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An introduction and six chapters are presented chronologically lead-
ing the reader through the developments of each decade for not only the 
Baptists, but also the early Separatists, Independents, Puritans, Levellers, 
and everyone in between. Indeed, one of the strengths of this book is 
Wright’s ability to frame the landscape while simultaneously providing 
detailed information such as the precise number of Baptists who served 
in Cromwell’s army (186–94). The author or reviser of more than 300 bio-
graphical articles for the Oxford Dictionary of National Biography, Wright 
sets a high standard for meticulous scholarship that advances new and 
persuasive theories for a foundational time period in Baptist history.

Wright’s interaction with the Stinton Repository, the lone source 
document for Baptist beginnings in England, is long overdue. Since it is 
common to refer to Whitley’s transcription of Stinton in the Transactions 
of the Baptist Historical Society as the standard (with Burrage’s account often 
used interchangeably), it is helpful to see a new study return to the eigh-
teenth century originals instead of relying on these later transcriptions. In 
fact, Wright’s work in this regard reveals the need for a new publication of 
the entire Stinton Repository.

Stephen Wright’s work is exhaustive, detailed, and persuasive. Just 
as B.R. White’s The English Separatist Tradition sparked a generation of 
interest into the world of Baptists in the seventeenth century, this reviewer 
hopes Wright’s volume will do the same. These Baptists defined and de-
fended their identity in a climate of political upheaval and religious chaos, 
all against the backdrop of wars and national calamities. A revival of inter-
est in the study of this era should only prove to help modern day Baptists 
who live in a world not unlike the early English Baptists, 1603–1649.

Jason G. Duesing
Southwestern Baptist Theological Seminary

The Nature of the Atonement: Four Views. James Beilby and Paul r. eddy. 
downers grove: interVarsity Press, 2006. 208 pages. softcover, $20.00.

When believers think of Christ’s work on the cross, should their 
mental backdrop be a battlefield, a courtroom, an operating room, or per-
haps all three? James Beilby and Paul Eddy, as editors of The Nature of the 
Atonement: Four Views, investigate this question as they seek to “foster dia-
logue between four different interpretations of the atonement” (20). These 
interpretations are the Christus Victor view, the penal substitution view, 
the healing view, and the kaleidoscopic view, defended by Gregory Boyd, 
Thomas Schreiner, Bruce Reichenbach, and Joel Green, respectively. Each 
scholar provides an essay-length defense of their particular view, followed 
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by a brief response by the other three participants. In their responses, each 
scholar is supposed to acknowledge similarities and demonstrate primary 
differences between their view and the one under consideration.

Noting the “complexities of the Christian view of the atonement” 
(9), Beilby and Eddy provide an introductory chapter that adumbrates the 
layout of the book and outlines the varying possible perspectives. In think-
ing about the atonement, they give three broad categories: the Christus 
Victor paradigm, the objective paradigm, and the subjective paradigm. 
Each of these “paradigms” is directed toward satisfying some individual, 
either Satan (Christus Victor), God (objective), or man (subjective) (12, 
14, 18). They argue that most of the perspectives on the atonement can be 
grouped under these broad categories. Regarding atonement metaphors, 
the editors assert that “all of the contributors represented in this book 
acknowledge that the New Testament provides a plethora of images by 
which to understand Christ’s work” (21). However, each scholar, excepting 
Green, “will contend that their particular theory has a justifiable priority 
over the others” (21).

One strength of this study is its multifaceted scope. The book pres-
ents four views side by side and allows the reader quickly to see what the 
primary differences and similarities are between the various positions. By 
including defenses of positions by those who hold to these divergent views, 
this volume adds a valuable dimension to the evangelical discussion on 
the issue of the atonement. The “panel discussion” format of the book also 
provides a glimpse into the way these views respond and interact with 
each other. Though a strength, the scope of the work is nevertheless inevi-
tably limited. Thus, all the views of the atonement are not discussed. For 
example, the moral government theory, the example theory, and variations 
on the interpretations defended are not addressed. However, the editors do 
not intend the work to function as a history of interpretations, and they 
do accomplish their goal of providing an articulation of four views that are 
currently espoused in evangelical discussion.

Another strength is the way that Beilby and Eddy order the essays. 
In their introduction, they give a brief overview of the three main cat-
egories involved in the atonement debate. The following essays then fall 
into these categories in sequential order, with Green arguing for the valid-
ity of all of them. This structure is helpful in orienting the arguments of 
the various authors in the range of interpretive options. One drawback of 
this approach, though, is the nuanced nature of the essays themselves. The 
contributors do not give an overview of an approach but rather argue for a 
specific form of that approach. Thus, Boyd argues for the Christus Victor 
view, but modifies it according to his various theological presuppositions 
(36–37). Consequently, many proponents of these four views might not 
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wholly agree with the essay representing their position. Related to this, in 
Reichenbach’s defense of the healing view of the atonement, he does not 
argue for the supremacy of his approach like the other contributors. In fact, 
his responses to the other positions share this same deficiency. He insight-
fully affirms and critiques various aspects of the given position, but does 
not couple that with a defense or argument for the healing view (54–60, 
106–09, 196–201). Therefore, in this work, it is sometimes unclear as to 
how the “subjective” view of the atonement relates to the other positions.

There is also a tension present within the work regarding the “evan-
gelical view” of the atonement. The book’s back cover labels the contribu-
tors as “four evangelical scholars” without reservation, but some statements 
in the book create a level of interpretive tension. For example, Schreiner 
strongly argues that penal substitution is “the heart and soul of an evan-
gelical view of the atonement” (67). Though he nuances this statement, the 
impact of what he says remains. This assertion is the substance of Green’s 
primary critique of Schreiner’s position. Green denies this statement by 
saying that “it would be more accurate to claim that the atonement is cen-
tral to evangelical faith, and that the penal substitutionary model is central 
to one strand of evangelicalism” (110). Also, some would question Gregory 
Boyd’s status as an “evangelical” due to his wholesale assimilation and 
strong advocacy of open theism. Indeed, many scholars have concluded 
that Boyd’s open theism is beyond the bounds of evangelical orthodoxy. 
Some discussion of this apparent tension by the editors would have im-
proved this otherwise clear and helpful resource.

Ched Spellman
Southwestern Baptist Theological Seminary

Reel Spirituality: Theology and Film in Dialogue, 2nd ed. By robert K. 
Johnston. grand rapids: Baker, 2006. 351 pages. softcover, $19.99.

Since the 1970s, a veritable explosion of literature regarding the 
relationship between theology and film has taken place. Because of the en-
during popularity of film as an entertainment medium and its undeniable 
influence on society, many theologians have chosen to engage in a dialogue 
with it, seeking out its potential theological content and determining if 
even secular films are capable of transmitting true theology.

Robert K. Johnston, professor of theology and culture at Fuller 
Theological Seminary, believes that film is indeed capable of conveying 
the divine. In Reel Spirituality, he states that the purpose of his book is “to 
help Christian moviegoers enter into theological conversation with film” 
(22). He sees film as naturally demanding dialogue between itself and the 


