
Distinguish religion, philosophy and science. What difference does it make or why is it 

important to see this distinction? 

Religion: the belief in and worship of god or gods, or a set of beliefs concerning the 

origin and purpose of universe.1 The term is difficult to summarize but the following 

three quotes point out some of the most important features of religion: Religion is a “term 

used to designate all concepts concerning the belief in god(s) and goddess(es) as well as 

other  spiritual beings or transcendental ultimate concerns.” 2 Religion is “a set of 

symbolic forms and acts which relate man to the ultimate conditions of his existence.”3 

Religion is “a man’s total reaction upon life.”4 

Philosophy is the love and pursuit of wisdom. Philosophy is “the study of general and 

fundamental problems concerning matters such as existence, knowledge, values, reason, 

mind and language.” 5Philosophy is “an intellectual and mental activity” that “allows one 

to activate and stimulate one’s mind to reflect, critically assess and evaluate all human 

experiences and interests.”6 

Science, generally speaking, “deals with study and understanding of natural phenomenon, 

and is concerned with empirically (i.e., either observationally or experimentally) testable 

hypotheses advanced to account for those phenomena.” 7Science is “an enterprise that 

builds and organizes knowledge in the form of testable explanations and predictions 

about the natural world.” According to Aristotle, science is the “resulting body of reliable 

knowledge that can be logically and convincingly explained.” 8 

These are what distinguish the three concepts:  

Philosophy concerns basic issues such as reality, knowledge and truth, society, etc; the 

method of philosophical investigation is purely logical and theoretical. On the other hand, 

                                                 
1 http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Religion 
2 Penguin Dictionary of Religions  (1997) 
3 R.N. Bellah -  http://www.religionfacts.com/religion/quotes.htm  
4 William Penn -  http://www.religionfacts.com/religion/quot es.htm  
5 http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Philosophy  
6 http://www.canadacollege.edu/socialsciences/philosophy.html 
7 http://www.science20.com/rationally_speaking/difference_between_science_and_philosophy 
8 http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Science 

Comment [O1]: This one does not work, right?  
Nothing transcendental about core Buddhism or 
Confucianism and no god(s).  I say “core” 
Buddhism because some later forms do become 
less phenomenological and more metaphysical 
and do fit into this definition.   

Comment [O2]: This one works much better. 

Comment [O3]: This one is way to broad, and 
could include things that are not religion (politcial 
ideologies, the philosophy of Stoicism, etc) and it 
is too vague: What is a “total reaction”? 

Comment [O4]: If you are going to start with 
such flawed definitions (at least 1 and 3), use 
them to show how we go so wrong in our attempt 
to understand religion, science and philosophy, 
which is the final main point of the essay.  These 
poor definitions are a symptom of the problem, 
but the main issue is the actual damage that we 
do to ourselves and each other from our lack of 
understanding our condition and how religion, 
philos and science are distinguishable responses 
to that condition.  Each has value and each has 
limits.  Knowing what these are would cut down 
dramatically on human conflict within 
individuals, between individuals, and between 
cultures. 

Comment [O5]: These either do not go far 
enough or are flawed.  Just curious:  Any 
particular reason why you decided not to include 
the assigned reading on our website called 
Religion, Philospohy and Science”? 

Comment [O6]: You could improve this by 
saying a little about experimental design for 
testing hypothetial claims. 

Comment [O7]: Not phenomenological? 



science uses only empirical method of investigation and concerns about producing 

reliable systematic knowledge that can explain natural phenomenon. 

Philosophy and religion both concern fundamental knowledge of the universe and the 

state of being. The difference is philosophers use only rational, defensible knowledge in 

their methods of investigation. Religion supports its worldview with faith and authority; 

religion also usually uses some kind of supernatural entity or divine being to explain how 

the world works. 

It’s easier to differentiate science and religion since their focuses of interests are different 

– that of science is the study of nature, its forces through reliable methods to explain 

natural phenomenon; that of religion is faith through the revelation of a divine being. In 

the areas that science and religion overlap, what differentiates them lies in the fact that 

religion relies on “absolute statements that neither can be proved nor disproved” while 

science “evolves from relative truth and statements that can be testified and proven 

false.”9 

The relationship between these concepts is often talked about but seldom understood. 

Because of this, they “make incompatible claims, and they pose grave risks to each other, 

and society”.10 By seeing their differences we can also see their similarities, thus helping 

us to understand our world and ourselves better. 

Some of this is O K.  Needs further clari fication.  As I inquired above: Just curious:   Any particular 
reason why you decided not to include the assigned reading on our website called “Religion, 
Philosophy and Science”?  

Grade: 3½/5  

                                                 
9 http://www.physicsforums.com/showthread.php?t=2248 
10 http://www.iep.utm.edu/sci-rel/#H6 

Comment [O8]: OK.  Say more about this. 

Comment [O9]: It is not clear at all that 
philosophy produces “knowledge.”  It CAN clarify 
the possible boundaries of what counts as 
knowledge and why, etc..  So when you say both 
Religion and Philos both “concern” knowledge, 
that begs for clarity.  It would seem that science 
produces knowledge as does “common sense.”  If 
relgion does you need to show it or show what it 
is a response to (all religion is fundamentally a 
response to a felt need… what is it and what does 
religion do in that response?) 

Comment [O10]: Give as clear a statement as 
you can on what the methods of the sciences are 
or have in common that differentiates them from 
religion and philosophy. 

Comment [O11]: Yes, that is a central issue in 
religion, but is approached differently in the 
various religions and even science and 
philosophy require a faith in the efficacy of reason 
to achieve what they assume reason can achieve.  
One central feature of PHILOSOPHY not found in 
religion or science is the investigation of the 
limits of reason itself especially in Kant and post 
Kantian philosophy. 

Comment [O12]: This does not characterize all 
religion 

Comment [O13]: Buddhism does not fit here.  
It is based stictly on what CAN be “proved” or 
seen in direct phenomenological description of 
experience. 

Comment [O14]: Clarify.  If you mean that 
there are no standards (strict relativism), then 
that is false.  Science has very strict standards for 
testing  a certain limited range of types of claims.  
What is that method, what are its strengths and 
limits?  What can’t science do (for example, it 
cannot scientifically suport its own enabling 
assumptions such as: mathematizing phenomena 
is a legitimate basis for knowledge of how things 
are, cannot prove its assumptions about 
objectivity, etc..)  Science cannot deal with 
questions of value, cannot show us reasonable 
ethical standards for quiding human life, cannnot 
for example, test the Golden Rule to see if it can 
be supported as an ethical principle. 

Comment [O15]: Give some specifics 


