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It is perhaps daunting at first to look at religion in any category due to the wide range of information and possibilities.  However, in this book Micrea Eliade attempts to demonstrate why a religious experience is completely different than that of a natural experience, that something that is sacred is not the same as the nonreligious and that whilst people may not believe, they still find themselves unconsciously connecting themselves to a memory of something sacred.
Mircea Eliade was a historian of Roman religion, philosopher, professor and a fiction writer. He is considered a leading interpreter of religious experience to this day. His book The Sacred and the Profane. The Nature of Religion was written in 1961 and has continued to be used by various scholars to argue points of interest in their works such as David Carrasco (Carrasco, D., 1992. 90), Geraci (2014) and Arthur Asa Berger (Berger, A.A., 2016). However, it does not change the fact that his work is several decades old, and new scholarship must be considered in order to decide whether Eliade is still making a considerable contribution to the subject.  The boot itself covers a numerous amount of topics including: 
1. Sacred Space and Making the world Sacred
2. Sacred Time and Myths
3. The sacredness of Nature and Cosmic Religion
4. Human existence and Sanctified Life (Eliade 1961 5)
Each topic holding an importance to his overall argument that as stated previously is to demonstrate why the religious experience is different to that of a natural experience and whether religious or not a person can still connect a memory to that of something sacred.
The central theory that Eliade argues for is that manifestations of the sacred, or as he calls them hierophanies, form the basis of religion, dividing the human experience of reality into two main areas: the profane and the sacred (Eliade 1961; 13). He believes that the sacred is a solid fixed point which all else is oriented it is ordered and distinctive whereas profane space is the opposite and is unliveable: “Nothing can begin, nothing can be done, without a previous orientation – and any orientation implies a fixed point” (Eliade 1961; 22).   David Carrasco agrees with this statement and believes Eliade to be a leading authority especially in his number of essays and books (Carrasco, D., 1992. 90). Arthur Asa Berger also appears to have similar thoughts to Eliade on the matter stating that ‘Sacred spaces provide religious man and woman with a fixed point that guides his or her orientation to the world – just the opposite of the view of profane man and woman that all space is the same.’ () in fact, he uses Eliade to back his own opinion and facts, using quotes from Eliade’s book to explain his own opinion with a more renowned scholar.  Although I struggle to understand some of the things, he is trying to say in most of his book unable at present to wrap my brain around his work, this quote does make a lot of sense to me.  Something does not come from nothing, be it an idea or a previous statement or anything along such lines. A sacred place does not come from nothing it must come from a fixed point explaining mans fixation at having his “abode” at the ‘center of the word’ (Geraci, 2014).
Despite being well known and appreciated by a diverse group of scholars, it does not stop other scholars from criticizing Eliade’s work. Robert M. Geraci states that Eliade tends to ‘make abstract commensurate likelihood of minimizing human actors and the decisions they make’ which although is intriguing, does not however suggest that his book should be counted as a poor piece of literature; perhaps quite the opposite. However, there are still sceptics to Eliades views one being that religion is only an escape for those weak minded who don’t want to face the ideas of life being meaninglessness (Dawsey,2009, 178). That those that are religious create the sacred a ‘world of dream and imagination’ (Eliade 1961; 94).  It isn’t surprising that there would be sceptics to his view he makes it appear that believing in something is just the obvious thing to do, that there is no choice in the ideology of belief as without thinking about it we believe in something, or at least something sacred. Is therefore our freedom of mind not apparent even within the own constraints of our mind? In a glorious way this is perhaps why even now his book is worth a read and consideration as it still poses questions to ourselves even if scholars have started to advance in this particular field of study.  
By the end of the text Eliade concludes nicely focusing on what he intended to do which was prove that whether religious or not you still have a memory of something sacred that you refer to. He states, ‘The unconsciousness offers him solutions for the difficulties in his own life, and in this way plays the role of religion, for, before making an existence a creator of values, religion ensures its integrity’ (Eliade, M., 1959 212-13). It is strange how correct Eliade is in his work even without a more insightful knowledge of the theme his book discusses his conclusions are clear for the reader and make sense. For even those who are unreligious may sometimes at the back of the brain pray in some form to something for something whether it be a love on or themselves as well as believe in something beyond their realm of understanding. Eliade does cover this in his book and tries to make sense of it.  
Though it is a text that was written in 1961, Mircea Eliade’s work on The Sacred and the Profane. The Nature of Religion is still very much relevant and although some of the points can be argued against, many scholars are still agreeing with his statements to this day. The text itself, though difficult for those who have not broached the subject before, has interesting viewpoints to consider and take into account when studying such areas.  It will be interesting to re-read his book when I have broadened my knowledge even further and can understand more of what he is trying to say. It is a book that could be considered difficult to get through for those that have no knowledge of the area in question a more concise book or article may be best to read first before tackling his. In regard to where it still should be considered to be placed in its field, I would not say it needs to be shelved just yet as despite its age the book still holds relevant points that modern scholars are still referring back to and using to this day. 
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