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A Closing Remark
Ross McKenzie

I
want to commend Roman Miller, the editor of this journal, for giving Professor

McGrath the opportunity to respond to my article. I thank McGrath for taking

the time to respond and for his exceedingly generous comments about me and

my work.

I think it is helpful the way that he has clearly put the 1998 volume I reviewed

in the context of his developing thoughts and his more recent three volume work,

A Scientific Theology. My preliminary reading of that comprehensive and stimulating

work suggests that my major concerns are addressed there. Hence, I recommend that

readers begin with the forthcoming An Introduction to a Scientific Theology rather than

the 1998 volume. I only wish I could read, digest, and write reviews of McGrath’s

work as quickly as he produces them! �


