The Logos as Flesh in John 1:14 and 6:51 – 57, Formulating a Christology for the liberation of animals. 
The author for the text which I have reviewed is an author by the name of Lilly Nortje-Meyer who is a professor in religious studies at the University of Johannesburg, South Africa 1. 
The article was written in 2019 and sets out to explore the liberation of animals within Christology.  The main argument is held within the title of the journal 2. The argument that Jesus Christs sacrifice on the cross was for all of creation and not just for humans 3. The argument begins with animals and humans being alike, based on the oxford dictionary of the word “animal.” 4. 
Nortje-Meyer acknowledges that historically there is a lack of teaching within the church regarding the welfare and treatment of animals 5. Christ himself does not talk about animals or our responsibility to animals 6. However, Nortje-Meyer takes inspiration from Linzey and argues that the treatment of animals should be addressed, and classing the cruelty of animals as a sin 7. 
The article is well written and calls on authors for both sides of the argument, ultimately the biblical translation of God becoming flesh is what Nortje-Meyer calls upon for the equality between humans and animals 8. 
In the conclusion of classing cruelty of animals as Sin I find undermines the argument as a whole for the liberation or animals. I do not see that the Biblical texts ever teach for cruelty to not be classed as sin, and in fact having dominion over animals does not imply that one should be cruel. 
The article is balanced well in respect of their sources, although I find the conclusion contradictory. 
The Souls of Animals in Christianity and Mahāyāna Buddhism
The Author is Junhyoung Michael Shin. The article forms part of a piece published by University of Hawai press, Buhdist-Christian Studies, published in 2019. Shin is a professor of the humanities at Seoul National University 9. 
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The argument is for the value or animals within Christianity 10. Giving a brief overview of the Buddhist religion, Shin compares this to Christianity. Shin establishes the ease in which one can find the value of animals within Buddhist religion through stories of Budha 11. 
Shin explores Christianity, and St Thomas Aquinas who has a divisive opinion in the role that animals hold in comparison to humans 12. Shin argues there is more evidence to suggest the value which animals hold within Christianity. Shin identifies the text used to create humans and animals as deriving from the same Hebrew word 13. Shin explores animal sacrifice, acknowledging the role in which animals play to sanctify human sin. Shin identifies many scriptures and texts which shed a negative light on the sacrifice, where a sacrifice would be displeasing to God 14. 
Shin concludes with the sacrifice of Jesus Christ on the cross. Highlighting a key element often overlooked when considering the value of animals in Christianity. Following Christs sacrifice, the practise of animal sacrifice ended 15. This strengthens Shins argument furthermore as he does not rely on other authors but points to a point of fact as a result of Christs action. Shin does not disagree in the overarching view of Buddhist religion placing more value to animal life than that of a Christian view 16. Providing Shin with more credibility in his writing. 
Creation: Something from something, something from nothing or something from hardly anything?
The article is written by Malcolm E Schrader, written in 2008. Schrader has previously worked in the field of science with the United States navy and also was a professor at the Hebrew University or Jerusalem 17.  With no introduction Schrader moves straight into outlining the first of the two arguments that are faced in modern day religion in respect of how the universe began.
The first argument being that something was created from something and the author relies heavily on Rashi, a French rabbi from living from 1040 to 1105 18. Who primary argument is that the Hebrew text in the Torah does not intend to mean “In the beginning”, instead it is to mean that during a time the universe was created 19.
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After concluding the first argument Schrader conters this with the argument of something from nothing, relying this time on the work of Nachamides Ramban a leading Jewish Scholar of his time 20. Rambans argument is that something could be made from nothing and believed Rashi could have been heavily influenced my Greek scientists at the time of his work 21. Schrader ties the two arguments with the big bang theory and explains how both arguments could fit 22. The conclusion of the article is not intended to sit on one side or the other in respect of the argument, however is to acknowledge that within the realm of what we know today, both arguments are still possible 23. 

The Earth is the Lord’s: Essays on creation and the bible in honour of Ben C, Ollenburger. 
The article is written by Timothy J Sandoval, a professor at Brite Divinity School, Texas 24. The article is written to honour the scholar Ben C Ollenburger compiling a number of essays written by his colleagues 25. Within the article Sandoval claims the work to be timely given the view point some hold on climate change with some writers addressing these concerns within their essays 26. 
There is no direct argument to be achieved from the article however in summarising each authors essays it can be established what is of primary concern to each author 27. Some like Heibert, Patricia K have ecological concerns and places humans on par with animals and other creation 28. 
I find the article makes for difficult reading, although a secondary piece of literature it would require the reader to know more about the subject matter and those who have been referenced throughout. The article is useful however for locating further texts to explore when researching a topic such as the Bible and creation, as Sandoval highlights that those with an interest of theology would of heard of Ollenburger 29. 
All of the above literature has been researched without the use of AI and referenced appropriately with footnotes and a full bibliography. 
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