
 
Contrasting Religion, Philosophy, and Science 

 
Religion, Philosophy, and Science are our three leading sources to try 

to gain knowledge of the world around us and many of its wonders. It is very 
easy to see the close knit relation between these three concepts, because they 
all try to address the same questions, more or less, in some way or form. 
Questions about the self, society, truth, and meaning which gives us wonder. 
We cannot though however mistake them for being the same. 

One of the first noticeable distinguishing characteristics of religion 
that set it apart from philosophy and science is that it is not a testing 
procedure. Most religions have the notion of “truth” in an absolutist kind of 
way. Some have dogmas or an established mythical text. Our habituations 
are in use and the hermeneutical condition and phenomenology are not 
addressed for some of the more Abrahamic religions . Religion mixes in 
philosophic elements but always retains an authoritative link to a mythic 
context. The most important thing about that mythic context is not always 
that it exerts a dogmatic authority, but that it is historical. Religion always 
relates its truth to historical particulars, the actual source of the religion or its 
received tradition. As it perseveres through time it gains more credibility. In 
this sense of the word Religion, is not a testing procedure because it relies on 
its history instead of thinking very carefully and critically about such 
fundamental issues as self, society, reality, truth, meaning, value, reason, and 
philosophy itself . Skepticism isn’t such a great virtue for the most part in 
the Abrahamic religions which see blind faith as a virtue as opposed to how 
the sciences and philosophy receive skepticism which is with making 
changes. 

Philosophy acknowledges its hermeneutical condition and tries to see 
past the habituations that were spoon fed in order to have an inherent norm 
in the very process for deciding which practices are more healthy or 
unhealthy. It deals with phenomenology which is pre-theory making it 
distinguishable from science in its process for seeking truth. Philosophy 
looks into the mystery of “being”, and looks to break habits in order to 
transform oneself. To re-learn life. To see past our habituations about how 
we see the world in order to actually see it in its most primordial form. 
Philosophy does not contend to absolutes or relativist notions of truth but 
sees truth as somewhat unattainable. As Socrates said, ”we can never posses 
truth only pursue it. ”What philosophy contains that science cannot are real 
questions about “being and value”. Philosophy is always learning more and 
is open to hold ideas but at the same time ready to let them go whenever 

Comment [DP1]: How does religión arise that is 
different from philosophy and science?  That 
transformational experience is the foundation of all 
religions and everything else in religión comes after 
this. 

Comment [DP2]: Many philosophers are 
recognizing this, but not all yet.  You are right to 
point out that this is always the starting point, not 
only for philosophy, but in the enabling assumptions 
of science and in the interpretation of the 
transformative experience that founds a religion  



deep insights might bring further fulfillments. This is one key attribute of 
philosophy which distinguishes philosophy from both religion and science. 

Science, unlike religion, is a testing procedure and the proof lies in its 
constant reinventing of itself.  Science uses the scientific method which is a 
process based on observations in which you get a consistent reaction to the 
object being observed. Most knowledge comes from experience and it works 
the tools of its givens. The scientific method is flawed though because 
science must assume the reality of its objects, so it cannot have a critical 
metaphysical attitude; nor can it make any judgments at all about value, 
since some principles of value must be assumed in order to judge in some 
predictive or experimental way the value consequences of a scientific theory. 
Thus, in science our abstractions and habits are in use. Theories and 
abstractions are immensely valuable in order to make predictions; have 
order, and explain. They have their limitations and don’t really grasp the 
whole human experience because they are abstract. Science does not take 
into account the insights of philosophy such as the hermeneutical condition 
and the most primordial of all, phenomenology. This is a major 
distinguishing factor between philosophy and science.  

It is important to see the differences between Religon, Philosophy and 
Science because although they may have arisen one out of another, that does 
not make them the same. It gives insight on the concept of ‘truth’and what it 
is and then makes one think more than twice on our own notions of what 
truth is. 

 
Good Job.  5/5 

Comment [DP3]: This is rather badly done.  
Need to make a much clearer statement about the 
methods in science 

Comment [DP4]: This is an important point.  
Needs a bit more clarity. 

Comment [DP5]: Right and you could go on to 
say that to fail to understand the difference is to 
create unnecessary conflict and to understand each 
better is to see how each one can do something the 
others cannot.  A common mistake in religión and 
science is to not see what they do and don’t apply to 
as you begin to point out in several places.  
Conflicting interests among humans would not be 
eliminated by having a clear understanding of the 
diffference between these, but a great deal of 
unnecessary conflicto would be eliminated. 


