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This issue of S&CB contains three main articles. The first, by Pui (Preston) 
Ji, considers ‘God of the gaps’ arguments. Restricting God’s activity to gaps in 
our scientific knowledge, has usually been criticised as an argument from ig-
norance, as the purpose of science is to fill the gaps, and as science advances 
there is then less and less room for God. Against these standard objections to 
God-of-the-gaps arguments, this article presents a defence of the idea, assert-
ing that gaps in natural explanations can be real, and that theistic arguments 
appealing to such gaps are not necessarily wrong. The author considers several 
objections to ‘God of the gaps’ arguments and finds them wanting. 

The second article, by Denis Lamoureux, provides a critical review of Joshua 
Swamidass’s hypothesis on the existence of a genealogical Adam & Eve. Swa-
midass’s speculation is based on the important difference between genetic and 
genealogical ancestry. Swamidass raises the possibility that all humans are 
genealogically descended from Adam and Eve, who were literally created de 
novo, but then interbred with pre-existing humans, who originated by standard 
evolutionary mechanisms. Lamoureux does not comment on this theoretical 
genealogical possibility, but instead criticises the explicit concordist approach 
to the Garden narrative. This type of argument, is increasingly popular amongst 
evangelicals, and Lamoureux’s article provides a counter to those who are at-
tracted to this type of approach. 

We welcome correspondence and debate in Science & Christian Belief and I 
anticipate that there will be a wide range of reactions to this article. A response 
from Joshua Swamidass is already planned for the next issue, and I welcome 
other responses to this and any other articles in S&CB .

The third paper, by Sam Breslauer, uses some aspects of contemporary phys-
ics to explore a Thomist Christian doctrine of creation, based on a theistic cos-
mological model of consciousness. In this, God the Father, existing in eternity, 
contains a complex infinite collection of unique self-memories all composed of 
His immutable essence. Guided by Aquinas’ hylomorphism, creation is under-
stood as the ongoing process of God re-actualizing His self-memories from the 
immaterial to the material. By formulating the beginning of creation in this way 
Breslauer makes connections between Christian doctrine, information and 
string theory and hints at new perspectives on the nature and origin of con-
sciousness. Both referees recommended publication of this paper, while stating 
that some readers might disagree with the author’s Thomist interpretations. I 
therefore asked Johan Eddebo to prepare a response, to which Sam Breslauer 
has added further comments. 

The previous issue (36-1) contained several articles on Donald MacKay’s 
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contribution to Science and Christian faith. Gareth Jones has add some ad-
ditional comments on one of Donald’s lesser known and more contentious 
papers, which highlights the rigorous scientific and biblical principles that 
underpinned MacKay’s thinking. 

As usual this issue contains reviews of seventeen recently published science-
religion books, which we hope will be helpful in guiding your personal read-
ing. If you notice a new book that is worth reading then please contact Todd 
Kantchev, the book Reviews Editor, who will be pleased to consider a review.
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