	Type of Religious Organisation

	Church

Troeltsch (1912;1980) described churches as:

· Large organisations (often millions of members)

· Run by a bureaucratic hierarchy 

· Claim a monopoly of truth

· Universalistic: aim to include the whole of society (but are generally more attractive to the higher classes as they are ideologically conservative)

· Often closely linked to the state

· E.g. Catholic Church, Church of England
	Sect

Troeltsch (1912; 1980) described sects as:

· Small

· Exclusive

· Hostile to wider society

· Expect a high level of commitment

· Draw their members from the poor and oppressed

· Led by one charismatic leader

· Claim a monopoly of truth

· E.g. Community of the Lady of all Peoples (Army of Mary)


	Denomination

Niebuhr (1929) described denominations as:

· Midway between church and sect

· Less exclusive membership than a sect, but don’t appeal to whole of society like a church

· Broadly accept society’s values, but are not linked to the state

· Impose some minor restrictions on members e.g. forbidding alcohol but are not as demanding as a sect

· Unlike both church and sect, they are tolerant of any other religious organisation and don’t claim a monopoly of the truth

· E.g. Methodism
	Cult

Described as:
· Least organised

· Highly individualistic, loose-knit

· Small grouping

· Does not have a sharply defined and exclusive belief system – just shared themes and interests

· Usually tolerant of other religious organisations

· Do not demand strong commitment from followers – they are seen more as ‘trainees’ and will usually have little to no involvement with the cult once they have learnt the teachings

· Usually led by ‘practitioners’ or ‘therapists’

· Many are ‘world-affirming’ (claiming to improve life in this world)

· E.g. Doomsday cults, Scientology



	New Religious Movements (Wallis)

	World-Rejecting

· Vary greatly in size
· Religious with a clear notion of God

· Highly critical of the outside world – seek radical change

· For salvation, members must break from their former life

· Members live communally – restricted contact with the outside world – the movement controls all aspects of their lives and is often accused of ‘brainwashing’
· Conservative moral codes e.g. about sex

· E.g. The Moonies, Children of God, The Manson Family, Branch Davidian, People’s Temple
	World-Accommodating

· Breakaways from existing mainstream churches/denominations neither accept nor reject the world-  focus is on religious rather than worldly matters – try to restore the purity of religion
· E.g. neo-Pentecostalism believes that other Christian religions have lost the Holy Spirit
· Often members tend to leave conventional lives
	World-Affirming

· Lack conventional features of religion e.g. collective worship 

· Some are not highly organised

· They DO offer their followers access to supernatural/spiritual powers

· Accept the world as it is – optimistic, promise followers success of mainstream goals and values e.g. careers/personal relationships

· Non-exclusive – tolerant of other religions

· Claim to have special knowledge/techniques

· Most are cults, whose followers are often customers rather than members, and entry is through training

· Very few demands made of followers

· Most successful of NRM (e.g. scientology = 165,000 members in UK in 2005, Moonies = 1,200)

· E.g. Scientology, TM, Human Potential

	Evaluation of NRM

· Wallis has offered a useful way of classifying NRM that have developed over recent decades – but some argue it is not clear whether he is categorising them according to the movement’s teachings, or the individual member’s beliefs.

· He ignores the diversity of beliefs that may exist within a NRM

· Wallis himself recognises that NRM will rarely fit neatly into his typology – some (such as 3HO – Healthy Happy Holy Organisation) may have features of all 3 types – but, it must be said that the typologies are still useful, if not always accurate

· Stark and Bainbridge (1986) reject the idea of constructing such typologies altogether – instead they argue we should distinguish between religious organisations using only the degree of conflict or tension between the religious group and wider society.


	Stark and Bainbridge – Cults vs Sects

Sects; splits in existing organisations.  They break away from churches usually because of disagreements about doctrine

Cults; new religions, such as Scientology and Christian Science, or ones new to that particular society that have been imported (such as TM)

They see sects as offering ‘promise’ known as other-worldly benefits to those suffering deprivation (economic or ethical).  Cults however offer this-worldly benefits to more prosperous individuals who are suffering psychic deprivation (normlessness) and organismic deprivation (health problems).

They sub-divided cults according to how organised they are:

· Audience cults: least organised, no formal membership/commitment, little interaction between members, participation usually through media e.g. TV e.g. astrology/ UFO based cults

· Client cults: relationship between consultant and client, provides a service to followers, purveyors of ‘medical miracles’, contact with the dead etc, but the emphasis is now on therapies promising personal fulfilment and self-discovery

· Cultic movements: most organised, highest level of commitment, aims to meet all members’ religious needs, cannot be a member of another religious group simultaneously, e.g. Moonies.  Some client cults become cultic movements for their most enthusiastic members e.g. Scientology from the client cult Dianetics.  


