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[bookmark: _GoBack]Planning a Research Paper (Psalm 111:2)
The verse affirms the greatness of the works of God and that those who appreciate his work will not resist the urge to proclaim their greatness publicly. Observing the design of the universe, the power of the oceans, the beauty of mountains and fields, one will not resist praising the creator. God’s creation is a manifestation of his attributes, and to have a clear understanding, it is necessary to investigate hi works further (Ligonier Ministries, n.d.) The verse encourages the human race to study God’s work confidently, knowing that it allows them to comprehend the nature of God. Additionally, reviewing the work of God enables believers to delight in them as they study with reverence. 
The verse may be interpreted to be in support of scientific exploration in various fields such as human anatomy, astronomy, geography, and chemistry. Through scientific research, the human race can develop a better understanding of the works of God and appreciate his architecture. For example, astronomy provides a holistic understanding of the universe, which manifests the implications of the verse. Scientists can use this verse to justify explorations, such as genetic engineering and tissue culture. The essay presents evidence that shows that contemporary scientific concepts support God’s wish to study his works and delight in them. 
Hypothesis
Scientific concepts such as medicine have enabled humans to develop a better understanding of God’s work, therefore supporting the views presented in Psalm 111:2. 
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Chan, E., & Ecklund, E. H. (2016). Narrating and navigating authorities: Evangelical and Mainline Protestant interpretations of the Bible and science. Journal for the Scientific Study of Religion, 55(1), 54-69.
This article presents how protestants interpret the Bible concerning science. It particularly highlights the role of the literalist view in developing interpretations that oppose the role of science in contemporary societies. The authors outline the role of scientific developments in catalyzing divisions between conservative and liberal protestants in the U.S. This article presents a broader outlook of the issue presented in Psalm 111:2, i.e., whether humanity should explore God's creation through subjects such as science.
McPhetres, J., & Zuckerman, M. (2018). Religiosity predicts negative attitudes towards science and lower levels of science literacy. PloS one, 13(11), e0207125.
This article highlights the long-standing conflict between science and religion as to which is a better source of knowledge about the world. The authors present that religiosity harms science and scientific knowledge. In explaining the current struggles between religion and science, the authors divide the conflicts into general and limited categories. The article concludes that a majority of existing conflicts fall in the general category. This article will be instrumental in explaining the origin of general opposition for scientific concepts among the religious people.
De Cruz, H. (2017). ‘Religion and Science', in E.N. Zalta (ed.), Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosophy (Spring 2017 ed.). Center for the Study of Language and Information (CSLI), Stanford University, https:// plato.stanford.edu/entries/religion-science/
This book presents the complexity of the association between science and religion in theology and philosophy. The author investigates the extent of compatibility between the two and sheds light on whether religious opinions are beneficial to science or pose impediments against human inquiry. The book provides an overview of how religion and science intersect by focusing on heavenly action, creation, and human origins. 
Jack, C. (2016). Psalms 111–112: Big story, a little story. Retrieved July 14, 2020, from https://www.mdpi.com/2077-1444/7/9/115/htm
The article presents an analysis of Psalm 111, which speaks about the greatness of God's creation and the need for exploring his work. Although the article does not directly speak in support of scientific exploration in various scientific fields such as human anatomy, astronomy, geography, and chemistry, it gives an overview of a literalist interpretation of Bible verse. Through reading the word, the human race can develop a better understanding of the works of God and appreciate his architecture. The article interprets "God's work" in the spiritual rather than the physical sense. 





Learning the Works of God
	Psalm 111 is not the most commonly quoted Bible verse because of the nature of its message. It is neither confessional, imprecatory of kingly. On the same note, the chapter raises various difficulties in interpretation and translation. The chapter attracts scientists because of its second verse, i.e., "Great are the works of the LORD; they are pondered by all who delight in them.” Because of this verse, the chapter is often welcomed and treated by scientists as a mandate for research. Essentially, the Bible verse encourages humans to learn more about God’s work to appreciate the might of his creation.
	Evidence for this verse can be seen in numerous aspects of ordinary life. Science and technology influence how humans live, from agriculture to healthcare to education. Yet, when it comes to the understanding and support for science, religious communities question the role of scientists and science is aligning with the work of God. On the same note, the perceptions of individuals in science toward religious communities influence the effectiveness of engaging with them in matters of science. Psalms 111:2 asserts that studying God's work is a way of glorifying and appreciating the work of God. 
	The verse presents a quagmire that believers face today in understanding the role of science in daily activities. For example, when individuals are presented with a life-threatening diagnosis, they are quick to seek spiritual intervention e.g., asking for prayers in Church. After listening to a summon, believers try to relate how the spiritual stand fits with articles or documentaries about the same issue that they are facing. Without scientific research in human anatomy and understanding ailments such as cancer, the world can't appreciate God's creation or even have faith in the power of healing. 
	To what degree is science a manifestation of religion, and Christianity to be specific? Do religious beliefs present conducive environments for science or constantly pose obstacles to technological and scientific inquiries. Before scientists came up with their interpretations of the roots of the world and cosmology, various cultures had already established intricate explanations about creation and humanity based on Biblical texts (McPhetres & Zuckerman, 2018). 
	The theory of creation holds that God's conception is perfect as affirmed in Genesis 1. Furthermore, it asserts that God does not sustain creation passively, but plays an active part through His divine actions to take care of His creatures on earth (McPhetres & Zuckerman, 2018). It is based on these affirmations that science and technology emerge as consequences of God's intervention to expand the mind of his people to understand his provisions.
	Given the importance of religion across the globe, as well as the increasing level of skepticism toward science, the verse offers an essential starting point toward finding a consensus regarding God’s role in modern science. The possibility of conflict between religion and science can either be general or limited (De Cruz, 2017). The limited form exists where the conflicts are limited for a few topics where scientific narratives or beliefs contradict scientific assertions, for example, the origin of humans and the earth. The general version, on the other hand, applies where religion has a negative attitude or distrust toward science as a source of information or solution to various problems that humans face.
	Conflicts between religion and science are more general, especially in countries where religion is entrenched into the culture. For example, less favorable views toward technology and sciences have a direct correlation with greater religiosity (McPhetres & Zuckerman, 2018). According to McPhetres & Zuckerman (2018), religious individuals are less likely to pursue careers in science compared to less religious individuals. On the same note, religiosity has a negative correlation with the scientific consensus on issues such as climate change and vaccinations. In many cases, conflicts between religious persons and nanotechnology are driven by moral concerns about "playing God."
Individuals are more likely to be aware of the epistemological and institutional concepts within a religion that form the foundation of various scientific concepts. Rather, they may be more familiar with the epistemological norms of their religious institutions and thus apply the respective tools in interpreting the role of science in human life. Considering Psalm 111:2, the foundation of innovation, technology science, and other activities that have advanced human knowledge are inspired by the Bible.
	While there are no religious texts that speak directly about concepts such as vaccination, nanotechnology and climate change, excerpts such as Psalm 111:2 may provide ideas about God’s stand on human intervention in his works (Jack, 2016). However, the interpretation of such texts can take any form depending on individual affiliations. While scientists may see it as a license to explore and deepen scientific research, religious persons will interpret the “works of God as those concerning the spiritual realm rather than the physical disposition. 
	Religious persons justify their opposition to various scientific concepts by citing their religious and moral beliefs. This form of opposition mirrors how individuals with varying political ideologies will differ in their beliefs in terms of social and economic reasoning. In contrast, Christian scripts discuss God's creation and sanctity of life compared to evolution and stem cell technology in the scientific world respectively (De Cruz, 2017). Assessing the conflict in this perspective, it appears that it addresses a general epistemological conflict regarding whether religion or science is in a better position to understand and explain the world. In this regard, the general conflict hypothesis presumes that religious persons will have negative attitudes and possibly distrust toward technology and science as sources of information.
The Bible and the Search of Knowledge
	Developments in science were the primary catalysts for the separation between conservative and liberal protestants in the U.S. in the 20th century. Conflicts between religion and science continue to exist in highly publicized debates e.g. the evolution debate by Ken Ham-Bill in 2014 (Chan & Ecklund, 2016). Literalism is the primary cause of conflicts between science and the Bible. Literalists believe that the Bible is the key source of knowledge and are unlikely to be swayed by scientists. 
	Literalists use stories such as the tower of Babel and eviction from the Garden of Eden to support the narrative of God’s disapproval of the human pursuit of knowledge. This basis brings forth conflict between religion and science regarding understanding God’s work, where the tow concepts provide humanity with competing claims. The influence of literalists is particularly evident in disputes that surround evolution. For example, according to Chan & Ecklund (2016), engineers and scientists who reject the theory of evolution but go for creationism still maintain the right of science. They suggest that scientific methods can provide evidence for foundational beliefs such as creationism. Essentially, they recognize the role of science in human life despite holding literalist views. 
	The Bible presents God’s word and it is true. The question that believers face today is whether the Bible is trying to teach science through the chapters, or simply theological statements between the relationship with God. This is the question that comes up when assessing Psalm 111:2 as to whether the verse refers to the physical creation or the spiritual creation; to what extent God allows humans to explore through various filed of science and other subjects.
By observing God’s design of the universe, the power of the oceans, the might of the mountains, and the beauty of the fields, one will not fail to praise the Maker. God’s creation is a manifestation of his attributes, and to have a clearer understanding of them, it is necessary to investigate further (Ligonier Ministries, n.d.) Contemporary scientists will proclaim that the verse encourages the human race to study God’s work confidently, knowing that it allows them to understand the nature of God.
 Studying the works of God enables believers to delight in them as they study with reverence. For example, without the determination and courage of individuals studying human anatomy, it would be impossible to understand the functioning of the human body. Even though individuals seek spiritual intervention whenever faced with illnesses, they still recognize the need to seek medical intervention that is done by utilizing human knowledge. Consequently, individuals are able t lead healthy lives and find the strength to delight in his work, including the body. Exploration facilitates the appreciation of God's work even those that are hidden from the view of the earth.
Is the ever-growing knowledge among humans a manifestation of God's will as described in Psalm 111:2? The answer may not be obvious, but there is no doubt about the participation of sovereign power in inspiring human innovation. When astronomy led to the discovery of other planets apart from the earth, one cannot argue against the impact of the finding in expanding the understanding of God’s work. The world now delights in his marvelousness and scientists continue to discover new worlds and concepts. These concepts, therefore, provide a physical explanation to the word of God as presented in Psalm.
Even though it is correct to generalize the advancement of knowledge as God’s will, some advancements in scientific knowledge may raise questions about this inference. Scientific propositions such as genetic engineering have tested the faith of believers in the contemporary world. Should humans play God? To what extent are they allowed to use scientific knowledge to influence human life? By altering God’s creation even before birth, the actors will not be delighting in the work of God but rather in their work. Therefore, there still exists a delicate balance in understanding how scientific concepts can find their justifications in God’s work. 
In conclusion, this paper has explored how religious persons interpret the relationship between Christianity and science, drawing direction from Psalm 111:2. Individuals use literary demarcation strategies and concepts to evade potentially opposing claims about life in the scientific and Biblical view. Also, others apply theological conceptions from the Bible as well as the wider Christian custom to validate science by outlining it in religious footings. The conflicts that exist between religious and scientific concepts do not portray the differences between the two but indicate their close relationship. 
As elaborated in the essay, individuals are likely to be unaware of the epistemological and institutional concepts within a religion that form the foundation of various scientific concepts. Rather, they may be more familiar with the epistemological norms of their religious institutions and thus apply the respective tools in interpreting the role of science in human life. The perception that all scientific or technological discoveries are motivated by selfish human interests is ill-informed. Considering Psalm 111:2, the foundation of innovation, technology science, and other activities that have advanced human knowledge and improving the quality of life is inspired by the Bible.
From a neutral standpoint, learning about the works of God allows believers to spend their lives celebrating his works and offering praises to him. When believers meditate on the works of God, they remember his greatness and that the wise will fear, honor, and love him. If the children of God lack knowledge on aspects such as the galaxy and the complexity of the anatomy of living things, they may fail to fully recognize the greatness and perfection of God. However, some aspects of the human quest for knowledge, such as genetic engineering present questions about the extent of interference with God's work. Implementing God's wish is one thing and, "playing God" is another. Nevertheless, there is no question that the quest for knowledge is an inspiration from God. 
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