Assignment 1
P1 Compose a title and bibliography for your essay
TITLE: The Boundaries between science and Christianity  
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P2: Primary sources: Identify one primary source for your essay, and summarise the relevant information for your specific topic in 250 words. Remember to provide references throughout
My primary source for this essay will be from a seminar conducted by Tony jack the Research Director of the Inamori International Center for Ethics and Excellence.[footnoteRef:28319]  As my topic is around the idea of this metaphysical boundary between religion and science, I feel he has the research and notoriety that can help lay out some of the questions amongst my essay title. I am exploring the themes and the intricacy of thousands of years' worth of contradictions withing the bible, faith and science, so to find one primary source without bias would be hard. The theme of my essay to hold integrity needs to be unbiased and explore thoroughly from both sides to get a comprehensive point of view for those who incorporate faith into there every day lives within the scientific field and those who refute this entirely. Although identifying one primary source instead of two is a difficult task as I would like to formulate a response to Tony Jacks' findings. To find this boundary between the two, you have to look at two sides of the coin to have an accurate and integral essay. The reason I have chosen tony jack as my primary source is because his research is greatly to do with finding space within science for the teachings of the bible and he has conducted studies to display his findings. [footnoteRef:25877].  He looks at faith from an analytical point of view and from his findings that's not always the case. So, using his findings and comparing them to those who are in the same field and are not religious will help my research greatly with this essay.  [28319:  ‘Tony Jack’. n.d. Tedxcle.com <http://www.tedxcle.com/tony-jack/> [accessed 7 December 2025].]  [25877:  Jack, Anthony Ian, and others. 2016. ‘Why Do You Believe in God? Relationships between Religious Belief, Analytic Thinking, Mentalizing and Moral Concern’, PloS One, 11.3, p. e0149989, doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0149989] 


P3: Discuss the main weaknesses of your primary sources, and how these affect your argument in 300-400 words. Remember to reference throughout
When looking at the weaknesses of my sources I would like to refer to the CRAAP test to make sure the weaknesses don't out way the strengths Tony jack, for example some of his weaknesses I came across are. Not all his work is cited as he likes to hold seminars and do personal presentations rather than journalistic work. He is also not the top cited person within the neuroscientific field[footnoteRef:13614] so If I was looking for neuroscientists with high impact to weigh out an argument, he isn't always the strongest choice. A similar problem could arise with the counter argument of Neil deGrasse Tyson as he is highly respected within astrophysics but in recent years doesn't publish as much as he does share through word of mouth and presentations[footnoteRef:14990] this could affect the essay as his work may not be up to date and current and his book I have cited in my Bibliography  is from 2000[footnoteRef:9839].  The biggest weakness within my sources will most likely cross over to everyone I have cited ,which is the effect of personal bias within the sources of academics, this could be in one direction or the other when talking about a particular view whether that be leaning more towards a religious view or not. Another weakness when citing certain scholars is although including historical sources are sometimes important to the integrity of the essay they can come with weaknesses of their own to the argument of the essay as to whether they are relevant now in the modern age. Soto include sources such as William Palley who’s watch theory has changed the way we view God even today, [footnoteRef:21397] I had to be aware of the question; Is his work still relevant to the argument at hand? Or will it weaken the argument on the side of religion due to it being an out-of-date citation as well as including historical inaccuracies. Furthermore, not all my sources are heavily peer reviewed which will pose questions on the integrity of their statements or arguments and the weight they will hold for the essay.  [13614:  ‘World Online Ranking of Best Neuroscientists – 2025 Report’. n.d. Research.com <https://research.com/careers/world-online-ranking-of-best-neuroscientists-2025-report> [accessed 7 December 2025]
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