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1. According Lo snthropolopgist Clifford Geertz, the fundemental
cneralization to be made about humen existence is that a human being 3s . “a
symbolizing, conceptualizing, mraning=-seeking animal," for whom "the drive

to nake scense out of expericonce, ho give 1t form snd order, is evidently as

real and as pressing as the more familiar blolegical needs." BRut to seek
neanine is bo presuppose that some meaning is to e found, jJjust as the drive
to make sense ocub o experience evidently assumes thalt sense can in fact

be made out of 1t. Recognlzing this, I allow myself the genecralization sbout

wman existonce that te be human is both to live by faith--namely, the basic

{'aith tnat life does somehow make sense =znd that it has a meaning that can

in somekway be found--z2nd to seek understanding-—--namely, that understanding

of" which religion and science are both in thelr resvectively different ways
varticular Torms.
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?e The basic faith thalt 2ife has some kind of meaning and thet sense

el

can be made out of experience has historically found its primery explicit

expressilons in what we are accustomed to call religion, or the religiors .
nd this is brue even though, being as fundamental as this basic faith is,
it is ond must be expressed =t least implicitly in all the other so-called

seculer forms of culture as well, Dut insofar as we viow religilon not only

functionally, as the primary explicit form of basic faith in the meaning

ol 1ife, but also substantively, as consisting in certaln metaphysicsl and

mor-1 beliefs that contrast with certain other such fundsmental beliefs,

ge moy incline to think of religion as but one particular species of a

cenus thot we call "“ideology." 2o, for example, 1t may secm less paradoxical
Jarxism or Comrnunism, humanism or, for that matter,

Yastern-style  capitalist humanism as an ideology ihsn to eroak of 1t as


http:ideology.1I
http:needs.1I
http:sY::lholizi.ng

n

sione-=frelision” In our culturel tradition being peculiarly associszsted
with the theistic religion, or bellef in Cod, that has been formative of this
tradition, in the strictly functional sense of Lhe term "religion," however,

it ia arsueble thet ilapvism is

Christisndity is for Christiang,
and 80 on,
it if to be human is perforce to live by faith, wibth or withouth

1icit understonding of
ligdlon or eoven ideology, one cannot be hunan at a'l except by somehow un-

Sershondine onesel? =nd one's world s they are disclosed throush one's

senses and Jleary how so0 1o predict ond contrel the cvents of one's

exnerionce os to live, to Jive well, and, so far as possible, to live
better. n othsr words, simply as human beings we are beilngs who under-—
stand beth in the sense in which undorotnd’ne 1s involved in our basic

Taith in the meaning of 1ife and experience and in the sense in which

unierstonding is ‘nvolved in coping with the events of our exprrience

‘n the way just descri! 211 the higher forns of life maintain themselves

not only by adapting themselves to thelr envirconments but also by so =lter—

ing thelr environnents as to adapt the environments to themselves, their
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needs, their possibilitics, ebecs "m short, to be humen involves learning

how to control the course of events of one is a vnart, ond Tor this

recson Lt also Anvoelw s scoffynece and technology. in the very gencral senses
of the words, according to which "sclence'" mcans the human activibty of so
understanding events in the world as experienced, human os well as natuml,
3 to be oble to predict and control them for the sake of human good, and
thechnelogy! acans the a plication of such undervstonding co s to develop

prediction aund
guch , control,.

A

fle in my understanding, then, cclence ic most basically a mode of

ot a1

eirfoetive instrusents of
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nnlerstonding, or, noere e_}mu‘oly, of inguilry--a way ol asking o certain kind

of gquestion thet svises cub of our evistence s human beings given our dis-

interests in living, in living vell, »nd, I possgible, lilving

petler. "ut co, %00, as + understand it, is religion, most basically, a modae
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ilng or ingquiry--2 way of =siing a relsted but
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ind of gquesbtion thot likewlse arlses {rom our existence as such ~iven its

ANSWers

vitel Intercsts. U0 e sure, by "religion' we commonly e

eve becp clven to this question, Just as we sometimes use the word

"seloncet to refr, not to the proces: of critical juestioning that is

istinetive »F sclence, bul to sone or
ook place .

Tven tizne‘:’\ utb in religion oven as in sclence any snswer can De

by #l1 controry or cordiradicltory ong end co

iy forced beck on the process of religious questioning zs always move funda-

shop oy of the roducts of such o Tnorelligion just as nuch
ag in sclence, answers arce not and cannot be as fTundamental 25 questions.
Y. tow modern Testern history sver since the Renaissance but with

sevenboenth has bren

> thoroughgoing development of science o2nd tech-

Logether with the atlendant transt

oty

nd cultuwral exi8tence. Thus the whole of our ordinary
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coention! o;t ivich we ourselves with our secicnce-based tech—-

crrators hos inereossinely 4o e the place of the first as

the Larediate context in which we live, > he othrr congequences of
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dovelopoed, thoe woro o continued to manifest “lhecli-—-—-often in sone

1

7 Part of

friris bisorrve and o asl—trinitive forms. 'Why Ls th the explenation,

1o thot, while sclence snd beernology have ovorcome cerbsin forms of

Cependence ond Insecurivy, bhey have crented yeb others--witness the

pho now threstening cerbain states inthe ddwest as their coal suppli

drindle btownrd exhaustion. In fact, sclence and technolepy deliver more ar
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more of the dgermination of 1ife into the honds of thwe most vndependanle of

211 st rs osnd mistresses, man ond woma  themselves. Thus we have already

roesched thoe ¢f cveryone of ve, not to mentlon

the conbinus

the planet of 1ife itself, depend on the wisdom and the

1

restroant, or the leck thercof, of o few [2701ible morbels such as oursclves.
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effected by modern science cnd technolepy heve becn ot bast

fect cn

snd, ot worst, more negative than positive in thelr net ef
uing expansion of population, consunption of
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scientific and technoleogic=1 revelubtlions-—polnt
-] “

Lo the ghodow side of tiis revolution, as do the breakdown of traditional valucs
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