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19909S AFZ 3t 20417194 21A17]1=2 doj7ke & 2095 &
w8k(Religious Studies)oll= 28 whel A28 SFEF 50| BAZ O
2 ST drEo R QIAF P (Cognitive Science of Religion:
CSRZ Efv AEZE I Iz FHAA o]FoA= <l
A’(cognition)E FTALZ QX8 (cognitive science)?] AHNE L&
dlo] FwE vk (mind)e] 2§02 A (explain)dhe @0l A
AAQ] Aol
SHHE(Harvard) thehe] =3~ dE]¥(Lawrence Sullivan) 57}
19981 v]=rE08tS|(44R)2] 3|1 FHY Ao 73K brain science)
oy} Al 8K neuroscience)o] A2 Fwdlol| wH slsAS AF3H
Hh lot Fule] ApAFEHA 7)ol i M o] o= Fx
stEar Qlo}. oA, HAst 52 ABAESS &8st Eue B
A vk A EE EAske FAT Asse Tad vl
At die] 7hsAds & BHolErt?)
Holh SRl SIS, ARl 5 FAeE oo
fﬁ‘é 1A T}eke) o232 =9 HT Fud AR olEF AW
T Aotk Fuste] e B AA T 7P AE A
HL% AZZZ fidolA 7189 TFaske] 3[4 H(Waardenburg
1973)3 T£wdte] #Ah2a Hy(Whaling, 1983/1995)¢] HE-S o]ojut

F.:o?:r'n:
o -

N

1) X Fsle] i3k Al ZE= Paul Thagard (ed.), Mind Readings:
Introductory Selections on Cognitive Science (Cambridge, MA.: The MIT Press,
1998), Paul Thagard, Mind: Introduction to Cognitive Science, 2nd edtion
(Cambridge, MA.: The MIT Press, 2005) #=.

2) Robin Cooper, The Evolving Mind: Buddhism, Biology, and Conciousness
(Birmingham: Windhorse Publications, 1996), James H. Austin, Zen and the
Brain: Toward an Understanding of Mediation and Conciousness (Cambridge,
MA.: The MIT Press, 1998) 5©] thiE#o]c},
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& Tt 28 HZi(2004)914 7191=(Armin W. Geertz)= “Fl
oAl FH 1595 7P 713 BHe] she Q1A o] E(cognitive
theory)®] Z-goleh ehal H7Hd FEE JAFusHe: o]§F o7 1 7}
S8E FEERTEY

AAFWEE oA 20 A <t SHEe] A7 23k AAYE)
wolARE, dA 7 sketid] A, AT7ieY vid, 83 27, @dst
Az B55S 53l F53HA 2 7Ivhs AWk ok AAE Q1A
FwAEL  dElv)glEd K Altamira  Press)9t B SIA| S E T
(Cambridge University Press)E SHOE AATuEFA A=t 24
GPRES et a, 20049 APE Holddzo] Az=distw
(Queen's University Belfast)2] Q1x]9} F38} A4’(The Institute of
Cognition & Culture)olX< TRIA9} 38} Adi(Journal of Cognition
and Culture)S <3| st lom, & ®1Z ¢ AdJohn Templeton
foundation)2] 7|5 0.2 AEE UAFwE TZAES} = st&Y 7]
o2 T8 T FHd tig YEYI Z2AHE Fo] FF
ot}

AR A=Hoz QAAFusHS o]Fof7kal = vlEl(Justin L. Barrett)
o] o5 22 Wrke AW dga) HHS Ao F & HojFE

“U53RR AE AAFLEY L AL A 2A B A
o] BAHoE FuE ATdE § AN FAS AEPS
AR ol2t A%E, BUF BF

o
- A=}
S WHolu e FEL T4 GEF AHE, 283 100939

3) Armin W. Geertz, “Cognitive Approaches to the Study of Religion,” in Peter
Antes and Armin W. Geertz and Randi R. Warne (eds.), New Approaches to the
Study of Religion, Vol.2: Textual, Comparative, Sociological, and Cognitive
Approaches (Berlin: Walter de Gruyter, 2004), 347%.

4) Justin L. Barrett, “Cognitive Science of Religion: What Is It and Why Is It?”,
Religion Compass 1(2007), 1Z. I&FolAN AFshe 3= A2 S FHL
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AAFHIE TuHF] FEsh ofulo] B ofshst sl
FEN, Fao FoA A9 4YYY FLAR, 54T
A3 ABeE H2E BARR Fadeishe Wolda, FHsh 4
FHOE She ARIA Ae) o AARTH A7 Aoz
oSl QA9 0] S AL 95 sl s g
S, 1 AR PN T AeE AR AR A0 A
174 s ARE 718e B Fuo Add EoE B

o Bl 3% b
ox % [‘LI

e md o 1:% on, ol ofX

_1_‘>i
2
O
HU
o
o)
= 1
kI
32
T

olq] E}E} Al Fus o]8o] FuE olFE TAHLA T AdH 4
A g FFA7E 42 288K mythology)# 23 E(ritual studies) % Ful
AF8l8l(sociology of religion) 522 TSH HE3}H o 7= 38 7
g, gog HwE WHES IHOF = H|F 8K comparative
study of religion)Z} ‘A E F4o2 = UAFTuT o] Fud o]&
Hopo| A wgj o] BFuixrt & go] & A& RETh

ot Mo FE3le, Eaore WA AAFuEo| FAsIAL N
© AP WS FojRa, 71EY Fudy FEEE QIAEuE
o] EAS AET Aotk tgo 2 AR AXFuE A o]
d F8 FASS tE Aotk AR e R QAFwEe] sFeAE g
o tigh Bl A AgS =9 Aolrk

DO

‘O,
A
o\

arste] AAAA Wi ol 5

AT FdL 1950L5|EH O]U ‘017\] ™H’(Cognitive Revolution)

2 ZA" IANRAZFwES|(the International Association for the Cognitive
Science of Religion, IACSR)E 7IEIZIth o] &3l @Al 324 90X
(http://www.iascr.com/) & +G3H A EFFol|th
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of m2e ‘1HH AAF(cognitivism)' S B HLZE dfed AJRE QIX
Siste) wae) o) 1ol 1990805 ol SAels A, 2l
APt 55 Fuo] dish A WHERoR dgsiir BAHo=Z
TASGE AL} wehA JAAFuske] EdY HANE AR H&iHe 1
APIALE w7 o] H= QIXFEe] WA 1 AYE 8 A
5_*73_]-_4 Ezsl:_ Oﬂy,]. 1101 }\1-‘\—_{131 jlgjl_ 01\;]_'5)

AAFwEe] wjFo] e AAHEe A e A Wl 7] E7]
o] EFo2 Qofs 4 gtk 7MY WA ST ‘uHF QAT (EL

|

= =

1o

AXFF)= 7AFE(Computer) o] 7ol dBEo] <A1 4P (mental
representation) -2 o] FZ 7|59 FAMH o] HFHe At
(computation) S ZF4HOE A AFTAFA. 1) 7HS Ao =M
Aol Tato| Uit FA1A 2o ulg} AR AP ZYAL ol
&t Stqich oldl whel QIzte] FHE FFH Edo] ofzt AETH
g olsslazl & <AAF2 (connectionism)= HAIHANA 2gdl=
AH2e] AANA S BdEs 28w e wet Ao A4
I MRS xS oA HsAESA odukGerald M.
Edelman)®] ‘7WAl+ A (population thinking)oll ¥Ztsle] tiekAde]
o] H& w®lo(variation)ol] W2 A d=(natural selection)S X A3t
A F¥(neuron) W 7MATEC] A 711 AlY2: HElE ) A
UA He 95480 &£48 9oz dyshe ARAES g
) (selectionism)7} AAE A} T vlIEKF. Varela)S TAO0Z 24
o] &(enactive theory)S A= AEL2 ‘AgtE  vhE(embodied
mind) 7iEES B3 T HIde 2] As(intelligence)©] ofzl o4
(consciousness)@} A3 (intentionality)S FEFOZH, 72 217HAY
317 wigle @99t AP ®glE =eval O 9 AYdite 1A

5) olst ATt Ak} WA e TR, rFudTe WHE

A RFo] A% ngh v, £F, AWE FHCE, (Metisha skl ke

=7, 2000), 58-76% mTh o] = =N AAFTue] T A
el aAfe A WA AFos 5T weith
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=
7F TYEA glo] ARH o T doju= <A (emergence)

o
12
1
32
u)

“Ad 50 S H8E Ropell ke EHo] AZlte AS
s7l= offth o] §we AskAEo] QZFe] mla(mind)ll 3l o]
Eslele WAl LS B ofuel 59 oS HEE] 9
ste] aQkele U uHto] F3it) olEgt dwe] wWetx T3
gk AR ek AR, AAJFE, Ao, AFASAL), E
gf 27AGs 9 AFEHHENM AFTEE A7H Q1A (cognition)ol
ek S45 AHA ol2Es FHell FE9M SHAA Joh 1
AL Hluguste] et e A537] A2 0

o1 W7 ofel QAFWe AFE] ST P RATH(Universal
Gramman? FASA. 1)2) 7Fs4de AEsHA A 1Aze
AL G BHow AT QeAsedd we TuA QS
NG ATY QBT QAT AATHH AT AT By
o

oM SR T B f3o] duHow 998 AUNA 54 B3
A

2 43} JAe BT Aol 2adte] =
Ag WhtE ATEE 4YF AL FAY e vheg BE

6) E. Thomas Lawson, “Towards a Cognitive Science of Religion”, Numen 47/3
(2000), 338%:.

7) Jensine Andresen (ed.), Religion in Mind: Cognitive Perspectives On Religious
Belief, Ritual, and Experience (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2001), 1%

8) William Sims Bainbridge, God from the Machine: Artificial Intelligence Models
of Religious Cognition (Walnut Creek, CA.: AltaMira Press, 2006).

9) llkka Pyysidien and Veikko Anttonen (eds.), Current Approaches in the Cognitive
Science of Religion (London: Continuum, 2002).

10) Ilkka Pyysidinen, Magic, Miracles, and Religion: A Scientist's Perspective
(Walnut Creek, CA.: AltaMira Press, 2004).

11) ol tigh AAS =2 T8z o =7, 76-85% I=E.
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(module)Z TAE FAFEAH AXvhks Holxe AT Z oA, A
Aol et FuA 9HE dolsdd 22 HAIA 5 (competency)
I FAH =R S9Ad A 9] PAAAE FAsE T
2 339 AAAAZE A AquEF FHE AR AHetA] Eshe
ARs IHsAL) FuA e 2
2 AWsAU) FadEe] =2F-12 (context) TEA ol ol
T FEi7t AEAAA I5AET dedde =AE Arlske A
T Stk o]F% IAFwEE QIAASY fgdt 55 Ao
FrehiA FaE AWshke o84 S 54 A
g} sEHoE s M= A

ol QAA|Fwdty Ao 7t

o
2
o,
ir.

o
)
rit
£

12) E. Thomas Lawson and Robert N. McCauley, Rethinking Religion: Connecting
Cognition and Culture, (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1990), E. Thomas
Lawson and Robert N. McCauley, Bringing Ritual to Mind: Psychological
Foundations of Cultural Forms (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2002).

13) Pascal Boyer, The Naturalness of Religious Ideas: A Cognitive Theory of
Religion (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1994). Pascal Boyer, Religion
Explained: The Evolutionary Origins of Religious Thought (New York: Basic
Books, 2001). Dan Sperber, Explaining Culture: A Naturalistic Approach
(Oxford: Blackwell, 1996).

14) Harvey Whitehouse, Inside the Cult: Religious innovation and transmission in
Papua New Guinea (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1995). Harvey Whitehouse,
Arguments and Icons: Divergent modes of religiosity (Oxford: Oxford University
Press, 2000). Harvey Whitehouse, “Modes of Religiosity: Towards a Cognitive
Explanation of the Sociopolitical Dynamics of Relgion”, Method & Theory in
the Study of Religion 14/3-4(2002). Harvey Whitehouse, “Implicit and Explicit
knowledge in the Domain of Ritual.” in Ilkka Pyysidien and Veikko Anttonen
(eds.), Current Approaches in the Cognitive Science of Religion (London:
Continuum, 2002). Harvey Whitehouse, Modes of Religiosity: a cognitive theory
of religious transmission (Walnut Creek, CA.: AltaMira Press, 2004) =,

15) Agga <lF7sto] x|Fwdtd] 713 9o thslA+= Jensine Andresen (ed.),
Religion in Mind: Cognitive Perspectives On Religious Belief, Ritual, and
Experience, 1-44%. Armin W. Geertz, “Cognitive Approaches to the Study of
Religion,” 347-399% =%
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“QUTEE R #7 £bt 99, AHreE A Foln

AT 719 FuATL AA A 7HA SHA £ o]
4 Aol weld,
AR, v=e] FTuddstat de]olH|(M. Eliade, 1907-1983)5 FAL
2 3= 71EY F7 Fuslo] At sjAsks FEiA Tl dA
o] dgk 7]&(description)® 1 oJujo]] tigl o]l (understanding) S
FToh= 3714 dlA(interpretation)ol] THS & WHH, AX|FwE-E 7Y
4

wH AR TP AR FuaTe AES ARl Ees

16) E. Thomas Lawson, “Towards a Cognitive Science of Religion” =
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Wl wel At AHellA FREEh AP Fae SAHd(sui
generis)S E58AA] WHEHIS9(anti-reductionism) S WA|-$= Wi, &
A= sk A BaAds AsiA 5 (reductionism) 7t £}
sithal Erhln) wEba JAAFWE HA Fu] SA3E QIFA G
.

AAF s S 9J3) ko] Briujsitke M Fw3] 30
T Jou, Fue sl tig aele U 41Fs] tE et o
HoA Fxo} /fEE dae] BAl tisire oln] AMFAPIALA
29} AEF/A Y =S ol B oAV =9EHAe
u, IAEWE JA] AUAA AALEH] AES 17T Heole A
BAdolg FxA tigk ou|de Ade] JEA "tk FERFIF $7]

3

Joll A sAe7 Fuddetd AAZ AR Fuste] FEH o=
3L Al Al(feedback system)E T33t=S & a7t Qlok

=4, AAFTuEE 71E9] A HEE ARRuE 3 A5 T ot
o} AREEtolut QIR 5 7|EY ARHEHE dWo] FuE TR AL
U #3ke] Apdeld ot whE, QJIAFwERS FuE vk Ao
st Furt T 7159 FAHE(by-products)olEle WA Tl
o} AT QAA Y HAYZES AFshi®) A= Al(J. Andresen)o] T

N
£
N

17) Zer, W9 Fael2d A -Fasty e FHeR-, [FustdT,
H(AEeta s3], 1992), 79-105%. HF3, "Fauol] et <1752
A9 Fwshy 39 -Daniel L. Pals®] =25 F4l02-, FEwel &3}, 9(A
Sogtn FaEA AT, 2003), 209-227%:

18) Pascal Boyer, “Religious Thought and Behavior as By-Products of Brain
Function”, Trends in Cognitive Schiences 7/3(2003), 119-124%. Ilkka
Pyysidinen, “Amazing Grace: Religion and the Evolution of the Human Mind”,
in Patrick H. McNamara (ed.), Where God and Science Meet: How Brain and

198



St 0z / YSA

AAF03E MAY AEQ Mok & Fuly(Religion in Mind)© 17
/\Vé]% WA WalFEh ole XsEF AEd, A4 <
2428}, A3t T AAHH AFAHTE AAFuEe] o]&8F
o] B& 3t} wkek AEZAHOl zled mt <EspPo] o]RHE AA s}

AAFwEE 3P E AQoRE dste dFY AAFIH A
’(naturalistic explanation)Q! Alo]th19)

T o]y AAFA die tded 2 EE AR &

&HA| Hr

of, gﬂ ol N rsh r°*'

“2173 2] K(neurophysiology)©] F-ElollAl AK3|A-E3514] 3%
A4 Fols TallE g Ue7l? A (cognition)7 THE ] GA
B, I HAH 5L o] T 27 o9 E]*‘E
(neuron) - ZHE FHQu'ran)ol| ©1E F J=717720)

Té
rﬂim{n&

0

LI

slo) Mg AAFE QFol UjF rigel FAlol, ol wefs
Fe Ads) BN Izt TS AT W FUAE FAHG
Aol ol Eal AT FL AAAREH A9l Aol Ay
o ARAeIsH ALl oBA AAHEAE TRl TS 2 5 3
o ol B3] el weh A3k o] BF olslvh Weld Aoz
AT, e dAFESe WES
ugHe Fuel FHAAS 7HE 4E oE 270 o 54 e
o gAbg BRom UeheAe] des Ao
2 SaiA FaAE Hoeold ANFIE ol
T4 Be A4 Ao ned Bast gk
AR, AAFASe TAH ASEEE Wl g el ohel

Evolutionary Studies Alter Our Understanding of Religion, vol. 1. Evolution,
Genes, and the Religious Brain (New York: Pracger Publishers, 2006) =,

19) Leo Nareaho, “The Cognitive Science of Religion: Philosophical Observations”,
Religious Studies 44(2008), 83-98%-.

20) Armin W. Geertz, “Cognitive Approaches to the Study of Religion,” 347%.
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A7l Z50] Qe rhee] FAH SR HBAA AAE T
mol, Faleks ASIEEA Bao] QA vheel AXAgon Bl
o et geld B8l £e A3)9 Fesk a0 ek 54 vhe
o QARHgoA ¥ Ay, 1 oe] Waew offolxE

_Q_
] ST 3 52 A5 Fu 94 SAHG vk
o] AARES AU SAE Aok wEbd Fue vkt AL
3 EE HEITFS T 954U AFAAZ getjojof st Q1A|9}
= AN AL T ThefeE Aol As
TAske SRAAES 7Pgsta 2 Al W kst RS Haskd
AAFwE Y o]ge] EA ¢ FHA AFAEE F ds Aotk olF
93] ok AWE wro]29] JF5AS AXFEwE] AL ©sl= A
T 1% "art gk

3. AWt F8 o)%

f{rt

1) Fu4 #3 dAH = skast

MAFwS AN Fus 5] 8 2 FEH= Lf3 A7} o}
e} phes] Mgl ueh BaEQ @ge] B of Hopol HwA
ARl g7 Holo](Pascal Boyer)w= FTuE U7Fe] =ApAQl AE=Z

2

He 712 Fuste] 958 FRAeR FAnh 2047] Fuske] F
FO9E alMsta Fuddste ARHoz Ay 4= Qe AMD(fact)
7} @8 FAHFA (epoché)} T 7o) (Einfiihrung) S 53]
A <ol OH’KL A= o)vP(meaning) S TEIL, I 7HHA FAE 3§
Molke e T 712 gooR Ahgtou, Helols F4ow 3
MAFUAELS o]2S B AEAAT ol WiFold Fud
Tol thel GRS HIES AMAE 7129 AERehE FudTEt

ol

3

21) 4 13) #=

200



St 0z / YSA

2R H FAT Aotk

oz} Holoje A AY2(William James, 1842-1910) o]% 53
Sk AlHE2] A7 P(mystical experience)S A8 719 FuAlE
1 ATl Hold T2 ARL A5 At AA P2 ANE
A7 AL ATk 2 Bak, Fax Ade] FHol A 9B
ol AAA EAtEE, A5 DS(implicit belie)S TA3= T
s 5 FeAde AeRee Apsiel gtk Aol saz
24 Q1A AAs} AdHos 2

-S(explicit belief)e] FAF} 42, o Sl

T3t Esluxpzos Zﬂzﬂﬂb Aol e Zlolty. webA £3] #HA
st wERET= 1 ol |30l v od4d Wgo dish JAAH 4
T7F Fasit

Naturalness of Religion Thesis)2txl St} o]2gh EﬂXﬂL %—ﬂoﬂ g
AE TAS R EER AR Al B2 A Al o
s A Aguro g FEsithe Zlo] Holole] Fgo|th d=
Qs o) Aole) ohich FEA S50 Aol
U 3 5oE FAHE 2A49F EA(supernatural
HEAQL QIAFZY] WA o] wHEThal Hgk
] Al(gods) 52 B(spirits) 7Hds RH=EE7P? Holole
2 oFg7e] AAAITe AES SIgt oA el Al
Sk Fll E FAgoR Ake Aol A T 9
Mdes s Usks elgtal 7Pk, 28d 2494 EAe
‘A#/A E2)2 (intuitive ontology)2] BT ik 7|AE UIFE =
AZTHAME 2 7REHA o| B4 FEvks FASAY 2Yske W&

P

i
I
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134 7]d|(intuitive expectations)E 7 ‘HIE7| (tweak)EO2ZH A
St 2 " FAQMCIL: Minimally Counter-intuitive) 7138 3F3laL

=
aRs S FAE BUA AW, dF, FES AAcke 58S AU

I (cognitive optimum effect) 2
A3 AEAY AE Aol LdojubA] &
HLIE B Aer F =
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22) Pascal Boyer, “Religious Thought and Behavior as By-Products of Brain Function”,
119%. Justin L. Barrett, Why Would Anyone Believe in God? (Walnut Creek,
CA.: AltaMira Press, 2004), 119-120%.

23) Ilkka Pyysidinen and Marjaana Lindeman and Timo Honkela, “Counterintuitiveness
as the hallmark of religiosity”, Religion 33(2003), 341-355%:.

24) Harvey Whitehouse, Modes of Religiosity: a cognitive theory of religious transmission,
189-192, 195-203%:.
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g AFshaL, QAT 84 &M 23 AFH FA B4
(agency)E W] HAshk=t], olHd ME-AS e B 4 Sl
2 FAFA e AEs FHsHAl 9, ol we} iR
AR FAFA Jhde BE o Sitdc

§HH, 1 ol Akateh dEe] IS w RS FEviy HHske
AAAAL Feg Sohe Uadle 454 U’ 9ds 979 7
i Yolx < FurgdA w3 (nonreflective behef)J’} ‘WrgA g (reflective
belien) o] 7ol Siek. uiloll ojahd, Futgz REe nkgz B
HEE(default) 24 2gstal, HHg4 ‘?:‘%% A ity
9= B9TR20 2¥H(Dan Sperber)= FRHFFE WES A
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30) E. Thomas Lawson and Rbert N. McCauley, Rethinking Religion: Connecting
Cognition and Culture 3.

31) Justin L. Barrett and Brian Malley, “A Cognitive Typology of Religious
Actions”, Journal of Cognition and Culture 7 (2007), 201-211%.
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Science of Religion,” in Peter Antes and Armin W. Geertz and Randi R. Warne
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214



St 0z / YSA

s 3oz l'%
2003, 209-227%.

Andresen, Jensine (ed.), Religion in Mind: Cognitive Perspectives On Religious
Belief, Ritual, and Experience, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press,
2001.

Austin, James H., Zen and the Brain: Toward an Understanding of Mediation
and Conciousness, Cambridge, MA.: The MIT Press, 1998.

Bainbridge, William Sims, God from the Machine: Artificial Intelligence Models
of Religious Cognition, Walnut Creek, CA.: AltaMira Press, 2006.

Barrett, Justin L., “Cognitive Science of Religion: What Is It and Why Is It?”,
Religion Compass 1, 2007, 1-19%.

_, “Exploring the Natural Foundations of Religion”, Trends in Cognitive
Sciences 4, 2000, 29-34Z

_, “The Naturalness of Religious Concepts: An Emerging Cognitive
Science of Religion,” in Antes, Peter and Armin W. Geertz and Randi
R. Wame (eds.), New Approaches to the Study of Religion, Vol2:
Textual, Comparative, Sociological, and Cognitive Approaches, Berlin:
Walter de Gruyter, 2004, 401-418%.

. Why Would Anyone Believe in God?, Walnut Creek, CA.: AltaMira
Press, 2004.

Barrett, Justin L. and Brian Malley, “A Cognitive Typology of Religious

215



meEm A24%

Actions”, Journal of Cognition and Culture 7, 2007, 201-211%.
Barrett, Justin L. and Jonathan A. Lanman, “The science of religious beliefs”,
Religion 20, 2008, 1-16%.
Boyer, Pascal, Religion Explained: The Evolutionary Origins of Religious
Thought, New York: Basic Books, 2001.
, “Religious Thought and Behavior as By-Products of Brain Function”,
Trends in Cognitive Schiences 7/3, 2003, 119-124%,
, The Naturalness of Religious Ideas: A Cognitive Theory of Religion,
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1994.

Boyer, Pascal and P. Liénard, “Why ritualized behavior? Precaution Systems
and action parsing in developmental, pathological and cultural rituals”,
Behavioral and Brain Sciences 29, 2006, 595-650%.

Cohen, E., The Mind Possessed: The Cognition of Spirit Possession in the
Afro-Brazilian Religious Tradition, New York: Oxford University Press,
2007.

Cooper, Robin, The Evolving Mind: Buddhism, Biology, and Conciousness,
Birmingham: Windhorse Publications, 1996.

Geertz, Armin W., “Cognitive Approaches to the Study of Religion,” in Antes,
Peter and Armin W. Geertz and Randi R. Warne (eds.), New Approaches
to the Study of Religion, Vol.2: Textual, Comparative, Sociological,
and Cognitive Approaches, Berlin: Walter de Gruyter, 2004, 347-399%.

Guthrie, S. E., Faces in the Clouds: A New Theory of Religion, New York:
Oxford University Press, 1993.

Lawson, E. Thomas, “Towards a Cognitive Science of Religion”, Numen 47/3,
2000, 338-349%.

Lawson, E. Thomas and Robert N. McCauley, Rethinking Religion: Connecting
Cognition and Culture, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1990.

_, Bringing Ritual to Mind: Psychological Foundations of Cultural Forms,
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2002.

216



St 0z / YSA

Light, T. and B. Wilson (eds.), Religion as a Human Capacity: A Festschrift
in Honor of E. Thomas Lawson, Leiden: Brill, 2004.

Néreaho, Leo, “The Cognitive Science of Religion: Philosophical Observations”,
Religious Studies 44, 2008, 83-98%.

Pyysidinen, Ilkka, How Religion Works: Towards a New Cognitive Science of
Religion, Leiden: Brill, 2001.

“Cognition, emotion, and religious experience”, Jensine Andresen (ed.),
el el b

Religion in Mind: Cognitive Perspectives On Religious Belief, Ritual,
and Experience, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2001.

Magic, Miracles, and Religion: A Scientist's Perspective, Walnut Creek,
CA.: AltaMira Press, 2004.

“Amazing Grace: Religion and the Evolution of the Human Mind”, in
Patrick H. McNamara (ed.), Where God and Science Meet: How Brain
and Evolutionary Studies Alter Our Understanding of Religion, vol. I:

Evolution, Genes, and the Religious Brain, New York: Praeger
Publishers, 2006.

Pyysidien, Ilkka and Veikko Anttonen (eds.), Current Approaches in the
Cognitive Science of Religion, London: Continuum, 2002.

Pyysidinen, Ilkka and Marjaana Lindeman and Timo  Honkela,
“Counterintuitiveness as the hallmark of religiosity”, Religion 33, 2003,
341-355%.

Sperber, Dan, Rethinking Symbolism, New York: Cambridge University Press,
1975.

_, Explaining Culture: A Naturalistic Approach, Oxford: Blackwell, 1996.

Tremlin, T., Minds and Gods: The Cognitive Foundations of Religion, Oxford:
Oxford University Press, 2006.

Thagard, Paul, Mind: Introduction to Cognitive Science, 2nd edtion, Cambridge,
MA.: The MIT Press, 2005.

, “The Emotional Coherence of Religion”, Journal of Cognition and

217



Culture 5, 2005, 58-74%.

Thagard, Paul (ed.), Mind Readings: Introductory Selections on Cognitive
Science, Cambridge, MA.: The MIT Press, 1998.

Waardenburg, Jacques (ed.), Classical Approaches to the Study of Religion, 2
vols, The Hague: Mouton, 1973.

Whaling, Frank(ed.), Contemporary Approaches to the Study of Religion, 2
vols, Berlin: Mouton, 1983/1995.

Whitehouse, Harvey, Inside the Cult: Religious innovation and transmission in
Papua New Guinea, Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1995.

_, Arguments and Icons: Divergent modes of religiosity, Oxford: Oxford
University Press, 2000.

____, “Modes of Religiosity: Towards a Cognitive Explanation of the
Sociopolitical Dynamics of Relgion”, Method & Theory in the Study of
Religion 14/3-4, 2002, 293-315%.

_, “Implicit and Explicit knowledge in the Domain of Ritual.” in Ilkka
Pyysidien and Veikko Anttonen (eds.), Current Approaches in the
Cognitive Science of Religion, London: Continuum, 2002.

, Modes of Religiosity: a cognitive theory of religious transmission,
Walnut Creek, CA.: AltaMira Press, 2004.

Whitehouse, Harvey and James Laidlaw (eds.), Ritual and Memory: Toward a
Comparative Anthropology of Religion, Walnut Creek, CA.: AltaMira
Press, 2004.

Whitehouse, Harvey and Robert N. McCauley (eds.), Mind and Religion:
Psychological and Cognitive Foundations of Religiosity, Walnut Creek,
CA.: AltaMira Press, 2005.

218



St 0z / YSA

Religion and Mind

-Recent Issues and Trends of the Cognitive Science of Religion-

Jong—Chun Park

This paper introduces recent issues and trends of the Cognitivie
Science of Religion(CSR) based on theoretical ground of the
interdisciplinary cognitive science. I examine some main issues of CSR,
such as religious representation and cognitive optimum effect, religious
action and ritual, two modes of religiosity and socio-cultural structure.
Theoretical trends of CSR and it's implications and weaknesses are as

follows:

1. CSR presents some scientific explanations of religion in general.
Some cognitive scientists of religion, emphasizing the importance of the
Naturalness of Religion Thesis, treat religious representations as
by-products of brain activity. From this perspective, a religious concept
represented by the process of cognition and action is a minimally
counter-intuitive(MCI) one among general concepts. It has not a special
differentiated peculiarity. Consequently, CRS is faced with reductionism

or naturalistic fallacy that reduces culture to nature.

2. CRS links psychologicual dimension and socio-cultural dimension,
thereby making concepts and theories systematically classified and
generalized. Human efforts to solve the contradiction between memory
and motivation in the process of religious transmission embodies two
modes of religiosity. They has their own psychological cognition and
socio-cultural structure. However, these hypotheses don't go with

historical religious phenomena.
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3. CRS in the making is a relatively Christianity-centric model. It is
not adequate for explaining non-Christian religions. It's tendency should
be modified.

4. Religion is a sort of dynamic feedback system which consists of
mind, body, socio-cultural circumstance. This holistic viewpoint will
make a great contribution towards more desirable growth of CRS in the

future.

Key Words: Cognitive Science of Religion(CRS), cognition, mind, religion,
religious representation, the Naturalness of Religion Thesis,
cognitive optimum effect, naturalistic fallacy, reductionism,
Minimally Counter-intuitive(MCI), memory, motivation, modes

of religiosity
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