REL 205-RELIGION and the MODERN WORLD 
Instructor: Blair A. Gadsby
WEEK TWO 
Reading: Steve Bruce, Religion in the Modern World: From Cathedrals to Cults, chapter 1 &2; and 

    Linda Woodhead, et al, Religions in the Modern World: Traditions and Transformations. pgs.1-12 (again) & chpt. 7; 
LECTURE:
 Religion, Modernity and European Christianity

THE EUROPEAN WARS OF RELIGION:
The next event or series of events that propelled Europe away from a religious central authority were the wars that killed many over mostly religious beliefs and fighting over land. In the second half of the 16th century and the first half of the 17th century a series of religiously inspired wars swept across Europe. Protestants and Catholics literally massacred each other.

-Spain’s Catholic Crusade, Philip II (1556-1598) leader of the Catholics and ruler of the Iberian Peninsula, much of Italy, and the Netherlands, he also had a large overseas empire and [image: image1.png]BNRrorTARLE
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was obsessed with enemies of the church, especially Muslims and Protestants. Philip fought in the “low countries” and against England. 
-The Dutch Revolt, 1626 and 1628, Protestants in the Netherlands attacked the Catholics.
-France’s Civil War, 

-The Thirty Years’ War, from 1618-1648 Protestants and Catholics fought numerous wars with significant battles in Leipzig and Lutzen in Germany, the home of the Protestant Reformation beginning some one hundred years earlier. 
-The Peace of Westphalia, signed in 1648 and granted the Netherlands independence from Spain. It laid a foundation for the modern nation-state (remember Woodhead’s book states that the rise of the nation-state is one of the hallmarks of the Modern World). From here on the church’s authority was greatly reduced, especially in the north of Europe. 
These wars would have the cumulative effect of making Europe rather weary of fighting in the name of religion. It cannot be a coincidence that right now in the early 21st century Europeans respond to surveys or Gallup Polls in far lower numbers to the affirmative when asked questions about their religious belief. For example “Do you believe in a literal hell?” 

By the 17th century the very idea of God had caused much conflict. As a compromise to these fights the concept of Deism emerged. One of the theorists you read about in the handout link, [image: image2.jpg]The Jefferson Bible
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Lord Herbert of Cherbury, is sometimes referred to as the father of Deism. 

In the Americas

The Founding Fathers of the USA were mostly Deists.  There is an interesting passage written by Benjamin Franklin that is published in The Portable Enlightenment Reader Barnes & Noble.com - Books: Portable Enlightenment Reader, by Issac Kramnick, Paperback that is reflective of his view of God. He was asked by a Christian minister what his views were on God; Franklin replies, I believe in one God, Creator of the Universe. That he governs it by his Providence. That he ought to be worshipped. That the most acceptable service we render to him is doing good to his other children…As to Jesus of Nazareth, my opinion of whom you particularly desire, I think the system of morals and his religion, as he left them to us, the best the world ever saw or is likely to see; but I apprehend it has received various corrupting changes, and I have some doubts as to his divinity; tho’ it is a question I do not dogmatize upon…I see no harm, however, in its being believed, if that  belief has the good consequence, as probably it has, of making his doctrines more respected and better observed; especially as I do not perceive that the Supreme takes it amiss, by distinguishing the unbelievers in his government of the world with any peculiar marks of his displeasure. 
Franklin’s views are essentially the views of Deism, it is not atheism. You could call it a non-supernatural religion or the belief in a God that is somewhat distant and not directly involved in the day-to-day activities of people. Deism basically says something to the effect that, yes, indeed, there is a God who created the Universe, but since much of Nature seems to be guided by laws or some kind of orderly principles that humans can understand he doesn’t perform supernatural wonders that are often a furthermore, these laws are not to be tampered or broken (things like gravity and the motions of the planets). God himself does not break the laws of nature and therefore there are no miracles or supernatural entities like spirits, angels, demons, etc. 

Deists accepted only a very general idea of God that was validated not by beliefs but by actions. Good behavior was the ultimate expression of true religion. To say one is a religious believer but not to “do good to his other creatures” doesn’t amount to much. 

Thomas Jefferson’s The Jefferson Bible: The Life and Morals of Jesus of Nazareth.
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The best example I’ve found of just how the Fathers, if I may use the term, thought about religion is revealed in the book The Jefferson Bible: The Life and Morals of Jesus of Nazareth. Barnes & Noble.com - Books: The Jefferson Bible, by Thomas Jefferson, Hardcover. 

Deism provided a nice compromise between Orthodox Christianity and Atheism. The way these too conflicted in Europe is the subject of WEEK TWO

*POINTS HERE (PHE): as described on the index/home page for this course, you must write five (5) one-page essays. This is for 20% of your grade. These are separate from your four (4) other written assignments which are longer papers. Write a one-page essay on your understanding of the Founding Father’s idea of religion and the state. (You will need to search the Internet to find more information on the details that you are interested in beyond what is discussed here) 

The Two Traditions within American Christianity: The Liberal and the Conservative

Please view the following Power Point Presentation: ..\..\REL243 World Religions\INTERNET REL243 course\The Two Traditions of American Christianity.ppt. 
There is no doubt that the Fathers acknowledged a Providential role in the country they were founding, but it was a very general and non-specific, and non-sectarian God and what some might consider to be a watered-down version of Christian Orthodoxy, which it in fact is. Nevertheless, they were determined not to duplicate what was going on in England in which restrictions were placed upon people who did not belong to the official Church of England. The Fathers were not going to have a Church of the USA because that would inevitably be used as a “wedge issue” and people who belonged to other Non-Conformist groups, as they were called in England, would be singled-out one way or another. In other words, the government was not to be giving preference or sponsoring any particular denomination. 
Today, we would include all religions, not just Christian denominations as was their concern back in the late 1700s and early 1800s. 
END OF POSTED LECTURE FOR WEEK TWO
