wERE, 2005, pp. 377-402. ¥l 1A #F Fo| H2
o FAL 25T 53 ZEoA diste}t B 2dz dojsm ot
9) ZHENY F ol (http://www.carleton.edw/campus/newsbureau/pr/barbour.html) S
Fzste} (329 20109 59 169)
10) ul=agd4: &3 o)A (http://www.pbs.org/newshour/forum/june99/barbour_bio.html)&
Fzsle) (H29: 20109 59 109)
11) 71E=33 £ H o)A (http://www.giffordlectures.org/Author.asp?AuthorlD=207)2 =
alel (B29: 20109 5¢ 129)
12) lan Barbour, When Science Meets Religion (London: SPCK, 2000), pp. 2-4.
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T AHelA ZMZM] # AAE ¢ 5’_—5}% Agoz Y
MZY Z2AQ d90] oy N2 JHS A e Aol 7+
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, W3k(dialogue)d] 8 T #3te] P 49 Alold FAEE %
Hlﬂf“?ﬂl/‘i T2 SAY 4 Alolo o)z} ks AL olx gt
28+ de A% AZE HdE] datd T #3 o Adg &
48 ¢ Atk F& Fug Ao 47 FEE ALS 24 R ¢F
& AN B3 AAE FE d3t o]FoE & e ARl
Hato] jdoz FuE AYE & ok webd Fug fte Mz
4
Z

=

i T oo oE O
do i B N fr

Xl
D
l..

e
X,
i
e
2

o

TAFEA vl BY YR Fejsta] Mz d93 AFE Yre Fx

Ags) Witk AYAA oA o2 58 T YAAW g9 =
£33+ Z‘JE% g8 ¥ Bag o,

IA, &(integration)d FFole A9 EAE FHtelE Ay EFAH
MZ LA Fu9} 735 o%‘%ol AARoZ Afste AL 9ugd. 9
€ S0, 3R Ee AANEE A5 AdFH Fuo S FYE EY &
QoA A&t} AEH AAASH(natural theology)E $59 AAdA A9
NS 83 7HAT, Ao AA9] A8Htheology of nature)& “#H3te] U4
A EAE A5t do AHgate Ao] oz AEAQ A wesEL
ot AT AaAMste dol A1 o Sof, 45 Jdu
9 2AN8A HAL(David Fergusson)e HWo|23 A2 e FxHog 2
FAA F29 AHtheology of creation)& A7|3}3ich14) o9} o] Fwe} 3}

Xob
é‘ o,

i

o n.||o N

13) Peterson et al., Reason and Religious Belief, p. 399.

14) David Fergusson, The Cosmos and the Creator: An Introduction to the Theology of
Creation (London: SPCK, 1998), pp. 39-45, 56-61.
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Md

sto) e BARLL ANGE e vpE g B 498 A8
A, ARARIAE FE3 589 A% o AMHOR Yehte F47 B
d S agR old@ v A FYBA %8, 1 AR, B,
AHE, 498, 1745, A8 o AR Bosg AAA Adasid,

HRE 324 A4S 93 dada: AR 2t SAH=gdeA 3
313} HALE viAn ARYAGGeN S THE Fo HTYFAR dFE
T QEHA ESFA dA2ZAN 2FeH T H3e g 3 dFE I
P gt A2 S2F=dely dddides o FaEM Sa¥sd JEF

A =7 2(Richard Dawkins)7} 338 “A 2 FAE"(new atheism)3<] Al
A4 g2ds Fxatn Yok dd FAELFTY FAHEL)Q] =02 Ald
i 23S el Ao E FAs L Fuo YA s 2 v&g
AAse ZE FHY JFNES g oy FFsn . 21 F
A F49 949U DMeme)d EFAZA Zsigctn A g} 16)
Bagie vy 29 Jhed F2 259 FHE FE31 T 5}
BAE “FEH B9 “H|FEH ER'E FEdto Ay WA, FEH B
9 (confrontational modeD)!N& Fu e} #3+ Atolo] WA= “2F " “AA"E
gujsted, FEd FERUE dFH FES AWE 2 FPolztn Agd.
AFdMe 1941719 AdFeEo] 7HEY9 AZRE FHEAS AP
q9dg 933oH, 53] nFdMe FgL “FGEH Afo G4 AFA =
AU, dadFoy AAREY =g Hg7 Fu9 FAdE FLHAR
F2t F Hzke AWAAY A Lo AF Al Aojge 97194 E @
ot Yol AAz #8tat Atole] AbsA 2 A& Aisted 4F9 A
Ao AT Agdct. 1947] el AFA7L #8At g1k #A
o, A EL A8 Qo g MG 5T ARt AEY Aol AEEH £9
718 2331, J HAAE Y Foz AFHAY. AR 2EFYH F

[e]
A&
nE

15) Alister McGrath and Joanna McGrath, The Dawkins Delusion? (2007), A% &, =
229) By (AL A, 2008), pp. 153-156. HIAHAE EN2S ‘BEH BekRe)y
Wz ‘T FAEAZ 53

16) Richard Dawkins, The God Delusion (2006), ©|& 9, Thsojz Al (H&: 294}
2007), pp. 292-307.

17) Yadize ‘FEG AW 2dojgls o= I ALSsISied, Eo F=5A139] mro
AR FEAME Fuot FAE Aol AL wo] AE FuHAE 2o} AL 7
7| Bohe Al S Agdas gol EaE A tigh E43 o] oigt AHEE Tt

T 7447t g0
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e B3e dygon, AL N gt Awe oA Ao PF
S71% Aek o] A9 BUE FFAUGE 93 o) Fus Hhe
AgA HES Ao

dg Sof, w2 HuAFAA 192580 BAD oleut ‘Yol ARE 3

g ges 729 AA 2F2(John Scopes)E WE e HANA W
SAL tZ(Clarence Darrow)9t Zx8S F3stld Helo|d(William Bryan)
Atolo] thedt 2 FHER ode=AY 9AE H3H.

B2 440l 71250 g 2E 22 A 2% Lolof @tk s

Belolgl 4ol 7850} Q& Ttk Rojo} dekan Az
2E 244 BUE JxUT. (3]

H2: obe] $471 Al Loigrkn HHel Hof YUY

Begold: @ E A 2R B

B2 F4 A3 ohe FmY AR A1S5el Qs 2E MU

ugele 2gut,

92 7% 9o Bhe Fuel tatel @ U= aTd BA gkeun

Beholgk agEY,

W2 339§/ goht QA8 FAA MU

Beloldd: A8aA Goh oAEREA BRI,

W2 22olxsazt Qsht odd F@IA oY

Beold: BgYch
W2 fag z2olrgazt 1SaRTY 6 edd A AR dot A& oW
Y72
vl AE 715RAGE ARSI Aate] A2t ofd AR 9AE £3 YA
%21} 19)

9 =AM Beoldd Fugd 715n AARD g2 JAgEd 71z
Hete AdAes FoAd due ndg 1 23 fas z2ofxHust g
O¢e AATRE d7dhe Tt BFA Fadd AN 498 F
ARolm AFE “ARde ASHA FEo2 Bk £ vk W o
Tashe ROl RolAR, T A¢E H#I}L THGE FRoEE FuY
°of 28HATE = fE FEHF et oY BAGNE T Hfo]

18) Alister E. McGrath, Science and Religion (Oxford: Blackwell, 1999), pp. 44-48.
19) 242, Dlsne] 9Ah (3, 2004), pp. 257-259.
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% i 5 gl 2

& 38 2 H2E A Y s
o2 Pgr|nge 4%

2450z A4t be Fudl B A
£ AuE Mg 2 A48 A% Edoldn HE 159 Aol A
43} 2olAE S wEo AW Aol

Wagat $54 299 Wi A JE MFER 292 o 599 ¢
35 749 gBo2 ALY, 3 Wl 357 Sk ool B, H34 £

T84
Aol ¢l
d =%

7t ‘s 4E 28T Aold. “Heto] WA st A9 e Hd 7]
£9 AR ATA A9 FFE A7 FuF A ¢ o= Z*E —,—%—% %
Qe HZolt 17A47] HF9 o]AE(Deism)F 194]7] AH{FY Aalw

(liberal Protestantism)ollA] & @AHE f3goz Ado W& 7134 &% F
Aol dojurle AW Hata Furt FEo|Y AFY #AE YP{AE e
. ggold2nts e 19 HE o] gFY A2 30| A EAY EF
of g Bttt SPo|EF T ELY JES T FAHAT ] ol A
E, Alo] zde] A QoA &Fetn Yot FFA, o3 AR goof=
AFERE Alo] 3o AR S FAGTGE BT o9 & FHY YA
AAA AAS B8F AAE gs7lids A7 ARsA AfEo sk
$FE Yoo Ragr £ I vy diget 39 2ds 2%
PP, o] gl Fudge AXG 4L WYEE FX' T HEL I
oz 7+Fd JheAol At ¥AE FAY "AF olf7t 7] WEH FA
Atolo A Fwste] ¥R Y& 27|17 43 ¥

A, #5ta Fag Fo] ‘P YAE 5.5— ANARCE He 9%
o] gltt. fAste E3td 7I5uE FIAHE AFFY AAae] dg 9
02 FQE AFETFYIY dBedAM 2 =8y, Ht2E(Karl Barth)d 24
Ad#etE 715wy ofFd Ao gdxn AAPY. HotH A A o
g /M4 $lo #4317 e #dE AgE AATE v 1¥8dy FAY FE
goe Aotk AAje g A2 g& HZ e HAste HeH Fue 44

Lo e |n

o ol

“olgA"(how)®] ZEH "9"(why)] ZE BHE F2 7|20, 2A9 ¥
3 719 diste dEdne Aotk wety o] FE9 %3301]*1 FTuge Fa
of dg nu9y FIAs gy o] 2AY qFY PEH |82 AHEte] Fad
g3 $dA 7)€ A=dd £ Zdd vlus) & o, Fud F3t 74

P s Y29 Y FE57|7 B 4.
Wogre] RS Zwel 7ot BAASZ Yk 929 FFo27R 19
WhlrgE 71532E (1) AFF9 A, (2) 2dF9, 3) AAEFY, 4)
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HxEol we} setne A7 o

227z ARsel, 150 BAE A%
25 dehetks 42 P4 §6 AQ3a Fad ¥43 BAE () A
$4 Fu9 p5% () 254 Fue U AH AAB vRE EAA
243, P 3HH WAL () AAATY AATY FIBAY, () AA
44 B B P40 25 A9 BEE QAT A2 259 2
Lol wehsn WFEY 29 hed $¥9 2duce 74 29g A3
g,

2R, P4 Z5 Fas H349 d BAS B FAR, vuE 3G
o, BadE A)%E A FEPE FEA Fust A% BAS FYA3

9o o AgeA BFd0 A5 el JrENE FHo2 Fug
B 29 9L YA foie 2Rz B4HA F4% IAS Az ¢
4. AR da% $EL, TAL 253 SEHL B2t 932 AXs 3

ol ARl ERATE HE F2E waith 2gy out 2@ AL o
vass 4ASd dE GEAN AAZRE G2t Fast] 24 7| ¥}
ok Aolth Fast et WA ofBA FAHLU Wy, Fuste o
2& $AA0AY Bo2 344 e Lol BER 389 fdure

o
ket 53 281 S54E Bz FAA 2 FEH 4L A ]EHE B7}
TE 7 IS Aes dAgEn

M. F9} Heto] e ANEH WA de2E g
3ol2de) B

92 Hte Fute] ATUAOE ¥E 5 A7 oln 147 Aol 43

Aote) A44E 2EY W ek
A SHea 4D AuFeH A% ew
@4 7198 Rolm, FAE o

.3t gAY Ao uey 2

o«

ol o
oy
T ol

ooviole) Tate NG AR, FuEvE AN FBe TFRL o] 1

20) McGrath, Science and Religion, pp. 31-44, 51-54.
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e e 2o AL 4TI A4S AYUEA AA did APAA FARE
A & HAX F&3} FALSE WA Fae A St o] A Alold, FAE
Folen ¢ e 82, F 944 A9 JAE ARG FHete], FNHIAE
2y g9 FEe € 7 e A& 5 o)d $32E gy, o] AYHY 84S
FAshe Ty B tlol 2o o3 A3 AEE H4F AAE vlbsEE
Aot AEL AAE Alold Tz fujAl7IAY, A7 ‘Al 1 9" olgke ¥
AZE AAE Fol AN Ao] vpdsitt. Agto] 388 F Qle A2 Al 19
3} vp| et A3} Afolo] 2 A€ dF Ebe ¥ Fo] ELES HojUE Ao, o
A AN Fe Ao F2 &8, 2 F Yo WE 52 dopdth, 2R 2 A
=9 me ZRE st AAAY Fxo A )¢ Bt R 2o o2 E vl
o] EdoX 2AAHY RE A9 Agint.20

a0 Aol 2w, dde #Haty g1 AL AAY o tatq zAd
ZQ Az AgS 4A3] wiAste e Azt AF gl Aojgt, a1y 204
7] Futd oA AXEY RAAZA Fug 7Y FAME FAAIE AF &
gol g FAsIS

o9 Fwdsa YeAEZ(Nicholas Wolterstorff)S ¥£d w723

o “ZujF el AJE"(control beliefs)?] Md& Axsy Fue WFE

sto] AT, dE o, 16164 2vle) FaABLT} ZTEe]

0.?‘_'.
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)
20
20
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ol
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tlo
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}Oll
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ol
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g @S ad o fo A N 1o

© © X 9 o o O g o X X

A(faith)s 2A %3] WEoln AP, FH2UT2Y o2 12
AujA APEd Baold 1 olge WMARGE Agold. T2y ol
4 Aozt e F 14717 A & Hol TH2UTAY o]2L AT ol

ol

4 AARE FAsgE,
of whitsie] “ghA| g A oln FAA
g3 FAHA AHEL 2F AFEEY H3H Ad(philosophical beliefs)o]
34 o]85E AMjdtn o= AHE BoEH.
FH 2047] 2ol =PAZFYAE ZE A4 Ang Ed9 Ewse A
S B2 oA e, AdHSE 289 JxE HYr2) dH2HE

21) F. M. Cornford, From Religion to Philosophy (1912), @733 &, [Zu:olx Hdto
2y (oAt uE e, 1995), p. 191.

22) Nicholas Wolterstorff, Reason within the Bounds of Religion, 2nd ed. #A% &, 2
w9 A YellAg o]y (AFESAL, 1991), pp. 17-23, 27.
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& Atgto] 2 PFHE & el 27 A3 Y= AMHY AEERA

= @ A
Fa% A4e 259 9o 8 4 Y e ol AP,

A Z1S @A e 17} 4 At ASHQ 25 SolH 2L dAle,

¢ 1k 7R 9 A4e Dk 7R IS0 29 A% ASHY B Sl
2P B 3¢ 250 Loid o, o, B¢ ol AN $4o0] A7IEAE STk
=4 s} k.2

gE2ETE 328 A%l F%5 ¥ olFd 2F Qo] FERIE Ao
ohle, 38 o= AE A%HA 259 A AR AW 43 wHE Fo)
o %9 xHE F7e0n TP odE A4 FxF7t Agae A

22 AAR 7

_Zr_
9)(foundationalism)

_124,

L
2 gud °1i° AlgEa ofge) =43 22 7]5‘«_-’?
ﬁi‘_—% FT3 o © #2849 71xE oo 223 B8y A=
< Q@ A3 A4S AA AHHe2 Q & oJgEL 7Y F
Aot o] HgS wAE £4og FHIW ge 2t

¥, & o Jj4

T
]
1=

® &+38H(scientia)?] o|EE
)
@ 323
)
O g449 7=

J]
oxl, o

o 1©

NzxFARE &4

2ol 93 FY3 3

949 And 71z Pl A7) sAate] 3
AR @k FRET oL 7|2 WA
o dsto] AYSHE Aold, WRle) AFY oW FEE glo] BAE AT
Folohn 43 e BAL $2E 124 Casio) FAFL FEE 4+ Ao
%Ewazzs ASAY 71279 BEAN YR o149 BAE 2 (
BpFe, () AzAF, ) FYFAZ 7RI, AA, 4uFo: o}a—q»}*
9 EHE°M rﬂﬁa o2 tshbed, 493 ol4o] 4% ngd Fot Azl
. 323 NFRAL A2 B Yol d27] BEd A9 fEE T
o med A4 B4 Fae] & 4 Yt A YASo| dEskaw A

n 12
o
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<Abstract>

Religion, Science and Religious Studies:

Diversity of their Relationship and the Role of Religious Studies

Ahn, Shin(Pai Chai University)

The recent debate between religion and science is one of hot issues
in religious studies. The role of religious studies in this discourse
becomes more important, so we need to classify various existing models
to relate religion and science in order to make the role of religious clear.

First, Ian Barbour, an American scholar, suggests four models of the
science-religion relationship: conflict, independence, dialogue, and
integration. He prefers last two models to first two models. Second,
Alister McGrath, an evangelical English scholar, reorganizes Barbour's
model to make two models: confrontational and non-confrontational
models. He focuses on the science-religion relationship in the context of
liberalism, modernism, neoorthodoxy, and evangelicalism. Both Barbour and
McGrath are Christians, but their emphases are different. McGrath is more
concerned about the diversity of Christianity.

Third, Nicholas Wolterstorff, an American philosopher, criticizes the
epistemological model of foundationalism and points out the integration of
faith and reason. He argues that the belief content of Christian
commitment should play a role of control belief in weighing theories in the
discourse of religion and science. Four, van Huyssteen proposes
post-foundationalism to overcome both the extreme rationalism of
foundationalism and the extreem relativism of non-foundationalism.

These various classification are mainly based on the assumption that
religion and science are a kind of grammar and matrix rather than

propositional system and inner experiences. In conclusion, the scholar of



Fug #3 agn w129

religion should tackle the issues of religion and science as observer,
participant, or critics. But they should not become a new religion nor a
new science in this discourse.

Key words: Religion and Science, Typology, Role of Religious Studies,
Ian Barbour, Alister McGrath, Nicholas Wolterstorff, J. Wentzel van
Huyssteen, Conflict, Dialogue





