Religion Maintaining Social Order and Morality

The target for this essay will be religions need for social order and the base will be morality. It will explore how religion is an extension of morality that allows morals to cover more people and why this may have been necessary throughout some time periods. It will also explain why this only came to be with larger societies and why individual morality doesn’t cover everyone in the society. It will show how religion can sometimes be an anti-morality tool and can be used to break your morals to accomplish something otherwise against them.

Jonathan Haidt and Jesse Bering’s idea that religion came about through a growing society and the need for accountability can be easily seen by most, as a population gets larger an individual is less likely to know another random person in the same society, compared to that of individuals in a smaller society. This leads to people dong bad things as less people would learn about what they had done and the information may not get around to everyone, allowing them to get away with it, therefore a development of distrust in the community. But when religion is introduced a new “all seeing” being will observe everything and everyone. This lowers the chance of someone doing something bad as they might think they will be seen and punished by the god, then this would lead to more trust in the group as everyone knows that people are less likely to do bad.

Morality had come about in the same sense but without the need for a god or being. It was evolved and “built into” our minds, and it contains different levels. The different levels may have come about through our sharing of genes as explained in the lecture by Jim Davies on Morality. For example, one person would care much deeper for an immediate family member because they share many of the same genes as us and we then want to protect them almost as much as us, but not exactly as much as we want to protect ourselves since our exact genes are the most important to us. This chain could be followed through distant family members then people that live in the same society as us and then all the way down to the entire population or every living thing, where we would have less of a moral responsibility as we follow it.

Religion can then be seen as the thing to keep morals up the same standard throughout the entire community, for example in a community without religion one would care an infinite amount more about their own child and give little thought about another person when it comes to general well being, but when religion is introduced that person would continue to care greatly about their own child but now has an obligation to care about the other random person. In this sense we can view religion as an extension of our own “built in” morality since it carries it along further than it would naturally go. 

This can lead to a few conclusions and explanations about views in our own societies. One example is racism and religion intolerance. For example, many people in todays North American culture look downwards on those in the middle east and those that are Muslim. This is due to the knowledge of some of the bad things individuals of those race or religion have done. Since we are mostly of a different religion we use this to think that theirs is bad and not right, it doesn’t create a trust between the two peoples. Meanwhile individuals of our own religion may do something bad but we just see it as an odd one out or that they will be justly punished since we need to uphold our religion to keep trust in everyone else of our faith, where if we didn’t it would collapse in on itself.

Another thing that can be seen as religion being just an extension of morality is that many things of our religion are no longer believed or practiced and it changes over time just as our morals do. An example of this could be seen as a child coming out to parents that he or she is gay, where in this case almost all religions say this is not right and is a “sin” but the parents of the child in todays North American culture will most likely continue to care for and love them. This is because the religion is a second to the “built in” morals that are held by the parents and therefore caring for and loving the child comes before it. It should also be noted that in countries where being gay is still harshly punished the need for trust in each other is much greater and therefore religion out weighs morality.

On top of just being an extension of morality, religion can actually be used as a type of anti-morality tool. Some religions and religious text that are taught contain information that states you are free to do things that may otherwise be considered bad to another specific group of people. For example, some verses in the Quran and Bible condemn the killing of non believers or those that are of another sexuality. Without religion what would the purpose of killing random people or those that are gay have for you to gain? You could in the process get killed yourself and by doing so are killing beings of your own species, leaving less of you. But when religion is in play we can see that by doing this we will get rid of other religions and people who don’t believe in ours, or other people who we can’t trust, like those of our religion. In the future this will lead to more people in that certain religion that got rid of others and thus a stronger more trusting society. Morality in this sense can sometimes be beaten out by religion since you may only have a little care for those that are different than you but your religion says something bad about them and tell you to harm them, and since you believe in and need your religion to maintain trust, you do it. 

[bookmark: _GoBack]In conclusion, Morality is the base of religion, but since morality can only go so far we would at some time need religion to extend that to cover our entire society so we can believe that everyone is doing right in the eyes of the god. But religion can also make us do things that otherwise might have gone against our built in morality since we valued religion more than morals in these instances.
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