Running head: SCIENCE AND OTHER KNOWLEDGE.		1

SCIENCE AND OTHER KNOWLEDGE.		7



Science and Other Knowledge
Student's Name
Institution
Date of Submission











According to Charles (2018), scientific accounts of human origins are discovered from very contrasting philosophical perspectives to knowledge. Specifically, the apparent disagreement between science and other pursuits of knowledge concerning human evolution owe their origin to the diverse duties that metaphysics plays in the two perspectives to understanding and comprehend what it means to be human. Additionally, these approaches put humans in a very diverse place within their explanatory framework and define them as human in wildly divergent ways. For many scientists, humans are one of the enormous numbers of the well-adapted. Still, immediate natural results are offered by the unguided process.
In contrast, for many other pursuits like religion, religious people claim that humans are the predominant cause of a divinely made and actively persistent and goal-oriented universe. These contrasts in primary metaphysics propositions automatically color the work that the two categories do. The tension between the diverse points of view underlies the progressing reluctance of many people to allow the scientific account of human origin. In this essay, I provide my approaches regarding what makes science different from other pursuits of knowledge like religion and pseudoscience. The intelligent proposal proposes that evolution appears to establish sense until we look at the elementary mechanisms at a molecular level. Behe claims that when we unpack the beautiful machinery living organisms, we realize that they are irrationally complex things with numerous and crucial molecular machines inside them that are slightly complex. It is somewhat tricky because if any element of the mechanism is omitted, it will not work; the device cannot be decreased to split parts one by one to make the working mechanism. However, if the agency cannot be divided into the parts' elements, they cannot have developed because evolution is a slow process in which features are added bit by bit. For instance, if any part of the mousetrap misses one of its parts, it will not work. That’s our understanding of how the evolution process operates; however, this stipulates that this is not how adaptation develops.  
Dunham (2020) proposes that Behe is not contented with Charles Darwin's theory that naturalistic evolution can make new and crucial roles by reshaping characteristics originally obtained for other duties or by escalating little merit of a unique feature until it becomes vital. Moreover, Behe argues that these mechanisms are impracticable but basically that they are tremendously unlikely.  William Dembski's application of the information approach to challenge the credibility of adaptive evolution follows a similar course. The intelligent design advocates discovered these notions incredible not because the information is inadequate or because the approach is insufficient. Additionally, as a result of proponents of intelligent design, they have a prior commitment to the existence of reason in the natural world. Beginning with the study of evolution, with a sentence leading to a particular outcome, we will naturally discover explanations that exclude purpose from being unsatisfying. Additionally, they may emerge to be a direct challenge to our faith. Misunderstanding between the teaching of evolution and intelligent design is based on an incorrect application of insight from science and other pursuits of knowledge like religion to areas where they don’t apply.  The metaphysical naturalistic position enforces us to select between the abstract notions of the earth's history and, on the other hand, natural selection and our visceral and emotional encounters of the spirituality on the other. One of the direst failings of the claim for a scientific justification of metaphysical naturalism is that it dismisses the truth of the people's actual experiences. It's not a surprise that very few people accept the Darwinism theory. While listening to the proceedings of a court case on the radio, this disagreement between science and other pursuits of knowledge religion emerged very clearly. Additionally, it proposes that one of the students from Duver high school was supporting intelligent design ID. In her response during the interview, she suggested that the idea of ID being a science is very strange to her, knowing very well that she felt God's presence in her life daily. Thus, she knew very well that God is real, and she cannot imagine betraying her God in supporting the idea that evolution is ascience.
Loikkanen (2019) proposes that we need to find a way to allow such encounters to carry a crucial truth to our own and harmonize them with appropriate knowledge from scientific study.  Moreover, some religious people find this idea of scientific proof very hard to support. They dismiss this idea not because the scientific approach is weak or its policies are incomplete but because they cannot comprehend their firmly goal-oriented theology how initially unguided the whole process can offer transcendent humans. Additionally, from their earlier commitment to a theistic universe, they feel it's their responsibility to attack the scientific ideas that are untrue and present a critic to the scientific understanding. The strength of spiritual knowledge is that it looks for the experience not by trying as science does to reduce the supporting effects to our approach but by looking at the proper understanding of what it means to be a human being. It seems to put someone in the correct method relating to the reason and meaning of God. Therefore, science and spirituality offer very different reasons and hinge on very different underlying metaphysical propositions.
Cliquet & Avramov (2018) suggest that one may include both natural selection and evolution as a religious understanding as to the ways by which God creates. Many theologians and philosophers have taken this course. Charles Darwin, the father of development, describes it as an ongoing process. One may propose that natural selection is a daily and hourly survey throughout the universe. The slightest discrepancy dismisses evil, protects and includes all that is superior, quietly and inertly operating whenever and whatever chances are provided at the development of each organ concerning its organic and inorganic life situations. This philosophy agrees well with some Christian theists` ideas of God, who maintains and conserves the universe by engaging his attention and repeatedly acting in the world during the ordinary course of actions through natural processes. The bible suggests that God created the world and the biological processes that control its daily activities. Therefore, natural selection does not need a religious person to decline it since the intellectuals are everywhere rejecting it as the work of God. Additionally, when evolution is looked at from a spiritual point of view, there is no excuse for treating Genesis as a source of scientific information. On the contrary, science is not involved with how old the earth, when and how life came to be, or what role the process of nature may have had in bringing them about—however, it's about God's purpose concerning how humans can stand in proper relation to himself.
According to Charles (2018), homeopathy offers a perfect example of science experiments without facts. Homeopathic begins with a chemical compound that is believed to treat a disease, dissolves it in the water, and then continuously dilutes it many times till there are at most just a few molecules of the initial compound in the solution. Additionally, the water has many impurities I many times the concentration of the medication. Homeopaths are familiar with the dilution problem and depend on an ad hoc hypothesis; the water remembers what has been added into it. For example, a French medical doctor, Jacques Benveniste, argues that some electromagnetic radiation remains in the water. However, the magnitude of radiation is not taken. One has forgotten that electromagnetic radiation travels at a very high speed equivalent to that of the light and would be gone from the solution in a short time. In another example, Hugh Ross, a former astronomer, agrees that the Hebrew Bible proposes that people lived for nine hundred years around the time of Noah.
Additionally, he claims that God created the Vela supernova, particularly to bathe the earth in cosmic rays, resulting in t the death of the genetically generated cells, limiting the number of years to one hundred and twenty years. Ross's hypothesis would be accurate and convincing if cosmic rays accounted for most radiation on our gonads, but they do not. As a result of the radioactive minerals in the environment, background radiation results in more than half of radiation. On the contrary, even before the Vela supernova, many radiations initiated the programmed cell death, which disqualifies the scientific aspect in the experiment.
In conclusion, people repeatedly make this distinction between spiritual and empirical values concerning other matters. For instance, Buddhists agree that meat is a good source of high-quality nutrition but, on the other hand, believes it's immoral to consume. We need to deny the nutritional value of the meat is entirely irrelevant to the spiritual issues of concern. We need to be very cautious in approaching the world, mainly whether or not there is only one reasonable way to comprehend the world. In my view, it's evident that there are many approaches, and they differ probably on the usefulness and insight. Still, there is no appropriate way that works for every issue of human concern or in every context. Arguing otherwise is childish at best, and at worst is hateful and self-destructive. At our best, we will embrace the many complementary ways that we as humans come to comprehend our universe and get meaning in our lives(Charles,2018).
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