
 

Good evening Church!            October 14, 2020 

 

I have been noticing how difficult it is to identify oneself as a “person of faith” these days? Previously it was 

simply enough to state your religious affiliation. Persons understood that and the agreed upon parameters for 

any conversation to follow. (unless the person had a particular religious passion or critique of religion to share 

with you!) It was not a perfect world, and religious differences led to many hurtful misunderstandings, but at 

least we could agree on what we were talking about. 

Fast forward to the present day when how one describes one’s faith orientation requires a linguist—or at least 

a dictionary! Today persons will identify as: “spiritual but not religious”; “spiritual and religious”;  “ Christian”, 

“Born Again Christian”; “Pentecostal Christian”;  “Jewish”; “Secular Jew but not religious Jew”, “Buddhist”; 

“philosophically Buddhist but not religious Buddhist”; “Secular Humanist”; ”Atheist”; “Atheist and Secular 

Humanist” and the list goes on. 

I have long been a student of religious experience—particularly with regards to how the definition of 

“religious” changes over time. I love Wikipedia’s awareness of this reality when defining “religious”: 

“Scholars have failed to agree on a definition of religion. There are however two general 
definition systems: the sociological/functional and the phenomenological/philosophical. 

Emile Durkheim defined religion as "a unified system of beliefs and practices relative to 
sacred things, that is to say things set apart and forbidden - beliefs and practices which 
unite into one single moral community called a church, all those who adhere to them." 

Max Lynn Stackhouse, defined religion as "a comprehensive worldview or 'metaphysical 
moral vision' that is accepted as binding because it is held to be in itself basically true and 
just even if all dimensions of it cannot be either fully confirmed or refuted . . . " 

 

It seems to me that even those who explicitly protest that they are NOT religious are often more religious than 

others. For example, a group of Atheists met in New York City every Sunday morning to discuss their “belief” 

in what was most important to them in denouncing God. They named moral principles and enjoyed regular 

mutual support. Was this not a “religious” gathering according to Max Stackhouse’s definition above? 

In John 7:37-38 we read: 

“On the last day of the festival, the great day, while Jesus was standing there, he cried out, 

‘Let anyone who is thirsty come to me, and let the one who believes in me drink. As the 

scripture has said, ‘Out of the believer’s heart shall flow rivers of living water.’” 

 

How “religious” are you?                      Your Pastor, John 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Emile_Durkheim
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Max_Lynn_Stackhouse

