Beliefs in Society

Theories of Ideology

Antonine de Tracy – first used to describe a new ‘science of ideas’ emerging in the French revolution. Now many definitions inc. political beliefs, ideas of class, official beliefs and representation of reality

Sociological definitions

Marxist – set of ruling ideas keeping WC in their place
Feminists – both set of ideas that keep women oppressed (patriarchal ideology) + potentially liberating set of beliefs (feminism)
Liberals – totalitarianism and oppressive. Reject monopoly on truth

Sociological theories

Marx – 

· Most important force in society is class conflict
· Capitalism reinforces & WC unaware to stop revolution (predicted they eventually would)
· Ideologies created false consciousness to legitimise their position ad falsifying image of reality

Gramsci – 

· Ruling class ideology ‘hegemony’
· They dominate & become the ‘common sense of the age’ which nobody questions therefore nobody questions ruling classes right to rule
· Entrenched in all areas of life – making social change hard
· The struggle against hegemony had to be intellectual where socialists created an alt ‘proletarian hegemony’

Althusser – Some elements of society are ideological state apparatuses (tool of capitalism to justify, maintain + reproduce class inequality)

Mannheim – ideology defined in 2 ways:
1. Set of beliefs used to justify and perpetuate an existing social order
2. Utopian set of beliefs about the future. Tend to be formed by oppressed groups wanting change

Theories of science

Traditional view

Clear distinction between religion and science

1. Science is objective – scientist is neutral
2. Scientific enquiry is evidence-based
3. Research is ‘open’ – ideas falsified are replaced w/ more accurate ones

Lynch – science is far less objective

· Scientists in case study were more influenced by existing theories
· When anomalies occurred put them down to error not new hypothesis

Evaluation

· Methodology of study
· Stats remove influence of scientists

Science as belief system

Polayni: belief system made up of 3 factors

1. Circularity of beliefs – each belief is explained in terms of the others. If one is challenged the others are used to back it up (Kuhn link)
2. Supporting explanations given for evidence in different situations – if evidence contradicts, there will be a belief to explain it (lynch’s anomalies)
3. Monopoly on truth – sweeping rejection of both science and religion PM ‘metanarratives’

Sociology as a science

Positivists (Comte + Durkheim) saw sociology as gathering info, classifying and drawing conclusions about social laws by multivariate analysis and an inductive method (data before hypothesis)

1. Multivariate analysis isolates independent variables (scientific method doesn’t = science)
2. Durkheim believed by complex in-depth stat analysis (not even possible) IV could be measured and a social law could be established

Popper – science should be deductive

Theories can’t be proved true, only falsified

· Rejected idea of permanent social laws as any law could at some point be falsified e.g. swans
· Aim of social + science should be to strive to falsify theories (distinguishes religion from science)

Gomm – social context

· Theories produced are product of social context + scientists tend to prove not falsify e.g. Darwin = theory not supported by all the evidence, missed opportunities to falsify due to ideological reason, it fitted in with capitalist ideology
· Scientific knowledge is not only part of social context but partly socially constructed

Evaluation

· Bad example
· Stats + scientific method remove this bias
· Social context not relevant, misunderstood what science is

Kuhn – objectivity

· Shift from Lakatosian philosophy of science to Kuhnian concept of ‘normal science’
· It’s not concerned with testing assumptions of the hard core, it proceeds on the assumption that it is well-confirmed (this shouldn’t just be assumed however) and used in it’s ability to solve puzzles (but how should these be evaluated?) 
· Progressive problem shifts are those that lead to genuine predictions while degenerative ones lead to false predictions or offer mere accommodation
· Thus, the basic ingredients for the evaluation of normal science are present in Lakatos’ methodology

Defining Religion

Belief if supernatural – attempt to identify what is distinctive about religious beliefs
Relation to sacred – Durkheim saw the sacred link as key to religious beliefs & distinct from profane
Functionalism - stress the role of functions e.g. Durkheim’s sacred  & social solidarity link

Evaluation

· Some things considered supernatural are by others considered natural
· Not every religion has or requires to have supernatural beliefs
· Sacred is not present in every society
· That which is sacred does not always demand awe or worship
· Sports & nationalism also have shared beliefs and unit but are not religions

























Views on Religion

Functionalism

Durkheim – Integrates, regulates, reinforces a collective conscience & encourages value consensus

· Totems are sacred items of a visible form of God that provoke sense of belonging. Religious worship of the totem is worship of society where awe is the reflection of the power and dependency of the group. They represent collective consciousness
· Religion forges group identity, creates cohesion and reaffirms social solidarity
· Sacred items are value consensus + collective conscience. w/o society couldn’t function
Sacred & Profane

Religious rituals are worship to the sacred = worship of society as it’s the only thing to provoke such feelings. It unities believers into single moral community

Evaluation (Hamilton)

· Religious pluralism & diversity within a society is not dealt with
· Diversity and fragmentation of society = no shared collective conscience
· Religious beliefs conflict with dominant values e.g. premarital sex
· Does religious worship = worship of society?

Parsons

· Provides guidelines for behaviour  encourages value consensus and integration of individuals  pass on sacralised core values = social solidarity & stability
· [bookmark: Bellah:_Civil_Religion]Manages tensions generated by society & generate meaning for unexplainable & unavoidable
Malinowski

· Religion eases emotional stress when social solidarity / order is threatened
· Promotes social solidarity & control through: uncertainty & times of crisis w/ rituals & meaning
· Death is socially destructive as it removes a member from society – funeral is supportive

Evaluation

· Emphasis on order (Glock & Stark) religion creates as much conflict as peace e.g. fundamentalism
· Fails to explain how religion may play a role in social change
· Value consensus: difficult to apply to a post-modern society characterised by diversity and choice
· Religion cannot socialise if we do not believe – secularisation increasing
· Many worship privately rather than collectively – doesn’t reaffirm group identity
· Does religion deal with stresses generated in a modern society?


Civil religion
Bellah

· Based on Parsons’ unification of US protestant values & Durkheim’s sacred beliefs and practices
· US unified by civil religion: sacred symbols & acts create solidarity in diverse society
· They perform the functions of religion w/ sacred rituals, collection of beliefs & symbols

Herberg 

· US initially characterised by a diversity of religious organisation
·  It helped migrants cope with new environment. Over time it became important to citizens ‘To not be religious is to not be American’

UK civil religion?

· Parsons – most widespread expression of UK civil religion is remembrance day. These rituals & symbols unify a deeply divided nation
· Shils & Young - British monarchy rituals are examples of civil religion. Death of Diana created national unity
· Solves problem of functionalist religion in diverse society, but is it religion? (links w/ defining)

Evaluation

· Beckford - ‘UK’s deep social divisions & high rate of religious diversity make it doubtful. If the UK has a civil religion it is at best occasional and at works weak’
· Emphasis on value consensus ignores resistance toward collective events e.g. Diana jokes

Marxism
Marx: Religion as a conservative force
Religion is an institute of ideological apparatus, an instrument of social control and acts as social opium that numbs pain, dulls oppression and legitimises & disguises capitalism and social inequality
· Eternal rewards for not rebelling & accepting oppression
· Tells WC their position is decided by God not capitalism, supporting the status quo through false consciousness and encouraging dependency on sacred w/ no control
· Omnipotent God could stop the suffering, as he doesn’t it must be for the good of them
· It is a reflection of their alienation & rituals show their distress towards oppression
Evidence

· Methodism played key role in preventing WC revolution in 19th C
· Supernatural + inequality & nation ‘God, Queen & country’ show religious control still exists

Engels: Religion as a radical force
· Recognises the role religion plays in revolutionary change
· Early Christian sects opposed roman rule  similar to socialist movements
· Seen as a form of resistance to oppression
Gramsci
· Superstructure more autonomous and independent than Marx acknowledged
· For communism to occur it would require WC action guided by theoretical ideas. If religion moved away from hegemony as it hard in times of the past it could develop to challenge ruling class and support WC liberation through WC intellectuals
Otto Maduro: Liberation theology
· Not always a conservative force – liberation theology is where WC take change into own hands
· Societies where religion remains dominant, social change only occur if churches change
· This change could occur if WC take discontent on church and their aguish would be voiced by clergy who would fulfil functions of Gramsci’s intellectuals to force change
· Based on latin American priests in 60’s criticised bourgeoisie, preaching liberation theology
Abercrombie, Hill & Turner: dominant ideology
· Modern capitalist societies don’t possess accepted ruling class ideology
· Ruling class use economic power to maintain position
· Does religion maintain false consciousness in modern capitalism?
Evaluation

· Turner - Religion doesn’t always force people to accept status quo. Peasants often indifferent to religion and more concerned with survival
· Focus on social control at the expense of social change
· Overstates the acceptance of ideologies & WCs control
· Marx argued truly liberated people didn’t require religion, but just as prominent (if not more so)
· Religion does still exist strongly in communism

Feminists

Patriachy – created by men, about men & emphasise women’s traditional roles – trapping them. Women perceived as distracters from worship for men. Many religions believe in worship of God through denial of sexuality. Historically seen as temptresses
Organisation – women don’t feature highly in religion, when they do it is minimal (Marxism link)
Exclusion – main attendees yet often excluded. Religious texts transmit messages of patriarchy & therefore excluded from power e.g. Jewish can’t read torah
Differential treatment – e.g. Christianity, women were men’s property unable to divorce, Islam multiple wives & Islamic dress

Simone de Beauvoir – Exploitive & oppressive towards women. It justifies inequality and suffering through promise of equality in heaven

Evaluation

· Some past religions + sects women have key position

Intepretivist

· Overarching theme of Weber – emphasis on rationality (through spread of bureaucracy) which has it’s cost of disenchantment
· Berger – spread of rationalisation & disenchantment + social and geo mobility & global media = alternative social worlds and beliefs  individuals lives become fragmented and diverse
· Religion therefore is in crisis of credibility due to pluralism & secularism as they have no monopoly on truth = feelings of anomie where people lack direction

Postmodernism

· Decline of dominance – loss of confidence in metanarratives due to globalisation of pluralism (Bergen links) = loss of confidence in authority
· Fundamentalism – reflects the experience of globalisation and resulting loss of identity
· NRMs – freedom & desire for choice to build new identities based on consumerism = rise

Evaluation - Bruce

· While cautious of science we do not reject it
· Pluralism is plentiful but not every view is equally plausible e.g. astronomy vs. astrology
· Identity shaped by globalisation ignores advertisement manipulation + strat labels still important
· Fundamentalism occurred way before pluralism































Social Change

1. Prevents social change / conservative force 

Conservative can refer to supporting status quo, opposing aspects of social change or a return to traditional ways
Marxism
Acts in opposition to social change keeping class system under capitalism through false consciousness
· Diverts them from focusing on inequalities and thus rebelling ‘opium of the masses’
· In communism religion would disappear as there was no need for it (God is social construction)
· Dulls the pain of oppression by the promise of paradise in the next life making virtue of suffering
Functionalists 
An integrative force preserving the status quo promoting social solidarity and can never disappear, as religion is the worship of society in which it strengthens
· Reinforce value consensus, strengthen social solidarity & deals w/ crisis’s = maintain status quo
· Durkheim – rituals strengthen solidarity and therefore conservative force
· Malinowski – brings social stability through reintegrating society
· Parsons – emphasis on solidarity through giving meaning + value consensus
Feminism
· Religion subordinates women into traditional roles
· No power organisationally, patriarchal dominance, exclusion + differential treatment all reaffirm

2. Religion causes social change

Neo-Marxists
· Rejects idea all cultural institutions are control of ruling class + religion can be force for change
· Ruling class domination more effective if members not directly involved ‘relative autonomy’
· Gramsci – WC can challenge ruling class through distribution of radical ideas
· Maduro – argues for relative autonomy e.g. clergy can give guidance to the oppressed + liberation theology – Christian duty to be involved in economic & political liberation
Weber
· Marx saw change occurring through structural causes, Weber argues for force for change – human action directed by meaning, and a change in this (religion) causes social change
· Theorised that ascetic Protestantism was responsible for the spread and ‘spirit of capitalism’
· Two key areas: predestination + ascetic ideal
· Minimal lifestyle = little to spend their money on and reinvested in their businesses
Evaluation
· Quaker families dominated chocolate. Didn’t fit Weber’s stereotype
· Mislocated capitalism, misinterpreted Protestantism, misunderstood Catholicism and misplaced causality
· Calvinism was strong in Scotland & Switzerland but capitalism didn’t develop until much later
· Kautsky – capitalism came first

3. The ‘It depends’ Approach

Religion can both prevent change and force change dependent on circumstances. It can promote 2 types of change: radical + conservative. Where there is an absence of political avenues for change, religion may be only institution that can provide the organisation tools for achieving change
Dependent on Religion - McGuire 
· Based on Nelson - can cause social change e.g. liberation theology in Nicaragua overthrowing gov
· ‘Question should not be does religion cause social change but how & under what circumstances?’
Belief – Religions with strong moral codes more likely to have members who are critical and challenge social injustice. Religions with focus on social conduct are more likely to produce change than those focusing on other worldly beliefs. Nelson argues that churches encourage civil right militancy whereas sects encourage withdrawal
Culture – Cultures where religious belief is central to culture are more likely to be used to justify change vs. closer links to state are more likely to support status quo. To occur it would be from sects w/ members who are disadvantaged (neo / Marxist link)
Social Location – wide scope of influence when religion plays major role in political and economic life
Organisation – strong centralised source of authority have more chance of affecting events e.g. Roman catholic speak with one voice + charismatic leaders have strong influence for short-lived period
Evaluation
· Some religions w/ exactly the same beliefs, culture, social location & organisation work for and against change – examination of context and circumstances required e.g. black congregations promoted afterlife and then changed to protest of MLK

4. Changes in society causes changes in religion

Basis of secularisation (science replacing religion) and fundamentalism

Fundamentalism

In some sense they are both a conservative force and a force for change

1. Return to tradition in the face of modernity – a counter response to internal secularisation
2. Return to certainty in the face of relativism
3. Return to community in the face of isolation
4. Call for the sanctification of politics
5. Belief in the immediate prospect of radical change
Holden – ‘They offer hope, direction and certainty in an insecure, confusing and morally lost world’


Christian Fundamentalism
· Particularly evident in USA since 70s
· See society as in decline + in moral crisis caused by liberal reforms (abortion, gay rights etc.) and have political campaigns against such as not Bible or God’s way
· More rural than urban ‘Bible Belt’ e.g. New Christian Right oppose evolution on education
· Promote views through mass media with some high profile followers e.g. George Bush ‘compassionate conservatism’ (links w/ state relationship)
Islamic Fundamentalism
· Similar to Christian F’s as see themselves as moral guardians of their society
· Iran once traditional country but now modernised, traditional Muslims want reform of inequality
· Triggered by Palestinian issues and fear of westoxifaction – big threat in LEDC’s
Both types grown in the last 30 years in response to modernising governments & globalisation
Women
· Surge of fundamentalism is reversing the trend of women’s autonomy e.g. anti-abortion, Indian government hard to encourage freedom & Iran reinstating women’s traditional roles
· Male backlash to feminism. Born out of fear of women’s liberation undermining religion
· Not all women see it as oppressive + acceptance of traditional roles. Feminists argue they’re too accepting













Religious organisations
Church
Membership - Large membership, can be involuntary, inclusive & easy to join. Historically long-standing
Organisation - Bureauctric with rigid hierarchy + professional clergy
Worship – restrained rather than spontaneous and often based on tradition
Legitimacy - Claims monopoly on truth
Relationship to society - close relationship to state & other institutions + accepting
Involvement & commitment – not compulsory to be committed, those w/ low levels still involved
Denomination
Membership - Large membership (predominantly MC), not universalistic + inclusive
Organisation - Bureaucratic with less complex hierarchy + professional clergy
Worship – formal w/ less ritual than church
Legitimacy – No claim on monopoly, see themselves as possible route to it = coop w/ other religions
Relationship to society – not connected to state, involved in society & comment on events + accepting
Involvement & commitment – little pressure to commit, attend or join reflects individualism
Sects
Sects that survive can become denominations
Membership – small membership which is earned + exclusive & predominantly marginal members who breakaway from est. religions seen lacking religious fervour
Organisation - no professional clergy, only hierarchy is charismatic leader
Worship – little ritual, worship is spontaneous and emotionally expressive
Legitimacy – claims monopoly on truth, rivalry w/ church & often looks forward to an event where they are the elite who possess special enlightenment while non-members are rejected
Relationship to society – opposition to wider society – due to stratification & other churches being too worldly. Little contact w/ society unless converting
Involvement & commitment – high level of commitment required, much of the time is spent in relation to the sect & low levels are punishable / expellable
Cults
Cult and sect often used interchangbly. Wallis: ‘sects are exclusive, closed & tightly knit whereas cults have none of these restrictions, cults are more individualistic’
Membership – small membership, open to all and can drop in and out as they please
Organisation – loose (apart from charismatic leader) as ideas of hierarchy are discouraged
Worship – main difference with sects worshipping God, cults emphasise power + divinity & seek to experience ‘inner power’ + ‘inner divinity’
Legitimacy – do not claim monopoly on truth & therefore tolerant of members involvement in others
Relationship to society – Media characterise them as only world rejection. Due to diversity there is no common orientation, often cult membership is part-time and members still live in ‘real world’
Involvement & commitment – demand little commitment or acceptance of teachings – be open minded


Evaluation
Classification problems – typology is an ideal; therefore application is hard e.g. Amish last long, what is scientology? Stark & Bainbridge argue long lists of characteristics just causes confusion. Just a few characteristics should be given e.g. define sects as a breakaway and cults as an entirely new movement
Application – can it be applied to all organisations? Typology based on Christian sects. May only be relevant in certain time periods & places – medieval Europe. Today’s churches are a thing of the past (now more like denominations)
Stigma – term sect and cult are problematic for research due to their stigma of threatening and weird
New Religious Movements
Wallis - The wide range of small religious, spiritual or mystical groups that have sprung up since the 60s led to the use of contemporary classification of NRM. Not homogenous, can be a number of groups:
1. World-Rejecting – Cut themselves off from society = small membership & live in communities. Critical of wider society, often in conflict with state. They require total commitment & demand significant lifestyle changes to be a legitimate member like sects. Developed a reputation of ‘brainwashing’ through charismatic leader especially from appeal of the young + hard to leave
2. World-Affirming – Tolerant of other beliefs. Not v. religious, similar to self-help groups as world is one of opportunity. Seek wide membership & don’t require high levels of commitment able to live in normal world, but do often cost for training, more like a business w/ clients
3. World Accommodating – Often come from traditional religions and exist in the margins of churches. Try to rediscover spiritual purity lost in traditional religions & stress the personal matter of religious belief and practice. Allow people to carry on with existing lifestyle & like denominations see themselves as one of many paths. Church’s aren’t corrupt, just fail to help
Evaluation
· Nothing new about NRMs, existed for over 200 years not 60s. Only difference is in acceleration
· The term NRM adds no more to the description than sects & cults
· Some examples justify the new term e.g. Moonies draw upon many different areas
· Orientation is dependent on level of commitment not NRM
New Age movements
· Similar to cults & world-affirming movements but lack the structure & coherence. It attempts to create a spiritual experience quest through individualism. Yet it lacks many attributes of other religious movements, and can be used as a description of belief rather than organisation
· Hard to define – groups are so diverse, no clear idea of what constitutes as a NAM and lack common characteristics + lack any hierarchy or organisation associated w/ other movements. Sutcliffe – ‘rather than a NAM it is a group of individuals who gather when they choose in loose groups & link into wider networks of people w/ similar interests (multiple seeking)’
Membership - No concept of membership, what unites them is an individual quest for spiritual growth 
Organisation - Due to individualism, no hierarchy but they stress the role of the network where like-minded people come together to learn in groups or workshops
Worship - Although belief in God may be apparent, sacred is seen as within. As a result rituals help the inner quest of spirituality e.g. chanting, lotus position and incense
Legitimacy - No monopoly on truth, people should be open to new ideas. Only source of legitimacy is belief in the individual. Tend to be critical of organised religions as it discourages genuine spirituality
Relationship to society - Members live in the ‘real world’ and often involved in green campaigns
Involvement & commitment – commitment is to own spiritual growth. Groups only stay together for as long as they satisfy member’s needs

Heelas: levels of commitment
1. Fully engaged - give up conventional lifestyle
2. Serious part-timers – lead conventional lifestyle but devote effort into the spiritual
3. Casual part-timers – experiment with the exotic as consumers

Evaluation
· Don’t fit the definitions of religion e.g. no evidence for supernatural, collective worship, unifying members or common values
· Due to diversity, individualism & loose organisation they cannot be called a movement

Explaining Religious Movements
Growth of Sects
Many factors combine in its formation. Intepretivists argue they provide certainty in uncertain times:
Marginality – Sects likely to arise within these groups. Help marginalised make sense of their situation and promise better life for compensation
· Weber – ‘theodicy of disprivilige’ – religious explanation for their situation and promise of a better life now or in the next. Members become chosen few not outsiders e.g. Black Muslims
· Wilson – War, economic collapse and natural disaster create marginalisation
Relative Deprivation – Marginality alone doesn’t explain why white M/C groups join. Not absolutely deprived, might seem themselves as deprived in comparison to peers. They form breakaway sects and gain support + self-respect e.g. Black Muslim’s welfare and self improvement courses
Social change – Transformation of society can = anomie + uncertainty. Breakdown of community, secularisation, cultural diversity & extreme acts all generate uncertainty + intensified w/ relative deprivation e.g. Black Muslims being discriminated during time of policy made them more deprived. The following are all circumstances that lead to anomie: 
· Modernity – Threats to way of life, the breakdown of community, decline of the extended family, capitalism & bureaucracy = crisis of identity / meaning
· Wilson – Sects help in times of rapid social change e.g. Methodism response to uncertainty of life in industrial society, providing support and promise of salvation ‘Gemeinschaft & Gesellschaft’
· Colonisation – sects are a response to the powerful alien culture
Evaluation
· Growth correlation with the decline in established churches – beliefs not declining but changing
· Jehovah witness study showed upper / middle class w/ no signs of deprivation. Joined for alt religious direction from religious upbringing
· Stark & Bainbridge: stats found rapid growth in the 50s – a time of stability (methodology)


Explanation for being short lived
Niebuhr - Sects could not survive beyond a single generation - either disappear or denominationlisation
· Sects are voluntary. 2nd gen doesn’t choose to follow as they’re born into it. = less fervour
· Ideologies can bring about change. If marginal group gain their deficits sects no longer required
· Difficult to maintain extreme teaching and rejection of society, dependent on type of sect:
· Convertionist sect: likely to develop into a denomination
· Adventist sects: Sect is based on separation from society and not want to become part of the status quo (denomination)
· Wallis – Depends upon internal ideology of salvation. Authority of charismatic leader good in small group of officials, but not sufficiently bureaucratic to be a denomination + die / unable to stay together

Growth of NRMs
Wallis draws upon Weber’s idea of rationalisation in the modern world & desacrilisation to explain their origins (contradicts Weber’s theory)
World-rejecting
Wallis – the 60s & the young ‘They provided more idealistic, spiritual & caring way of life’
· Made up of the middle class, young & often been involved in other movements e.g. NAM
· 60s – political protest, counter-cultures and failed attempts of the young to transform society. Therefore turned to groups offering supernatural power to change society e.g. children of God
· Growth in HE lengthened the transition period between childhood and adulthood + secularisation – a period of freedom & unattachment
Word-rejecting NRMs have an end similar to Niebuhr on sects – die or denomination (this case world-affirming / accommodating) or become more rejecting, which leads to self-destruction or underground
World-affirming
· Origins in capitalism – they help translate the values of achievement & confidence into reality
· Members predominantly MC and older than world-rejecting
· Developed as a means of coping with a crisis of identity due to focus on career
· Bruce – a response to rationalisation of the modern world where satisfaction from work is hard
They will survive if the market and demand does
Evaluation
· Stark & Bainbridge: - stats found rapid growth in the 50s – a time of stability (methodology)
· They have global spread and long history not just western 60s
Cults
Stark & Bainbridge:
· Audience Cults: Least organised, contacts maintained via mass media (weak compensation)
· Client Cults: More organised and offer services (specific compensation)
· Cult Movement: More involvement of followers (general compensation)
· Millenarian Movements: More deprived groups or those been in radical social change
New Age
· Reflect the cultural change in society – diversity + choice in a world of mass communication = pick and mix between NAMs to construct identity (post-modernist)
· Religion doesn’t offer the individualism emphasised by society from life-as to subjective-life
· Helps cope with relativity of modernity – left a vacuum of meaning in which self-religions emerge
· Society preoccupied w/ consumption of goods to construct identity reflected in pick n mix NAM
· Mostly MC and female + expressive roles (individualistic & concerned w/ personal development)
Evaluation
· Metanarratives not necessarily abandoned – both science & religion still valid
· NAMs as old as industrialisation
· Tautological argument – how did NAM & post-modern society occur?

















Religious Stratification
Class
Past had a clear-cut relationship between class and religious practice:

Upper and middle classes – most voluntary commitment
Working class – least commitment (often forced)

Now the relationship has become fragmented, still remains a clear class-basis, however:

· MC more likely to attend church than WC + disproportionately Anglican & Quaker vs. Catholic or Methodist (explained by popularity in Victorian industrial areas). This pattern is true across the world & backs up Marx & Weber’s opinions on Protestantism & capitalism and explained by religious affiliation part of status. Church opportunity for social networking + seen as more pies
Sects
· Wide variety of different sects = hard to draw conclusions on class
· Tend to attract either / or class membership due to focus on specific areas of concern 
· Black Muslims in US draw membership predominantly from the WC due to antagonistic view of white bourgeoisie and black MC profiting from the economy
· Moonies attract young MC as philosophy requires poverty – more likely to renounce their lifestyle than WC who haven’t experienced such comfort
Cults
Bruce – primarily MC as they fulfil spiritual need for people w/ little financial pressure
· ‘More concerned with finding food and light to be overly troubled by their inner lights’
· ‘MC in expressive professions have an articulate interest in human potential’
· Supported by Kendal project + majority in expressive roles
Age
Up to 15 Influence of parents is essential – ever growing secularisation. Church attendance is more social activities e.g. playgroup rather than long lasting commitment
Young more secular due to a society of rationalisation from other areas not religion
45 – 65 greatest participation
65+ are more religiously committed. Drop off after 65 explained though physical mobility rather than religious belief. Some studies suggest elderly are losing faith, however

Sects 

· Young adults more likely to be economically active than the retired (sect income is important)
· Less likely to have social responsibilities or firm social ties
· Anomie – young adults more likely to need the friendship of sects from moving out 
Cults 
· Young more likely to be involved in counter-culture = more attracted to fringe culture
· Cults offering release in ‘inner spirituality’ offer opportunity for success in work and relationships (less common in young) & settle anomie – supported by Kendal project
· Middle-aged more attracted to world-affirming groups
Gender
· Women more likely to express interest in religion, have personal commitment, attend church and more likely to say they belong to a religion
· More men than woman have turned away from religion
· Often fuels the feminists debate
· Mary Daly ‘Christianity is a patriarchal myth that steam rollered over many polytheistic beliefs that celebrated women and has imposed a women hating controlling belief system’
Explanations
Differential Socialisation – females taught to be submissive, obedient & nurturing (links with traditional role and religion being an extension of such) Greeley – more religious after marriage + children
Differential Roles – greater need for religion as a source of identity and commitment
Demography – They live longer leaving the elderly (age link) seeking companionship in organisations

Religious practice shows clear gender differences. True across all forms of religious organisations
Church

· 2/3 of church goers are women
· No overall pattern of attendance due to their differences e.g. RC 50/50 & Christian Scientist 20/80
· Patriarchal monotheism replaced polytheism (promoted role of female e.g. fertility Goddess) as a result of male aggression throughout history
· Religion changing to be more accepting of women e.g. female ministers, but only in some religions and fundamentalism is a backlash towards this (even when offered it is Marxist kind)
· Women and men see God differently love / power
Nature of religious Imagery
· In most religions women portrayed in traditional characteristics w/ virtues of purity, chastity & motherhood etc. personified through virgin Mary as ideals for womanhood
· Women seen as manipulative & evil e.g. Genesis 3
· Giddens – ‘Buddhism is overwhelmingly dominated by a patriarchal power structure in which the feminine is most closely associated with the secular, powerless, profane and imperfect
Nature of Religious Organisation
· While women are more likely to be involved in religious organisations, in hierarchical terms men dominate the most significant positions, holds true across all major religions
· Some sects allow ‘preach & teach’ while most give them minor roles
· Decision to ordain women in CofE lead to conflict. A threatened schism didn’t develop but there have been instances of conversion to Catholicism (women joining is blasphemous)
· When given power, it is small and similar to Marxist view to stop rebelling
Sects
· Higher frequency of women than men but the diversity of them makes it hard to generalise
· Within a variety of sects they’re not high hierarchically even though many are founded by them
· Thompson – More likely to experience poverty, sects given hope and help (links w/ Marxism)
Cults + NRMs
Glock & Stark - Argued the gender difference in membership of NRMs is because of deprivation:
Social - lack of status leads to searching for one in sects
Organism - physical & mental problems (more women than men) seek healing
Ethical - moral decline, women more likely to be morally conservative

· Bruce – Men more interested in NRMs that advocate esoteric knowledge & women more interested in things such as new science, ecology & spirituality – supported by Kendal project
· Cult activity is individual & privatised versions of religious activity emphasising self improvement which women seek more than men
· Private sphere of cult activity relates to traditional gender roles for women and the home
New Age Movements
Difficult to estimate the numbers involved with New Age cults – hard to determine ratio. Seem however, women more involved in NAMs than men (Bruce – 2:1)
· Appeal more to women because they emphasise feminine characteristics in a male tech world
· Role of women seen in terms of their ‘essential femininity’ and thus have higher status
· Class - more MC than WC due to their work dominated by men & want to exercise power:
· Offers empowerment through exploitation of their natural superiority
· Allows them to participate in their social world (cults demand withdrawal)
Feminists
Beauvoir – images of gender deceive women into thinking they’re equal when they’re not. Sometimes portrayed as nearer to God so duped into believing their sufferings on earth will be rewarded. Men control women via rules and moral codes. (similar to Marxist, reminiscent of ‘opium of the masses’)
Holm – Religions exploit and subordinate women + give men dominant organisational roles. Suggested this secondary status has origins in biology & sexuality ‘Childbirth is almost universally regarded as polluting’. Not all religions are oppressive; some women have successfully challenged male dominance
Sadaawi – Not religion that dominates but the patriarchal control that developed from monotheism
Ethnicity 
National stats show nearly all ethnic groups are more religious than whites. Religion gives sense of community, belonging & cultural identity within a multi-faith society
Phases of cultural integration:
Arrival phase – religious observance is difficult as required structures not in place
Orthodox phase – traditional communal religious activity is created
Assimilation phase – orthodox practices & beliefs are exposed (especially to the young) to wider cultural influences. This emphasises religious pluralism through individual interpretations within own religion


Identity
· Closer family structures = greater pressure to conform to dominant religious norms
· Modood – UK muslims identified themselves as primarily Muslim (many young ones have deeper knowledge of Islam than parents, feel liberated to dress modestly) but decreasing w/ 2nd gen
· Bruce – ‘cultural transition’ Asians had to established faith in country w/ radically different beliefs. Religion acted as support mechanism for new immigrants allowing them to share culture
· Durkheim - Social functions performed by religious practice unite immigrants in a new country
· Weber – deprived groups seek explanations and salvation
· Through practicing a shared set of beliefs, cultural identities can be maintained
· Protestants in NI share same pattern of observance and association characterised by immigrants
· Celebration of battle of Boyne indicative of the way they see themselves in cultural terms
Cultural clashes
· Hostility from dominant culture can result in a strengthening of sub-cultural norms and values for self-protection. Identities based less upon region and more on religion as previous generations of immigrants families traditions origins may have little meaning
· Religious rules can conflict with UK laws
Denominations
Afro-Caribbeans, mainly Christian incorporate themselves into established churches but found racism. Tackled by creating own churches and way of worship
Sects
Pentecostal sects attract recent immigrants – especially Afro-Caribbean (Fits with Bruce’s theory of cultural transition: sect membership eases the transfer into an alien society and combat racism)










Secularisation
Debate the result of difficulties defining religion & secularisation, measuring it, historical disagreement and international comparisons
Defining secularisation
Disappearance – modernity is pushing out religion and will continue to do so (view of Marx & Weber)
Differentiation – declining in social significance but still holds some meaning (Wilson, Wallace & Bruce)

Two levels of secularisation:
Broad – losing significance on social level
Narrow – losing significant on an individual level

Three basic measures:
1. Degree of church membership
2. Degree of social prestige, influence and wealth of the organisation
3. Degree of religiosity in society
Evidence for Secularisation

Influence & power of the church

· Used to be central to politics & could dominate through teachings in a world of illiteracy (links w/ Bruce social differentiation) seen in church buildings and bureaucracy + decrease of clergy
· Lack of moral influence – as seen in rising divorce rates (links w/ divorce social policy)

Religious Beliefs

· Evident lack of religious belief, assume society used to be more preoccupied w/ supernatural beliefs & practices, their religion was a shared belief even if deviant from church (links w/ functionalism + privatisation counting as religion
· Growth of NRMs and NAMs given as evidence for beliefs changing (links w/ levels of secular)

Evaluation

· Other institutions: don’t make up for lost numbers and numbers joining doesn’t = those leaving churches but does show ‘resacrilsation’)
· Bruce regards them as being insignificant  due to NRMs little impact on society and NAM not counting as religious

Religious Practices

· Large decline since 30s e.g. membership, attendance, marriage, funerals, christenings etc. (wide approach supports, not narrow)
· Increase of minority membership but instead of disproving secularisation, explained through immigration + cultural defence & transmission for short-lived period (narrow)
· (International comparisons in USA shows belief and attendance as high)
Privatisation

· Decline in belief, particularly Christian and collective practices
· Becoming private affair – ‘believing without belonging’ discouraging institutional practice
· In terms of narrow approach disproves secularisation but wide supports it

Evaluation

· Advocates of secularisation accused of seeing religion as ‘golden-age’. Those in pre-industrial been just as sceptical e.g. peasant opposition + Martin – Victorian MC attendance due to pious status (narrow only)
· The idea of secularisation could be oversimplified and ignorant of complex historical forces

Martin - Validity of attendance statistics
Demographic content – need to be sure changes in practice is not due to demographic change
Collection of statistics – little knowledge of accuracy of figures (how / who collected) + ‘yes man’
Total attendance – each measure membership accounting to different rules & frequency
Privatisation – can’t reliably infer from practice about inner beliefs
The key problem is that term secularisation is vague to the extent of being meaningless. Often only measures Christianity and uses multiple definitions

Sociological Theories

Comte
Sociology should be scientific; it represents the final stage in the development of human thought. Society goes through following stages:
1. Theological – thought dominated by religion
2. Metaphysical – dominated by philosophy and speculation
3. Positive – dominated by science (secularisation) explanations don’t rely on religion
Marx 
· Secularisation would inevitably occur, consciousness began and revolution headed towards communism where religion would not have a place to due to class equality
· Capitalism had the seeds of secularisation – emphasis on materialism (PM link) & non religious social order
Weber
· The modern industrial age is one technology, bureaucracy, rationality and science ‘age of reason’
· Bureaucracy replaces the spiritual and emotional. Rationalisation sweeps away tradition and order yet it is religion that spearheads this process (Protestantism created capitalism – Marx link)
· ‘Iron cage of bureaucracy’ – we live in a disenchanted world ‘desacrilisation’
Post-modernism
· PM society characterised by loss of confidence in all meta-narratives = crisis of meaning
· Religious institutions can’t cope with this crisis, explaining their decline
· New expressions of religiosity can. V. diff from old religions tailored to individual identity & don’t claim monopoly on truth
Contemporary Arguments
Berger

Secularisation originates in the rationality of Protestantism (Weber & Marx link) & has accelerated due to social and geo mobility + media creating market of pluralism reducing religions monopoly on truth. (post-modern link) Secularisation has 3 dimensions:

Social structural – western churches lost functions which are now performed by secular agencies
Cultural – religious content of art, philosophy, and music and lit has declined
Individual Consciousness – fewer thinking in religious modes

Wilson
Rationalisation - replaced religious influence (also blames Protestantism but more emphasis on science)
Marginalisation – churches being separated from society
Pluralism – society fragmented into marketplace w/ no single unifying force
Community – It used to draw strengths from communities w/ their communal values expressed & reinforced in religious rituals e.g. harvest. Industrialisation made religion lose this power

Bruce 

Pluralism – diversity of beliefs creates choice brought about by social fragmentation (modernisation + industrialisation) = state cannot support one religion = choice not compulsion
Rationalisation – growth of science stresses objective causal explanations of phenomena
Social differentiation – functions of religion move elsewhere in society, doesn’t fulfil previous functions 

Evaluation
· Acknowledges it may be significant in some areas e.g. cultural defence in NI + cultural transition
· ‘Secularisation is a central characteristic of modern industrial society’
· Pluralism could also be indicative of a religious revival rather than secularisation

International Comparison
How do we explain dominance of belief in US (95% believers & 50% church attendees)? Is US in a permanent state of cultural transition or cultural defence as Bruce says?

Herberg
· Churches gone through internal secularisation to fit w/ society, compromised beliefs & practices
· Although USA has higher church rates it doesn’t actually mean more religious
· To be atheist is to be deviant. US identity requires public commitment to religion
· Doesn’t matter which one – all become more alike in teachings & support of nation
· American religion reflect the American way – freedom, democracy & achievement
· Attendance is indication of commitment to wider community not religion – social duty to attend
· USA religious enthusiasm due to nation having to weld mix of people & beliefs and in doing so has become secular where ‘religion’ has gone out of religion (narrow & broad issues)
Evaluation
· Berger – it maintains attendance by downplaying supernatural and supply demand of the secular
· It’s secularisation is dependent on Herberg’s idea that lack of supernatural is not religion
· USA also characterised by high levels of Christian Fundamentalism
Religious Revival

Kendal project

Heelas - spiritual revolution is underway or already occurred and found 2 trends:

1. Decline in traditional monotheism
2. Rise in resacrilsation in the form of NAMs

They compared attendance between church & self-reported NAM activities. 50s had reprehensive 8% church attendance v. 30x increase in NAM practioners by 21st C but only 2% NAM attendance (really 1% - ½ didn’t consider activities NAM)

Kendal didn’t show religious revival but if trends continue, then it could occur in a few decades

Evaluation

· Longitudinal study of social change
· Methodological issues
· Can you compare religious activity to NAM? (Bruce thinks they’re insignificant)

Bellah

· Religion continues to have meaning for individuals, even if in private (narrow)
· We romanticise the past: attendance may have been high if forced to attend
· Mistake to consider secularisation in terms of attendance, process of individuation has occurred
· Individuals free to search for own religious & spiritual meanings outside of church attendance

Durkheim
· Industrialisation bought a threat to religion where lack of community = anomie  lack of norms, social solidarity & collective consciousness weakened
· This was not, however irreversible – society requires sacred items & communal  ritual (an example of this would be civic religion, but Bruce argues against roles with disengagement, pluralism takes away unification + post-modernists argue that symbols are commodities of mass market changing meaning)
· Stark & Bainbridge – religions acts as compensator, fills basic human needs, therefore can’t die out (links with functionalism)

Pluralism

Against secularisation: Increase of NAMs proof of sacred becoming more important ‘resacrilsation’. Evidence for religion being transformed, showing trend toward individuation (new voluntarism)
For secularisation: Gives people choice, feel more free to reject religion altogether. Growth of NRMs overstated, only small population

New Voluntarism

· Significance of religion in US + growth of NRMs & NAMs suggests new degree of spirituality and decline of confidence in science, new paradigm in soc of religion has emerged ‘New voluntarism’
· Mostly women and middle aged. Reflects rationality and nature of NRM & NAMs
· Secularisation thesis is ethnocentric, empirically unsafe and intellectually bankrupt
· ‘People have the choice to reject, convert or return to faith. Religious affiliation is chosen not ascribed’

Some churches have become secularised to fit in with society e.g. allowance of divorce however, some still closely linked to politics e.g. NI
Globalisation
The inevitability of globalization is dependent on the ruling classes power to persuade the interests of capitalism are for them. It’s been described as an attempt to throw an ideological veil over the economic interests of the ever-spreading capitalist ethic
· ‘New form of imperialism’ that was used deliberately as a smokescreen by the ruling class to divert attention from imperialism
· It is often a nexus for social change and political power
· It’s a forced hegemony through fraud from one country to another (Marx link)
· Has globalisation united or divides religions? It has for certain resulted in new religions (far removed from the spiritual); and has a direct nexus with fundamentalism
Beyer – impact on religion
 ‘Will systematic world religion prove capable of generating the kind of global civil religion that is much needed where functional differentiation and cultural fragmentation have destroyed shared norms?’
1. Marginalisation – religion pushed out of politics and public life
2. Particularism – religion used by those threatened by globalisation (third world slave) to express a sense of identity through a mix of fundamentalism and nationalism
3. Universalism – creates common values amongst religions (internal secularisation) e.g. environmentalism come together for ‘God-created world’
For secularisation: disintegration of norms, cyber-culture, newfangled religions and vast spread of anomie (causing people to turn to accessible pretentious religious banalities) and the creating of fundamentalism which seeks to destroy the pluralist multicultural world (more politics than religion – narrow approach)
Against secularisation: creates stronger religious ties in those needing an identity (3rd world slave) + used to spread resources to such countries
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