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PROPERTY, APPROPRIATION, AND THE ECONOMY OF RELIGION (I):
QUESTIONING DIVINE PROPERTY AND ITS LIMITS

This first lecture interrogates the limits of divine property by focusing on
religious initiatives undertaken on private ground. The evidence suggests that
ritual installations within houses cannot be automatically classified as domestic
cult, thereby challenging the assumption that a private location necessarily
implies household religion. Building on this observation, | reconsider the operative
meaning of sacer and the analytical usefulness of categories that presuppose
clearly delimited sacred areas, including the supposedly well-defined lucus. Such
cases indicate that sacrality was neither spatially self-contained nor
conceptually uniform, but depended upon recognition, use, and context. If sacred
status was contingent rather than absolute, then the distinction between
‘within" and ‘outside’ religious space becomes historically variable. Divine
property thus appears not as a fixed juridical condition or an absolute religious
construct, but as a relational and negotiable configuration, shaped by practices
of marking, claiming, and managing space within specific social and material
environments.

ALL GUESTS WELCOME.
NO REGISTRATION NECESSARY.
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