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The two fields of endearvour provide areas of correspondence or connection between the understanding o
nature discerned scientifically and the understanding of the world as God’s creation discerned theologically
Several authors in a bid to support the science — theology dialogue provided reasons, facts and figures t
corroborate the need to work together.

Peters, (1998) stated that scientific knowledge should inform and sharpen theological truth claims. In addition
scientific thinking reflects upon itself and asks philosophically to what degree the positing of the idea of Goc
grants greater illumination for understanding the natural world in which we live.

Science offers a super route to God than religion (Davies, 2002) and it also provides a means to learn more aboul
God already known through religions (Cobb, 2000). Science has demonstrated the ability to build cumulatively
from generation to generation, expanding human knowledge and human ability to control nature through it. Ir
the sphere of values, on the one hand there seems to be no progress in understanding because the goal of life i
to increase value. This is the ultimate goal of science as well.

The net of science covers the empirical universe; what it is made of (fact) and why does it work this way
(theory). The net of religion and theology extends over questions of moral reasoning and value (Gould, 2004).
Science in its quest gets the age of rocks and religion get the rock of ages. It also studies how heavens go and
religion determines how to go to heavens. Science asks how and religion asks why?

Albert Einstein’s submission on science religion dialogue is instructive; he equates science to language of fact
and religion as language of value. Furthermore he succinctly stated that science without religion is lame and
religion without science is blind.

Science is driven by a desire to understand, while religion is primarily concerned with meaning and purpose
(Fliestra, 2002). At the same time, during American Scientific Affiliation (ASA) conference on the convergence
of science and religion at their 57* annual meeting in California, August 2002, Charles Townes said science’s
question'; “How does the universe work?” And religion question; “Does the universe have purpose?.

Townes observed that both must be related somehow. Rather than try to theologize modern science, he suggested
recognizing the common assumptions and approaches that theology and science share. Where religion has its
beliefs, science has its postulates. Where science relies on intuition, religion works in revelations. Both in turn,
use observation, have an aesthetic sense and rely on logic and reason. To illustrate, he stated facts about his
work with plasma energy and how his research could lead to cleaner and more efficient fuel sources.

Good theology needs accurate science (Collins 1997). Every culture searches for meaning. - Every culture
searches for insight into the workings of nature (Giberson, 2002). Natural science explains religion better;
ready to explain the supernatural naturally (Peter, 1998). The science — religion — dialogue thrives at the
intersection of the searches for meaning and workings of nature. The positive consonance between religion to
and scientists will provide a better world for all inhabitants.

Applications on Science — Religion — Dialogue

The impact of issues such as cloning of man, stem-cell research, blood transfusion, spirituality and health,
genetic engineering, Genetic determinism, Gay Gene, Crime Gene, etc reverberates worldwide and across
disciplines. The forces driving this impact are diverse from globalization of scientific culture, religion responses
at the new scientific vision and ethical concerns prompted by biotechnology and environmental threats. The
offspore of these revolutionary questions exceed the conceptual limitation of any single discipline, so the dire,
need for understanding between scientists and religionists.
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