
Fvery adult male Muslim
]s requtred to make the
pilgrimage to lvecca ance
in his lifetime. These
pt19nhs ate setting aut'

a An^thropologists describe religious
DeLtets and practices as thev nDLl
them in I iving communir ies. R;l igj i ,n
nelps.to unlte people in a sharud
experrence and explanadon of life. Il
provides a paltern of human be-
haviour, often in response lo thc
hazards of life.

a Sociologists stress the social di-
mension of leligious ideas. Religion
Drovides an agreed way of looking at
ihe world. It gives rhe individual a
seDse ol purpose ano meanlng.
aHistoriatrs describe religion in
terms of events resulting from be-
liefs; tleologians are concerned with
the beliefs themselves, the question
ofwhether they are true or false, and
with people's response to them.

The different approaches are valid
in different ways and within their
own limitations. The basic difference
is rhat of standpoint: there is the way
of the believer and the way of rhe
scholar'

The believer
Theologt is the rerm usually given to
the study of one's own rcligion. It is
concelned with the meaning of rhe
doctrines which have develooed over
the years, with the way docrrine is
derived from scipturcs, ^nd the
interpretatio.l of the sc prures.
This often leads to rhe formation of
different schools of tradirion and to
sectarian divisions within major
teligions.

It also leads to the application of
this knowledge ro ordinary behaviour
--+tbi.cs----and to special acts of
worsnlp-rt,l/g).

These are the names used of
Chrisrian theology, bur similar
sttands can be found in orher world
religions.

Theology. rhen, is rhe srudy of a
r€ligion flom the inside. Ir assumes
that the fairh is true. Then ir seeks lo
explore it more fully, and often ar-
rempts to relare rhat fairh to chaneine
world situarions. Theolosv is aliavi
grounded in a relisious r;;dirion. 

-

The scholar
rne 'scholarly approach' ro relieion
means a neurrli. non-commi'tted
rorm of studv. It looks at the form of
a leligion: ir'does nor ask wherher it
rs true.
. The phrase .scholarlv aDDroach' is

oecepdve if it means lhar' relieiouspeople cannot adoor an inrelleirual
approach ro relieious thinss. Vervolten they can and do. But rihe schol'-a.rlY, obiecrive or scientific De6Dec-uve is one which emohasizes'rhe

outward and visible asDecrs ofa rel is-
ion. even when this means describin-e
the narure of people's religious exi
periences, rather than DinDoint ins
the great issues of rrurh ind awarel
ness of God as felt by the believer
himsell It is possible for rhe religious
person to speak in one context as a
believer about the intimate thinqs of
his religion, and in anorher 

-as 
a

scholar about the way his fellow-
believers see things.

\What, rhen, are the different
methods scholars have adopred in
studying rhe whole subiecr of rel ie-
ion? And whar are rhe kev ideas rhir
wi l l  help u-s understand rhe'scholarly
approacn i

Reductionism
The differenr approaches are nor, of
course, mutually exclusive. In facr
each method of study can add to our
total picture.

This is in conrrasr to the 'reduc-
tionism' of some approaches which
try to explain everlthing in terms of
one theory. Religion is 'nothing bur'
economic) sexual or evolutionary
ctrlves.

For instance, Man explained
religion in economic terms. Freud
explained it in sexual terms. Some
nineteenth-century anthropologisrs
explained ir simply in rerms of evo-
lution.

The anthropologists
Anthrcpology is the srudy of human
behaviour: religion as a pattern of
behaviour can be obseNed like any
other humaD acriviry.

As a discipline ir has added enor-
mously to what we know of DeoDles
throughour rhe world. parr icul;r ly
the more primirive tribes. Anthlopol-
ogists from the last century on have
been particularly keen to study such
tribes because they wele interested to
relate lhe new science to the rheory of
evoluIl0n.

Evolution
The work of Charles Darwin pro-
vided scholars wirh rhe kind ofrheor-
etical explanation of religion which
had oot been present in the eight-
eenth-century arguments of philos-

'No.ono can
undorsland mankind
wilhout
unde.!tandinq tho
faiths ol huminitv.
Som€limes naive-.
somolimea
ponelrat ingly noble,
aomenmea ctude.
somelimes subtld.
somelim€a crugl.
sometimea sulfuaod
by an overpowgring
gontloneSa and lovo,
som6lime8 world-
affirming, aomslimes
negating lhe world,
somglimes inward.
looking, Bometimes
univ€rsal iBtic and
missionary minded,
somotimeE shallow
and ofleh profound-
rol igion has
permoalod human
li lo since oarly and
obscure t imos. '

N nian Smad, Rel/glors

The Study of Religion
Douglas Davies

Whar is religion? There have been
many definir ions. Some have simplv
described ir as 'bel ief in spir irual
oerngs . (Jthers have anempted more
comprehensive definitions in telms of
beliefs or a descrip on of pracrices.

Jome ot the dttferent approaches
to retrgton are as fol lows:
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ophcrs sLrch es ( i . \ l ' .F- Hegcl and
[ . ( i . I I e rde r .'  

Instcad of abstract ideas of pro_
qress and derclofmcnt. scholars such
is I l .B. 1'r1or, J.G. F'razer and \\ ' .
Robertson Smith. $hose $'orks span-
ncd the pcriod belrveen 1870 and
1920, souShI Io idenrif- !  specif ic
Dcriods lhrough {hich man had
oassecl, bv characterizing lhe bel ieis
held during these succcssive eras.
Thcv namcd lhese slegcs of rel igjous
l i fc according lo thcir own, largclY
speculal ive. theoJl '  of, lhe dominant
conccrn presenl ln cacn one,

Often rcl igjon \eas said to ceasc lo
bc signi l icanl oncc science replaccd i t
as ir  sl lge j i r  human thought. This
was a characterist ic argumcnt of Sjr
T.(i. Fr.rzcr, $'hose book The Golden
lloag, is still in prinr cven though it
is morc a work olspcculat ion than of
fact.

Functionalism
Thc twcntieth centurv saw a mlrked
diffcrence of approach ro the srudl of
rel igion, and in part icular the ques-
t ion ol rhe der'clopment of rel igion
changed i IS l i )rm. Instead of asking
the c\ '( tulrontrv quesl lon ol ho\\ '
rcl igion l i rst originarcd. anlhropol-
ogists chosc to ask s hat function $as
scrvcd bl rel igion in each parucular
sociclv rr hcrc i t  occurred. Ihc
anlhropologisl E.E. F-r 'ans Pritchard
cxprr:ssed rhis neal l ! ,  sal ing lhal
'rel igion is $hirt  rel igion does'.
Bronisla\\ '  Malioowski ( 188'+ l9'12)
abandoned lhc historical dimension,
prolerr ing ro studl intcnsively rhc
role playcd by rel igion in the Trob-
riand lsland community rvhere, as an
Austr ian cit izen, he u'as inlerned
during \vorld \{'ar L

MaLinorvski hcl ieved that therc
wcre scicnti l ic la*s of culture and
thrt rhe_v could also be applied to
rcl igion. I 'he indi! idual biological
necds ol laod, shcltcr, sex and
sccuritv c()uld also be vie.,ved as
social nccds which people providc tbr
corporir lelv rhrough economic, pol i t i
c ir1, kinship and rel igious insri tu-
l lons. l l i rgic \ !as uselul because i t
broughr one tui ln irLro a lcadership
Posrlx)n during r imes of cr isis in
sociel\ ' .  I t  mrdc some sorl ol posit ive
actnn possible and rherebl pre-

vcnled chaotic bchaviour. Rcl igion
alonE! \ \ , i lh magic providcd thc basjc
integrating forcr in socicl\ ' .  ior i t  rvas
thc response lo thc human dcsir! ' for
sur| ival.  I lagic. pcri i rrnred in the
face of natural calamitr ' ,  providcd a
psrchological supporl l i )r  pcoPlc's
fear. , \ luch of this lhcorl  rcsulted
from,\{al ino$ski 's obscrvel ion ol
primir i \ 'c socioly. bul as his privdte
diarics shorv publ ished long l l ter
his dcath his own lcars of lonel i-
ncss. thc dark. and ol dcalh probably
guidcd the way hc constructed his
thcory ol rcl igion.

Structuralism
Aficr thc |  95()s, anlhropologisls
turncd thclr r l tcnl i{)D more to the
rolc ol rel igion as an cxprcssi()n ot the
structLlrc of thc idcas. valucs and
beliefs of a socielv. 

' lhcy 
Llrew a

picrurc of thc relat ionships rvhich
ex i s t cd  bc t r vccn  doc l r i r l c s . ' l hcv
askcd horv people ergued, horv thcv
organizrd thcir bcl ici .s. and rvhet rvas
lhe inncr logical prl tcrn ol a rcl igion.

For cxanrplc. r ' i l luge l)  udd hists
cscape painlul expcri tnces b) mcans
of etorcists: ho\! do lhcv square this
u i th thc Buddhist idcal st ich denics
thc val idi l \  of such cxorcism? Or
ho\\ do Christ lan groups relate thcir
bel iel i  about c\tr ldav lr le lo lhe
concefl  of thc l  r ini t \ '? l  his slruc-
tural ist approach drir*s t l lcnlron to
Ihc organizal ion oi hurnan thought,
and to lhc wr] '  nl lo brtnl ls an or_
dered pettern lo his c()mplex $orld.
I ioL insrancc. lhc l ' reDch rnlhropol-
ogist Claudc Lrvi Slrauss has sludicd
tl ic question of how {his works out in
thc case () l  mYths.

The psychologists
! f lhcrcas in Ihe niDelcenlh centurY
scholars \{erc happy () comblne
anthropologicxl idens wilh thosc
conccrninlt  lhc hunl.rn mind. in lhe
rwcntirth ccntLtrv th(j  mind hds bccn
singled out i i rr  specir l  al tcnt ion bv
thc pslchologist\ .  Sigmund Irreud
dren heevi l l  l ion c\1)hrt lonlry an-
thropolog\ ' .  cspeci.r lh irorr \ \ ' i l l iam
Robertson Snrith s frnrous 1-, irrr[ 's
01 th. Rtl tguttt  r ,  11. .S,Lrrrt ' r  l l i l89 .
but his sish \\ ' i is lo \hoN how thL'
underlying po*cr ol the human

; r , - - i .s  r , r . i  .  1. , - :
s . -a,- : j  f , , : .s  j t -ar t  . "s l / i i '

Gj.:rrj ai. ',, a-.h a/,rr
liLi r,:r ra araia irfris a:
: t l ]a sr iJ  : i , i

r * I
$a: .,

E

E*&
.
,g
\\.-
N\

n.rr
,iilll l1 i .rr

- - . ' J t i  1 l



nrinJ. grounilcd rn ir  kind of sc\url
cDcrg\ cr l lcd thc l ibrt lo. asrr ibcd to a
go.l  l igurr r l l i tudc uhich ori .qrnelcd
in  rhc  ch i l t l  s  r c l a t i onsh ip  l i t h  h i s
l r unLU l  l r l hc r .

I ' roiodion' lhis 
inl f(r( luccs u mlior- conccpl in

r  c l i g i ous  s tL r r l i c s :  t h l l l  o l ' p ro i cc t i on ' .
i l  l t ' l l l  \ \ 'hi ! l r  cnrLrl lces not onlv t lre
f : , r cho I rg r c r l  upp roach  o l  l : r eud  bu t
. r l : o  t hc  ru r l r c r  ph i l osoph ie l l  a rgu -
rn !n l  o1  I r r L l r r h i r r h  l l l 0 . 1  7 l r .  nh r r
. l . r i | l r f . l  l h r r  : r l r cn rcn t s  t l bou t  ( i od
\ t r f  r f l l l l \  l (J  l r r  L lndf fs looLl  as s l ,Lre-
rr rn l \  r l r ( i r l t  nr ln.  , \ \ rn h i id lcndrd io
f o n \ l r u ! i  1 ( i c r i \  ( ) 1  ( ; o d  a n d  t h c n  I o
I r , l i  r t  t l r r r r  l s  r h , ) L r g h  i h c l  h r d  r
r e i l l r t \  ' . 1  r i r a j r  ( J \ \ n  F o r  l  p f o F e r
L r n ( l r r \ r . r  , l i r q  ( i i  L h r ( ) l o l l r  o n e
s h o u l J  r .  r  r  r  , .  t  h i q  n r o c r s s  . r n J  i n t c r '

l ) r r r  r r l r g i L i i \  d o c i r l n r  i  h u n r i n
r (  f n l . .  l ' . r . l r r  h . l . h  l n l l u f n . . J  . \ 1 a r \
l n r l  I : n g c 1 ' .  i r : r J  t h c r c b |  t h .  r i s c  o i
! ( i r l l r n l r n r \ r  n j i r c l \  u i l d  l 1 \  ' .  r r \ \  o l
f r l i t r ( ) r r  r s  u n  l , L L l n r ( ) J c L l  \ r \  t , l  i n l c r -

l r r r l l n !  l i l  r
l : r  L  L r J  l l . r ' i l c i r J c L l  t h r t  r c l r g i o L t s

f o \ r l i L i n \  ! \ c r .  n t i  l o ! s c r  u \ c i L t L  l d
r r r . r n .  u '  h r  h o , , k  7  l r ,  I  r r t r l l J t  . : , r
- /1 i r r . r , , i r  I , . r l -  .1, : . r rh 'hLurtLt  hcr t

i r l ( r r a a l l t , n  t (  ' f f D  l t (  r l L u i i L i n .  i h a
lrLrnr . r r  nrrnJ lc . rdrn! :  nr . rn . i \ r . r !  f ronr
l r u l l l  . L n J  r . r l l r l \ .  r r t t l  t h c r c l , r r  t o  t ' t
d e p L , r ' c J .' l h r  

r s r  c h l i , r r : r s t  \ \ 1 l l 1 r n r  J . r m . !
r ( l ( i f l f ( l  . l  f r l l r  . f  nr( i rc  po\r i i \ 'a  i r t t l
1 u ( l r  r o  j h r  r , , l r  r t  I c l i g r o n .  l n  T l i i
l , r r r , t r , '  r ' 1  / i , l ; r ' , r r r  l : r 1 ' .  n , r r ' r
I 9 1 ) 1  .  h e  s r ! . . r  l L r l l  J r \ r r i n l r o n  o l

r . l lS lor . ls  r \Jrr r icnrrs fos\ .s\ t r l l  h\
v. r r ious ptople.  c()nr l r i i r jng rnd con
t r . r s r r r r g  \ h u  h c  c i r l l e . i  r h c  r . ' l i g r o n  o f
h u r l l h \  m i l ] d f l l n e \ s  \ \ i 1 h  l h a l  o f  l h e
s r . k  \ (  ) u  l '

I i r l  J . rnr ts.  rc l rg i ln t , r r  o1 , , l l t te. in
h c l f l n g  n r r n  t o  l i ' , e  l L  p o s i t i r e  a n t l
c ( ) r l r r g c o u \  L i l c .  I t  K a s  s e e n  i r s  u l r i -
nralc l r  ebout thc lact  rhr t  rherr-  rs
s()urc lh i r rg $rong rv i th us.  rnr l  \ r th
\ \ l l |s  01 sx! i r1[ j  us l iom lhar \ \ rong-
n c r s .  I n  o t h c r  \ ! o r d s .  r c l t g i o n  h c l p s
nlrn 1o i r . .c f r  l i i lnscl f  . rnd his l i l_e-
c(mdi l ioD rrrhcr  lhrn l : l l l ing prcv to
t h c  i n i i r n l i t i e s  o f  h i s  l i l e .  ; \ l l  t h i s  i s  o l
Posrt i \ 'c  rd!anlagc Io IJ l rn.  so thal
Jrmcs r l ic i  nol  scc rc l ig ion ds an
l l lus ion wi lh no rcal  lururc as Freud
l h ( r u s h 1  r t  l o  b c .

The sociologists
' fhe 

disc ip l inc o l  socrr logr l l :o t l
r 'e l ( rped rrprLi l r  in  thc c l t l  lv  tut  nt i i . r
c e n t u r \ .  I l e r e  l o r  l h c  i d c u  o l  n r L ) j r L
t ion \ \ i ts  o1 t r r t . r t  s igni l icurree.  I . i I
t lcuLnr l \ ' l i r  l - :nr i lc  I )urkh! inr  I  l35l i
1 9 1 7 r .  I I i s  l l m o L t s  s t L t d r  r r l  7 1 '
I : lontnt<tn l .ornts t l  t l t t  l l r l tgunts l . t
o$ed l l l l lch lo lhc sxrrrc le l lL l r rs I
lLobef lson Smith $hich hrc l  r lso rr
f lu | .nccLl  I i rcud.  l r  prcsLlp l ) ( 'srd
c\1) lL l I lonrn Nff ro. lah l ( )  rc l lgror
buI  c l iL l  n( ' r  lc .cpl  lhc v ic\  r l r
ro l iSious idcrs \ \ 'crc s impl \  nr is lu,
ing products o l  lha huln l r l  r l r in l
I  Ierc l  )urkheinr  rs l  \ ( \  ro l t jq '

F i l r led eompinv h( i lh \ \  i lh  r

f j s \ . h o l o g \  { i l  l r r l r L r L l  r r ) L l  l h . . l ] e f l r l
r i \ ' .  r n l h r ( J l o l o g \  o l  I i r T d  l ) L r l
I lc im \v i t \  L( 'n\1n. , j ( l  rhrr  rher.  \ \
somathrng 1. l : . l i  ln  fa l igron- . rnr l  t l r
m l ] n  \ \ e !  n o l  J c e c r r r n g  h i n r s e l l
i d e n l i l \  i n g  t h d  r . r l i t r  L r r r r l t r l r  r r r !  r
l j e i o u \  h . h r t r i ( ) u r  h f  r l : r '  p r L r t t . t  . , , : :

1 1 . l n \ '  \ \ ' i l h  l h c ( , l r g r f r l l  ( r l l u n . L l r L , r l
l o r  t h c  r c r l i t r  l n l l L r . n ( l n c  f . l i ! i r ) n .
c n n l e  l t ,  b c l i c \ f .  i '  r r e r c t ' .  r t ' c l l

I ) u r k h c r n r  \ \ . r \  u r  n r  r o . r ' u t , r ,
\ r ' i t l t  Ihc idr ' . i  1,1 \L, i r r i \  r r \  I  r fLrr l  \ !
\ \ ' i t l t  i l - f  i l r lar in\ !1()u\  nr i i r !1 l r f  I
l i e r t J  r h . r t  L h c f c  ! \ r \  r  L l r l l r I c n t  .
o 1  r c r i i l \  . r l  \ i j r l i  i n  \ o . r i r i  r r o l l
i ; t i l r  r h r l  r n  l n J r \ i J u r ! 1  l i ! . .  S , t r r .
. l r u l L l  h f  \ t L l L l l . J  o l u r h . r :  h L r r . t n L .
s t L l r  . L l  f l r n t r .  l { c l r g r , r n  l . r .  t l
h u m r n  r ; t i r i t r  r r h i L h  . p o l L  . r l . ,
\ L i . l r l  r . l l r l \  \  h r l e  u ' i n g  \ \ 0 r r 1 .  L r h , ,
g0Ltr

I n  o n c  s c n s c  l ) L u k h c r n r  r r u . . r . 1 , , t , ,
r n g  r  s i I n r l l r  o u l l ( ) r l  t ( ,  I  f L r . r l ) . l r l r
Ihr t  nr . rn r r l r r . l \  ser 'nt r  to hcl rer t ,  ,

r n r l  t ( i  s f n k  r h o r l  ( i o J .  r r h r [ . r ' e . i ] l
t r L k r n g  L r b o L r t  h t s  o \ n  r r c i u l  r | r , r
\ \ i l h r ) u l  r c l l i r i n g  r r .  I l L l r  r ( , r  1 ) L r l
h e i m .  * h o  d i J  n o r  b e l i r r c  i n  u  ( i , '
\ \ h o  e r r \ t s  i n  h i s  o r r n  r i g l r t  r r r .
lnd! ' lcndcnlL\ 'o l  nr i l11.  \ocrr l \  is  su!
r n  i n r l l r r r l i r n l  t h i n g  t h r t  r t  e . r r r . , r r r ,
p l c l c l \  h l l  I h c  p h c c  o l  ( i o d .  S o i r r : t r  r
Ihcrc bciore I  urn l . r r rn rn. l  cr i r r
a i lcr  mv darth.  I t  g ives nrc i r lcas ul l
l e n g u a g e  l o  l h i n k  r n d  \ p c r k  \ \ ' i l h .  I
protccrs nte inel  nr i rkrs l r .  c  le,
\ r o r t h v  o f  l i l e .  S o .  d | s P i t c  t h t  1 r , .
t h d t  m a n  p r o j c c l s  r l l  l h c s .  i d c l s  ( ) n r ,
a god hgurc.  rhc idcr :  lhr l l lsr lv i  \  r r r  t
t r u e .  l r n d  N h a t  r \  n r ( ) r c .  l h r v  l l r r
ntcessar\  i f  socic l \ '  is  ro b(  h.1,1
logclhcr  i1s r  norr l  comnr r i r \

fli!|tii,li'dil?".
Eric Sharpe

WILLIAM JAMES
(r8{2-r9r0)
W ll  arn James, the
broiherof the ce ebrated
Amer can nove ist Henry
James. was chief ly
responsbe  n theyea rs
aroLr nci the tLr rn ot the
century tor popular z ng
the new subject of the
psycho ogy of rel igion.
A s 6oak The Varietiesaf
Religious Experience
( ' 1902 )  sacassc ,  and
s1 | \ ridely read today
Trained n medic ne he
taught both phys o ogy
ano psycnorogy ar
j larvard as ear y as the
1870s and n 1890
publlshed a celebraleci
textbook IhePrirclpies
of Psychoiogy Most ol
hisoiher books rnciuc ng
The Will to Belteve \1896)
Prcgmatisnl l9Al) anj
Hunan i.r,.norlelty
(r908) were or grnal y
co! rses oi leclures

n h s Ydrie|es he are!!
. iany va !able
d st nct ons between
types o{ relg o'Js
exoer enae lne oesl
knc,r','. re ng thal
betwee. the coi . . l 's i  a
re! gron oi hea th!.
rn no€dness ( iyD fec b_
Cl-r 'si  an ScrenceJ and
tie oessian'st a fe q oa
c l  i ' e  s  a f  3aL :
{ i . ac i c l l a  Ca  r  n  s rn l
He a so hac mLch to sa,r '
or mystlc sm anc

of conscrcusness many
years oelore the s!b)ecl
became Jash onable. He
came lrorn a
S\,!edenborg an
background. and h sown
re ig on \, !as an ind strnct
theism lar reffroved irom
orthodox Christ an ty
Aithough he s st I  vvorth
reao ng n s approacn
lvas too ndividua st c.
anci he had l t t le to say
abo!tthe corporate
aspects of re ig on. His
melnoos loo !!ere
ser ous y cal ed n
question by the depth.
psycho og sts (Fre!d
Jung and their lo lowers)
and are hardly appl lcab e
today.

WILLIAM
ROBERTSOiI
sMtTH (t816_91)
Robedson S.. i th best
known ior his ma!ister al
Dook lectures on lhF
Re/gion of ihe S-"mi les
(1889 )  wasamns ie ro f
the Free Churcfr ol
Scotland n lB70l-e
became Prolessor of O1d
Testament Stud es at the
Free Church Co ege r i
Aberde-"n. In the -"ar y
T880s he was d snr ssed
from hrs chaif for
unscnptural teach nal
and n 1BB3 was el-"cl-"( l
Professor of Arabic al
Cambridge. A ibeft i
evange cal ne was
responsib e 10r br ng nq
toqether trad t ona
phr o og cal st ldy ot lhe
B b e ani the new
ns qhls o{ anthroDo ogy

He frsl v s led Nodh
Air ca n 1B;9. and ,\ 'as
rqpressed by the
exrstenc-o oi tolem srr l
an onlJ th-o Srna
Eecou r l .  i h  s ' es !  t ed  .
h s f irsl  Talor work
Kinshrp aid M.1n)aQe tF
Er l / y  A rab /a  (1885 )  nhs
at-'r Lecirre.s he
conce.lrated on the
acnceot ol sacr f .e
,.rF Cr  ̂ e saw ess as 3
ioa ira.sacl on l lan as
a ar:a: c3 n eans a_
estab lsh.g colr l ' lJnioa
v\ th de ty He also
recogf'red that n
r-o lq on cuslorn and
r t,.ral are oiten Trofe
s aln fcant ihaf systerrs
o i  be  re1 .  and  i ha t  t , s
v tal y mportanl lhat the
StU0enl 0e an accurale
ano sympathetlc obseryer
oi the prilci cal s d-" of
re igion. H s nf l lence
v\ras wroespreaci: ne
nsp red J 6. Frarer to
study totem sm and was
a forerunner ol the
soc o og ca study ol
re igion.- for wh ch
reason ne a mosr
a one amonQ nrs
conlemporar es s
st I  respected among
soclo ogrsls ano
anihropo og sis Desp te
his brush with

ffiil.#l{"ffi:r"'
.omoarat ve re lg on ,
Firecir ch Mar Mul er was
the son o1 a Geranan
Rornantic Poel rle
stud ed n Le P2l9 ano In
Pars where lre Degan
h s frst malor worK a
monLrrnenta edltron ol
ihe Sanskr t  iext ol the
R/gr Yeda, P!blrsneo ln
lour vo umes Delween
1849 and 1862 He sett ed
n Eng and In_1846 and
spent raost oTlhe .
remainderoT nls lTe n
Oxiord, becomrng
Professor oi Col.nPafaiive
Phi o ogy rn 1868. A
prol i fc wr ter. h s ater
books Inc udecl
Camparattve Mvlhology
(1856J. lnltoductton to the
Science af Reltgian
(1813). lndta. What can tl
teach us? ( l883) ancl
many other works
nclud nq three serres ci
G fJord Leciur-as and rwc
vo  umes  o l0e rscna l
rem nrsceraes Fi€ \, !as
a l so responsbe io r
edrt nq the ff tV.volLrrne
series oi Sacr;o Eooks of
the Fast-st ll an
nva uab e soLtrce for the
sludy of rel ct on

Max Mu ler brouqhi the
19 qlons ol th-" wor d lor
Ine trrst f  me to ihe not ce
ot lhe EngIsh speal"rna
Publc interOreted to l l -re
west the anc ent and
modern rel q ons of n.l a
n a vital f  soanet mes
o osyncratr wa,,.  H s
rneoaes that re rd on
arose throuclh ihi
Persof fcation of natural
Pnenomena have on th-oolner hand been v/hol v:uperseded

EDWARD AURNETT
wLoR (r832*19r7)
In i ts earyyears the
study oi comparative
re g on was mLrch
concerned w ih the or g n
and evolui on of rel gion
as a !rn versa human
phenomenon. E B. Tylor
who n 1896 becarne
Br la n s frst professor of
anthropc ogy, ln the
1860s co ned the term
an m si i  tc descr be
what he bei eved io be the
earl est s:age n thrs
o ^ l r ^ ^ , r , . , ^ . o c . i

s n p e  b e r e i  n  s p  r t u a l
be ngs . iy or studred ;n
Mex co. th s r sI res{r tei
n h s frst book Anahuac
(l861I l1e s!rsectuent l /
p!b strec Researahes
tn!a the Ea.if Histary cf
Mankrno (-865). anc h s
r 'rosl macrlant lvor(
I n.n i! t /e C ! i lti re (181 1,)
n r, 'h cl ' ihe an .n srn
iheo . r  scea | " i s t a tec
8r ei ly t  ,s iFat eai y
.-4. s:!cer ences cl
, j ream ana i .anc3 ec n i f
i . - r t ' a  a : i  e ; . ;
aeSaraie aci anr, 'ral .
fr  f i 'se I anc aterto
postLr ate the existence ol
sun,/,ng sou s (ghosts).
and oi many such so! s'
n an ma s. plants lhe
atmosphere etc. Out of
this be el in sou s or
< ^  r  t <  l F o ' .  o  , . n 1  ' : 1  |

. l o , o . . o n  F , o  o J  , .  . ^ . 1 (

As an evo Lttronary
theory, thrs rs of very tt le
val!e. but t  cioes
represent accLrrately the
wav  n  wh  ch  p r  ma l (and
other) peop es lookonthe
Lrnseen wor d Ty or s
exampre, aswe as
provid ng forthe f rst t ime
a way of understand ng
re g on at a basic eve
serve0 to porf]l
anthropo oqy along a
paih wh ch t si  l to some
extentlol iows
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ecclesiastical authority,
he remarned warmlY
evanoelical in l ' ] is
personalbel ie{s.

T{ATHAI{
SODERBLON
(r866-rofi)
The link between
comParative rel igion and
Christ ian theology was
firmlv established in the
earlipart oJ the twentieth
century by a 0roup ol
scholars of whom Nathan
Soderblom was perhaps
the most outstanding.
Born the son ot a
Lutheran country minister
in Sweden, from 1894 to
1901 he was Swedish
legatron pastor in Paris;
in 1901 he became
Prof essor of Comparative
Rell0ion in Uppsala and
remained in this post
until h s elevation to the
archbishopric of Uppsala
in 1914, a post he
occupled unt lhis deaih
in 1931. His scholarly
work spanned many
flelds, among them
lranian studies, Luther
studies, mysticism,
Cathol ic modernism and
general comparative
rel iaion.

Though few of his
many oooxs were
translated into English,
his Giiford Lectures lhe
llvlrg God(published
posthumously ln 1931)
were wldeiy read in thelr
day. He endeavoured to
locate historica
Protestant sm within
Christ ianitv, and
Christ ianit t  within the
rel igions ofthe world. He
d rew va uable
distinctlons between
mystical '  and'revealed'

forms ol rel igion, and
later between two f orrns
ol mysticism,'mysUcism
oi personality' (Paul,
Luther) and'mysticlsn] ol
the inf lni te'  ( lndian
rel igion). As well  as this
academic work,
$derblom made an
invaluable contribution to
tweniieth-centurv
Chrishanity as one of the

faihers of the ecumenical
movement.

RUDOLF OTTO
(r869-rs37)
Educated at Erlangen and
Gdttingen, mostof Otto's
careerwas spent In
teaching posts at
Gottinqen, Breslau and
Marbuig. After earlywork
in Luther studies, he
iurned his attention to the
philosophy and
psychologyof rel igion,
and after '1911 to the
study of Indian rel iglons.
His best-known and mosf
important work, Ihe /dea
af the Holy, fi'sl appeared
in German in 1917, and in

English ln 1923. ln t ,  he
attempted io showthat
rel igion begins wilh ' the

sense oT lne num nous ,
that is, of a mysteriously'other'deity both
fearsome and tascinating
(numen = deity). This
book became a religious
classrc.

His later Indian studies
included Mysticlsm Easf
and West(1932) and
lndia's Religion of Grace
(1930), and a cri t ical
edlUon of the thagavad
G i ta (Th e O tig i n a I G ita,
1939). In 1921, convinced
of the importance of
l iv ng, inter-rel igious
dia ooue, he inaugurated

the Inter 'Rel ig ous
League, which was not, l
success. In his lastYear!
his international ism
caused him to tal l foul of
the NaziOovernment in
Germany, and he died r
1937.

Otto's most lasting
contribution to the stud!
of religion lay in his
insistence on the
importance of immedlatl
non-rat ional experience
to any estimate oi the
nature of re igion.
Athough lhe /dea of th.l
Hotwas not a ways we
understood, t spoke
direci ly to the mind ot th'
twentieth century, and
helped lay the
foundaiions for much
laterwork n the a.ea ot
personar re rg ous
exper ence an0 or
mystrcrsm.

The nineteenth-century
i ntetest i n anthropology
was arcu'ed by
expeditions such as
Charles DaNin s warla
voyage on boatd HMS
Beagle.

The posi l ive funcr ion oi .  rc l ig ion

was somcthing takcn.  . '9 .Dt .  l l t^  "  
' ' i  "

l o g i s r  l l a x  \ e D e r  i l n o +  l Y l u . \ \ n o

.o-ueht  to shol \  hu\r '  re l lg lous- locJ\

inf l ienceJ the act l re soLlal  . l l lc .u l  J

sroup.  His famt 'u\  stuo\  o l  /  / , r  11rt_

isun Lthi t  at t t )  thc.s l t t l t . r t  LLt l t t t l l '

tsrr  SOLlSht to sho\ \  ho\  lnc LJI \ ln l \ l

idea of  prcdesl lnal lon led oel le\  cr \  l ' )

t d o p l  a n  e a r n ( s t  d n d  r a l l o n J l - l l l . ' l n

whi ih thel  endcavoured to Iu ln l  lht r r

cal l ing as good s lc\ taros or  l ror l  \

gracL- Thi \  led tu the \ l tuaI Inn In

which (ommcrce lno InousrrY coulo

develon raP,J l \ ' .  \ r i rh ma\ jmunr in

vcslmcnt oI  capl la l  ano nl ln ln l t l I l l

loss of  uncrgy bv thuse respunsible

for  producl i , 'n  nf  goor js-  l i t l ig i , ,us

idcas thus mot lvate man s acl rcn ln

the world, rather than-as Malx

cla ime d-provid ing an anacsthcl ic

for  wor ld ly l i fe.

Religion as
phenomenon
'Phenomcnologl '  di f fers from thc
previous approachcs by concernrng
irself  neithc|rvith the hislorical origin
of religion nor \\'ith the funclion ol r
rcl igion in conlemporar! si luatjons.
It  sels out to classif l  thc phcnomena
that are associaled \\ i th rel igious tra-
dit ionsr obiects. r iruals, doctr ines. or
fccl ings. Each phenomcnologist
identi f ies {,har he rhinks is thc css
cnce of these phcnomena, and scts
about describing rhcir in{ luence upon
man.

ogv crnnol dcal $iIh qucsl ions of
trulh. I l  c n onl!  dcscribe \\hat can
bc sccn bv rn outsidc obscncr.

The historical approach
, \ l i rcca I i l i rde u as born in Bucharest
in 1907. and has rvorked and l lught
in mrnt pNrls ol rhe !\ 'or ld. I Ie is the
bcsl-kno\\ n !nd m()sl inl luenl ial rep-
rcscnlrt i \ 'c () l  lhc slud! oJ the histolr
ol rcl igrons. Ir  is di l l iculr lo disr in-
gDish clcrr l \  bcl\ \ 'een blslorians and
phcnonrcnohgisrs of rcl igion bccausc
thcir pcrspcetives are similar. So
rvhi le l l l iadc sceks to discover how
rel igions hrve dcvelopcd throulth
their hisloricxl phascs. his ajor con-
ccrn is with the idca of rhc 'holy' .

4 Cu.._rr l r rs i  i r . . i r r . r  ,
k l leelS 0l j - I l r ts  1|r , t1rr , . ,  r , /
lhe Er lnh;  n r : r l r r i r ,  r r r

I,j
I
i

Gcrardus van der Leeuw (1t90,
1950) was among rhe mosl dis
l lnguished of phenomenoloqists of
rcligion. For him, po.u,.er 

- 
is rhe

source and underlying cssence ol_ all
rctlglon; il is mdnifested in manv
wnys. lrom thc idca of nrrn in
Melanesran rcl igjon ro the J\\e xnd
wonder expcrienced in the \rorld
rclrgrons. Hi\ nh!-nom<nolor\ i \  u
descript ion 

" l  
rhc man.,.  r i ;rvs rn

whic'h 'man 
conducrs himself in his

rclat lon to po\\ 'er,.  Sith,at ion comes
aboLrt whcn the source of po*.er ispossessed oa a(tained.

n pcrson,s rel iqious exocricncc
cannot, of coLrrse.-be obsei led bv
someone else. The phenomenoloeist
can only see the ionsequcnccs_ ofpeople's experience. So phinomenol

{
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The enarmaus Hindu Wat
at Angkor, Kampuchea,
is almost a mtle square.
< )  t , , - )  t h . l . . l  h \ .  )  v . . l

cloister and moat, the
central shrine reprcsents
the hubofthe universe.

\(/hat are the various ways in which
mankind becomes aware of rhe holy?
His task leads him to discuss
'hierophanies' the ways in which
the sacred is manifested-including
sacled places and persons.

For instance, Jesus Christ was said
to be the supreme hierophany
because in him the sacred, which
normally belongs ro a realm totally
different from our own, is manifested
in something belonging emirely ro
our world, his human nature. Eliade
believes that the Western world has
allowed its ability to perceive rhe
sacred to witherJ and that the task of
the history of religions is to help it to
regain this sense of the holy within its
materialistic life.

Eliade resembles Rudolf Otto
(1869 1937) whose famous book Z/te
Id.ea of the lloly asserted thar the
central reality oftrue religion lies in a
sense ofthe magnetic and awe-inspir-
ing nature of the source of religious
experience. Some critics argue that
this approach, which does not ques-
tion the exislence of a divinity but
rather seems to presuppose the exist
ence of a supernatural realm) has
sought to foster religion rather than
to be a dispassionate study. Histor-
ians and phenomenologists may reply
rhat they seek only to avoid reduc-
tionism and to treat the evidence wirh
the seriousness it deserves and in a
method appropriate to it.

Comparative linguistics
In 1888, the same year that Smith
gave the Burnen Lectures on 71rc
Religion of the Semites, Friedrich Max
Mi1ller delivered the Gifford Lec-
tures entilled Natural Religion.
Miiller told how he became en-
tranced as a young man with the idea
of translating the sacred texls of
India, how his early work in lhe'science 

of language' led him ro a
study ofmythology and linally ro 'rhe

science of religion'. Religion is rhat
mental state which'enables man to
apprehend the Infinite under differ-
ent names', and the science of relig-
ron rs llre attempt to retrace the

development of the names given to
the gods.

Miiller's study of religion is thus q
study of language. For instance, the
Latin derr, rhe Sanskrit de"a, and rhe
Greek rDeos are related and refer Io
the idea of brightness. He is usually
remembered for his notion of tl6
'disease of language': the descriptiot
given to something actually becomeg
its name, and then is imbued wirh a
narure all of its own. It is as thougfi
man forgets that he has given a nams
to something, and comes 10 believe
that it has a reality and power 14
itself, as in the case of the bright sun
becoming a deity in its own right
Miiller's work has been largely for-
gotten in the rwest, but he is still
recalled in India as the man who
opened up the sludy of Eastern tex$
and stimulated an enlire generation
of later scholars of comparative rejig-
ion. He laid the solid foundation of
attemp(ing to classify and order the
vast amounl ofmaterial in a systema-
trc way.

Theory of meaning
In place of the evolurionary approach
to religion inheriled from the nine-
teenlh century! there is now emerg-
ing another idea which may well
provide an inregrating theory for the
study of religion. This approach
stresses man)s drive to establish a
mcaningful world oflhought and lile.
I1 avoids all simple cause-and-effcct
arguments! and encourages us to look
at the complex inter-relationshlps
rvhich exist between man and his
envtronment.'!fle 

might call this approach the
'theory of meaning'. It is much more
concerned with what religion does for
people norv, than wilh how religio!
might have originated in the past- lt
sees each man as one pattner rn-
volved in an exlensive series of co -

municalions with olhers, receiving
feedback from rhem and changing his
own oudook in the process. Thls
model of meaning further emphasizcs
the dynamic nature of religion and cn
religious experience.


