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Rapid developments of empirical sciences in recent centuries and incorrect pol-
icies of church leaders have led to different theories concerning the relations be-
tween science and religion, and their conflict, independence, and cooperation are 
some significant examples of them. Some contemporary thinkers, by paying at-
tention to the separation of science and religion’s realms, methods, and language, 
have tried to consider some special realms, methods, and language for religion as 
well as science. In this case, Wittgenstein, Braithwaite, and Stace have some no-
table theories, since they take into account some special functions regarding re-
ligion through their phenomenological and non-epistemic approaches. Wittgen-
stein pays attention to the language of religion in the life of believers and sepa-
rates the religious realm from the scientific one. Braithwaite reduces religious 
propositions to moral ones, and Stace by emphasizing on mystical virtues of reli-
gious teachings and defines non-epistemic functions for them. All these thinkers 
agree with fideism, the impossibility of rational assessing and non-superiority of 
one religion to other religions, and non-epistemic virtues of religious proposi-
tions and teachings. These theories lead to a misunderstanding of religious 
teachings and relativistic and humanistic interpretations of religion’s functions. 
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The expansion of various dimensions of 
scientific progress in recent centuries and 
sometimes incorrect stances of some 
members of the church in the West fueled 
the phenomenon of the conflict between 
science and religion. With the continua-
tion of scientific progress and uncovering 
the secrets of the universe, some of these 
discoveries conflicted with the claims of 
the Bible and led to various views on the 
separation, conflict, and opposition of sci-
ence and religion, and as a result margin-
alization of Christianity in the Western 
world. This scientific and religious pro-
gress reached its peak in the eighteenth 
and nineteenth centuries, but from the 
end of the nineteenth and the beginning of 
the twentieth century, due to the revela-
tion of the invalidity of some extravagant 
claims of science and its limitations in an-
swering the basic questions of mankind, 
not only the idea of conflict and opposition 
of science and religion lost its validity to a 
large extent, but the views of independ-
ence and even unity of science and religion 
found a chance to breathe and new activ-
ity. As a result, many thinkers tried to de-
fine specific functions for them by sepa-
rating the realms, methods, and language 
of science and religion, and some tried to 
design a kind of unity or complementarity 
and cooperation between them. 

The diversity and multiplicity of philo-
sophical views in this regard cannot be ex-
amined due to the limitations of this re-
search, therefore, an effort is made to con-
sider some commonalities in views and 
their importance, focusing on the views of 
three famous and influential philosophers, 
i.e. Ludwig Wittgenstein, Braithwaite, and 
Walter Terence Stace. Therefore, some of 
this study’s questions are: what are the na-
ture and functions of religion in these phi-
losophers’ views in the present time, and 

to what extent do the functions they con-
sidered for religion have strength and ra-
tional validity? And what are their prob-
lems? The importance of the theories of 
the philosophers mentioned above is the 
invalidation of the claim of positivist atti-
tude regarding the meaninglessness of re-
ligious propositions, their belief in the 
meaningfulness of those propositions, and 
their efforts to define some kind of func-
tion for religious propositions regarding 
their meaningfulness. In order to test the 
ideas of the aforementioned thinkers, this 
study tried to show that definition of the 
nature of religion, in terms of its functions, 
is only a picture of the reality of religion 
and cannot reveal its entirety to us. For 
this reason, the aforementioned functional 
views are unable to explain the functions 
of religion in a precise and rational manner 
and need more reconstruction. In addi-
tion, the phenomenological and function-
alist attitude and influence of logical posi-
tivism among these philosophers in their 
view of religion, especially Christianity in 
the Western world, has prevented them 
from being able to provide a relatively 
comprehensive and generalizable view of 
the functions of religions. In facing the 
above problem, the common feature of the 
three discussed thinkers is trying to over-
come the positivist claim that religious, 
metaphysical, and moral propositions are 
meaningless, but since all these philoso-
phers are epistemologically influenced by 
the positivist discourse, their transition 
from that discourse is non-epistemologi-
cal; that is, they try to provide non-cogni-
tive explanations of how religious proposi-
tions work. In this approach, Wittgenstein 
emphasizes the functions of the language 
of religion in practical life, Braithwaite un-
derlines the moral functions, and Stace 
emphasizes the mystical functions of reli-
gion and tries to provide the necessary au-
thority and values for religious teachings 
by crediting these functions. However, 
their emphasis on the non-cognitive and 
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phenomenological nature of religious 
propositions makes it impossible to have a 
rational and epistemological evaluation of 
religious propositions and beliefs in order 
to recognize what is right from what is 
wrong. In fact, discovery is not intended 
for religious propositions, but its applica-
tion in the religious life of believers is au-
thoritative. As a result, one can have false 
propositions, such as useful legends in-
tended by Braithwaite, or Stace's mystical 
experiences, which have no roots in fun-
damental reality and may be pure lies, but 
because they have their own religious ap-
plication, they should be considered as 
true propositions and are used and be-
lieved. 

Additionally, relying on the validity of 
religious propositions to various external 
functions and rejecting the possibility of 
their rational evaluation lead to epistemo-
logical, moral, and religious relativism, be-
cause each proposition can be used in dif-
ferent conditions, with different mentali-
ties of religious people, and at different 
times; in other words, it has different uses 
and therefore different meanings. In addi-
tion, the differences between religions, for 
example, whether they are divine or non-
divine, the type of their teachings, and the 
degree of truth and superiority of some 
over others, lose their place. In fact, such a 

view has led the aforementioned thinkers 
to fideism, in which our faith and attach-
ment to God or the ultimate being is im-
portant; that is, a human being and 
his/her way of perceiving religion and its 
teachings are central and there is no need 
to evaluate it with other minds because 
everyone can have a different understand-
ing from another and even without a real 
basis; what is important is the function of 
this understanding and personal faith.  

 
Although the attitude of the mentioned 
philosophers towards religion is signifi-
cant progress compared to the thinkers of 
the 18th and 19th centuries, especially as 
they try to define a kind of functional 
space for religion, the phenomenological, 
non-epistemological, anthropocentric, 
and relativistic beliefs in religion makes 
them unable to understand the fundamen-
tal nature of religion and its teachings and 
its epistemological, political, moral, social, 
educational, economic, and mystical func-
tions, which are both the result of the 
dominance of Western scientism and hu-
man interpretation and are centered on 
religion, the most important result of 
which is the negligence of religions’ divine 
origin. 
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