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Q. What makes one statement or claim science? Along these lines, how do you distinguish a scientific claim from a non-scientific claim, or pseudoscience? Construct a claim that you consider scientific and indicate how the claim meets the criteria for science – that it is falsifiable and repeatable. Challenge your peers to either agree or disagree with the scientific nature of your claim. Science is a process of discovery, and part of that process of discovery requires the recognition of patterns. We are surrounded by patterns. How does the regularity of nature promote the advancement of scientific knowledge? Be sure to state any references you used along with proper citations. The Discussion Rubric applies.
Science is the coordination of skepticism and use of evidence. The evidence ought to be verified to qualify to be scientific. Science is more empirical than it is theoretical. Therefore, to distinguish a scientific claim from pseudoscience or non-science claim is easy. For a claim to be scientific, it has to be first tested with scientific principles. These principles are normally a scientific method that assists the researchers or scientists to determine a common ground for all experiments. Also, scientific method provides that a claim could be repeatable or falsifiable (can be disproved). These two criteria are the use in distinguishing science from non-science claim. Thus, if the results of an experiment cannot repeatedly be verified, then it is not a scientific claim.
However, science is proven to be a process of discovery which requires pattern recognition. An example of a scientific claim is that the moon is contained in ice cubes. When a sample of the moon is taken then results in shows that are not made out of ice cubes, then the claim is disproved (it is falsified). Therefore, the claim qualifies to be a scientist claim since it is possible to disprove the claim through data collection as evidence. Additionally, it is possible to repeat the process and still conclude the same- the moon is not made out of ice cubes. 
In conclusion, I believe that the regularity of nature has greatly contributed to the advancement of scientific knowledge.in that, science as per the definition, is the combination of skepticism and evidence. Therefore, a scientist will always question everything and its existence until there are proven facts and findings of the existence. Therefore, the curious nature of scientist prompts them to keep on researching about everything hence end up discoursing new things and problems to existing unknown problems.
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