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Section	1:	Principal	theological	positions		

about	the	religious	other	



Hinduism	
• Hinduism	and	other	faiths	
>>	Concept	of	Sanatana	Dharma’	but	no	assertion	of	exclusive	truth	
>>	Multiplicity	of	views	within	Hinduism;	no	central	scripture	
>>	Of	the	6	major	schools	of	philosophy	in	ancient	India,	even	
atheism	finds	a	place	
>>	Religious	tolerance,	naturally	pluralistic	
{“Ekam	Sat,	viprah	bahudha	vadanti"		
Truth	is	One,	sages	describe	it	variously	(Rig	Veda	1.164.46)}	
{“The	different	practices	based	on	the	three	Vedas,	Samkhya,	Yoga,	
Pashupata-mata,	Vaishhnava-mata	etc	.	are	but	different	paths	(to	
reach	to	the	Greatest	Truth)	and	people	on	account	of	their	
different	aptitude	choose	from	them	whatever	they	think	best	and	
are	deserved	to	be	accepted.	But	as	the	sea	is	the	final	resting	place	
for	all	types	of	streams	,	You	are	the	only	reaching	place	for	all	
people	whichever	path,	straight	or	zigzag,	they	may	accept	.”}		-	
Shiv	Mahimna	stotra	–	better	known	via	Swami	Vivekananda	
{“Vasudaiva	Kutumbhakam”	(Maha	Upanishad)}	
	



Islam	
•  Islamic	theology	and	other	faiths	
>>	Principle	of	tawhid	(one	God)	–	implied	criticism	of	anyone	who	
believes	otherwise	
>>	Concepts/Words	like	kafir	and	mushrikun	
>>	Tolerance	towards	‘People	of	the	Book’		
{He	has	revealed	to	you	the	scripture	with	truth,	confirming	what	
was	before	it,	and	he	revealed	the	Torah	and	the	Gospel}	(Quran	
3:3)	
	
Avenues	of	Reconciliation	
>>	To	each	nation	have	we	given	sacred	rites	which	they	are	to	
perform;	so	let	them	not	dispute	with	you	[Muhammad]	of	the	
matter,	but	you	summon	to	your	Lord.	Indeed!	You	do	follow	right	
guidance.	(22:67)	



	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
INTERFAITH	
RITUALS	
	
	Current	practices		







Current	practices	
• Current	interfaith	ritual	practices	–	strictly	social	
• Feasts	and	festivals	
• Outward	facing	
• Demands	on	hospitality	but	not	belief	
• Few	transgressions,	no	fear	of	inauthenticity	
• Often	political	‘shows’	



The	“World	Peace	Prayer”	recited	at	
the	Maharashtra	Institute	of	
Technology,	Pune	



Women	offer	prayers	at	the	Hazrat	Nizamuddin	Dargah	in	Delhi.	No	woman	is	allowed	inside	the	sanctum	but	Hindu	women	may	
pray	from	the	outside,	like	their	Muslim	counterparts	|	Image:	the	delhiwalla.com	



Section	2:	Ritual	interpretation	

• Why	ritual?		
• Academic	distinction	
• Definitions	and	uses	of	ritual	
• The	ritual	paradox	
• Need	to	develop	exegetical	
perspectives	of	ritual	
• Spontaneous	Exegetical	
Reflection	(SER)	



Academic	distinctions	

RITUAL	
	

•  Experience/	behaviour	
aspect	of	religion	

•  Domain	of	
anthropologists	

•  Considered	‘acts’	
•  Application	of	

observatory	methods	
•  Ritualisation	of	texts2	

SCRIPTURE	
	

•  Belief	or	faith	aspect	
of	religion	

•  Domain	of	
theologians		

•  Considered	proofs	
•  Application	of	

exegetical	methods	
•  Textualisation	of	

rituals1	

	



Rituals:	Definitions,	uses	and	paradoxes	

• “The	performance	of	more	or	
less	invariant	sequences	of	
formal	acts	and	utterances	not	
entirely	encoded	by	the	
performers”	(Roy	Rappaport	
1999:	24)	

	
•  It	is	the	most	basic	social	act	in	
that	it	establishes	a	
relationship	between	the	
participants,	and	serves	the	
primary	function	of	
communication	

	

•  Embodiment:	Rituals	imprint	
meaning	upon	the	body	

•  Transformational		



Psychological	function	of	rituals	

According	to	Lorenz	(1963,	1966)	and	Pruyser	(1968)	ritual	is	
manifested	when	there	is	a	need	to	control	and	direct	emotion.	
In	public	ceremonies	rituals	manage,	reduce,	and/	or	focus	
aggression.	This	binds	people	together,	enhances	social	
organization,	and	creates	a	sense	of	community.	Has	adaptive	
and	coping	significance.	Reduces	uncertainty	and	anxiety.	



	
	

The	Ritual	Paradox	
	

• Null	meaning	of	rituals	=	resistance	to	exegesis	
• RITUAL	PARADOX:	Elements	of	co-operation,	consensus	and	trust	
are	retained	as	long	as	people	do	not	try	to	explain	what	the	ritual	
means.		
• Personal/respective	signification	of	ritual	found	in	its	nullity	and	
silence	

	
	



SER	-	Spontaneous	Exegetical	Reflection	
[Ref:	Harvey	Whitehouse	
proposes	the	idea	of	SER	in	his	
2004	work	‘Modes	of	
Religiosity:	A	Cognitive	Theory	
of	Religious	Transmission’]	

DOCTRINAL	
	

•  Minimal	
•  Daily/	high	frequency	
•  Contained	
•  Repetitive	
•  Orthodoxy	
•  More	inclusive	
•  Does	not	evoke	SER	

	

IMAGISTIC	
	

•  Maximal	
•  Rare/	low	frequency	
•  Extravagant	
•  Performative	
•  Orthopraxy	
•  Exclusive	
•  Evokes	SER	

Two	contrasting	modes	of	religious	experience	
	



SER	in	imagistic	modes	i.e.	rituals	
• Episodic	distinctiveness,	emotionality,	and	consequentiality...	
together	result	in	autobiographical	memories.		

• Rituals	and	other	religious	behaviour	are	reflected	upon	and	
because	of	the	lack	of	possible	frames	of	reference,	strongly	and	
lasting	experiences	get	interpreted	and	elaborated	upon	
spontaneously	by	participants	

• All	rituals	have	the	potential	to	trigger	SER	by	virtue	of	being	
'symbolically	motivated	actions’		



Section	3:	Interfaith	prayers	as	inter-riting	for	
peace	building	between	Hindus	and	Muslims	



The	power	of	(interfaith)	ritual	prayer	

•  Two	aspects		
of	ritual	sharing	

Sociopolitical	
(solidarity)	

Personal,	spiritual	
Journey								

•  Inter-riting	as	an	alternative	to	inter-textuality	
•  Co-intentionality	
•  Uncertainty	and	wonder	
•  Transcending	boundaries	
•  Binding	yet	open	to	interpretation	
•  Adoption	and	adaptation	of	existing	models	such	

as	World	Day	of	Prayer	for	Peace,	PoWR’s	
#prayforhumanity	campaign,	Interfaith	Prayer	
Service	templates,	etc.	

	



interfaith	prayer	service	celebrating	the	art	and	architecture	of	the	new	Our	Lady	of	the	Angels	Cathedral	Sept.	4,	2002,	in	
downtown	Los	Angeles	(Associated	Press)	

Thank	you	


