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* I propose in this lccture to consicer the character of knowledge
and religious experience. s . ‘
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While sitting in judgement on religion, philosophy cannot give
| religion an inferior place. Religion is not a departmental affair,
it i$ neither mere thought, nor mere feeling nor mere action, it is
" the expression of the whole man. Thus in the evaluation of religion,
philosophy must recognise the central position of religion and has
no other alternative but to admit it as something focal in the process

of reflective synthesis. *’
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The essence of religion, on the other hand, is faith; and faith
like the bird sces its * trackless way 7° unattended by intelject....
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“ In the third period metabhysiés is displaced by psychology and
religious life dc;/elops the ambition to come into direct conf;act with
ultimate reality. It is here that religion becomes a matter of
personal éssimi:ation of life and power ; and the individual achic?veé
a free personality, not by releasing himself from the fetters of the
law but _byv discovering the ultimate source of Jaw within the depths

of his own consciousness ”
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The prophets companions, some of whom were present during the
course of the psychological observation in the history of Islam and
cven later traditionists who took good care to record this important

fact, entirely misunderstood the significance of his attitude and

interpreted it in their own innocent manner, Professor Macdonald
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whe seems to have ne adea of the fundamental psychological

difference between  the mystic and prophetic consiousness finds
humour enough in this picture of one prophet trying to investigate

_ancther after the method of the socicty of Psychical Research.
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“ But just as the question: What is the nature of knowledge
(Metaphysical) and what are its implications cannot be discussed
without reference to philosopners like Kant and Hegel, in the same
manner the question of nature and implications of Religion could
not be answered without reference to the most highly developed

religious consciousness of Muhammad himself. > ..
, zibf‘f/'/)."f{. most highly developed religious consciousness LU’éuﬁl)
)f"j’.‘f/ mystic & prophetic consciousness.
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