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commendation. Suffice it to say here that this book should be a required
text for any hermeneutics course either at the undergraduate or graduate
level. Pastors and teachers who find themselves confused over the swirl
of distinctions between Reformed Theology and Dispensational Theolo-
gy should prioritize this book as a “must read” sooner rather than later.

Roger G. DePriest
Virginia Beach Theological Seminry, Virginia Beach, VA
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William Spencer is a Presbyterian minister who serves as the Distin-
guished Adjunct Professor of Theology and the Arts at Gordon-Conwell
Theological Seminary. Spencer is a church planter, long-time professor,
and prolific author who primarily writes in the areas of egalitarianism,
theology, urban culture, and aesthetics. The premise of this work was
born from the marriage of two desires. The first is a concern to shore up
orthodox trinitarianism within evangelicalism against the tightening grip
of trinitarian eternal functional subordination. The second is a desire to
forge “a biblical understanding of the Trinity in correspondence with
the Scriptures and primal creeds of the Church” (10). These desires pro-
duce a work that evaluates the “meanings inherent to both the images
and also the explanations of these images” (14) regularly used by Chris-
tians in understanding trinitarianism. Spencer discovers that, although
trinitarian images and analogies “can convey truth about God,” the
church must take great pains to “avoid the historical errors that have
clouded and misrepresented God’s nature” (14). Examining these histor-
ical errors, along with their creedal foils, frees the Church to employ
metaphors, symbols, and images about the triune God, without being
enslaved to their misappropriation and applications. This is the tension
in which Spencer thrives.

Chapters 2 and 3 ask if Christians should even use images and met-
aphors to describe the Trinity, and if so, what should be the guide? The
answer is a cautious yet resounding, yes! Establishing the inviable
uniqueness and otherness of God is the foundation upon which one
should build an understanding of the Trinity. Simultaneously and para-
doxically, however, the cornerstone of the doctrine is also a firm belief
that God has clearly and truthfully revealed himself, particularly in the
incarnation of Jesus Christ. These two realities force Christians into im-
agining God through metaphor while relying on Scripture for method.
Scripture demonstrates that Jesus as the master teacher employed multi-
ple forms of linguistic and artistic imagery (e.g., hyperbole, synecdoche,
fishing, farming, drama, etc.) in revealing God.

In chapters 4 and 5, Spencer finally delves into the meat of his book
and explores the historic and biblical use of light as divine imagery.
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Spencer examines how heresies, such as Apollinarius’s subordinationism
and Nestorius’s radical dyophysitism, misapplied imagery of the sun and
rays. In contrast, the Cappadocian Fathers corrected these mistakes re-
sulting in the councils of Constantinople and Ephesus. Fathers like Ori-
gen and Clement used the light imagery of Hebrews 1:3 in ways that
others, such as Irenaeus would oppose. The use and misuse of light im-
agery were most pronounced in Athanasius and Arius. Spencer demon-
strates Athanasius’s superior taxonomy in understanding and employing
the imagery of light to explain Nicea’s stance. The image of radiance and
reflection do not speak to ontological or attributive order. Indeed, as
Spencer notes, the Athanasian zaxis shows that equality of substance
must equal equality of attributes (125). A chart showing various Church
Fathers’ use of this imagery on page 126 is particularly helpful (support-
ed by an extended exploration in the appendix).

Chapters 6 and 7 examine imageries of water and static physical
things, such as shamrock leaves or an egg. These usually lead to some
form of modalism and Spencer focuses on Noetus’s and Sabellius’s
modalistic monarchianism. These images “provide an illustration of
shared equality, showing that three can be one substance” (137). Yet, as
Spencer correctly notes, they also undermine the “integrity of the eternal
threeness” (137). The persons of the Trinity are not simple manifesta-
tions or one substance in differing modes; they are distinct, though only
in unbegottenness, begottenness, and spiration (in my view). With this,
Spencer shows that imagery “is not always a point-by-point allegory. It is
often a one-point to one-other-point analogy” (129).

Human imageries are compared in chapters eight and nine. Spencer
warns of the dangers of applying the creedal language, particularﬁ)y per-
sons, to modern, psychological beliefs of consciousness. ““Person’ as used
in the Church doctrine of the Trinity bears no direct relationship to per-
sonality” (160). There are not three personalities within the Godhead. It
is here that the author dives into the Cappadocian counter to the error
of divine modes of subsistence, citing reasons for Ephesus and Chalce-
don. Ironically, Spencer denies the understanding of eternal generation as
a semi-Arian (particularly Eusebian) over-application of the communal
divine imagery. In all, Spencer succeeds in showing that creedal, ortho-
dox theology must help to shape and check trinitarian imagery. Images,
metaphors, and analogies are as limited as the minds that shape them.

Spencer’s strengths lie in his understanding of the historical and
theological development of trinitarian doctrine. Indeed, Christian doc-
trine is often the extent of the application of biblical metaphors. Wheth-
er cata- or apophatic, declarations of the Almighty must employ creative
imagery. Not because God can be conceived of, but because he often
reveals himself through analogical means. The finite can only image the
infinite. And we should do so.

This book, however, attempts to do too much. Spencer’s extensive
exploration into the teaching methods of Jesus was, respectfully, a dis-
traction to his thesis. Additionally, Spencer spends too much time
explaining the various uses of imagery rather than developing the inter-



160 Detroit Baptist Seminary Journal

play between heresies, imagery, and their creedal corrections.

Spencer deserves commendation for this impressive work and his
thesis blunts one’s reaction to throw the proverbial analogical baby out
with the heretical bathwater. ““An image can be worth a thousand words.
If it’s a good orthodox one, it can indeed” (203).

Brett Williams
Central Baptist Theological Seminary, Plymouth, MN
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Peter Goeman is Professor of Old Testament and Biblical Languages
at Shepherds Theological Seminary and serves as a minister at Shep-
herd’s Church in Cary, NC. Goeman also hosts a popular podcast: “The
Bible Sojourner.” He earned all his degrees from The Master’s Universi-
ty (BS) and The Master’s Seminary (MDiv, ThM, PhD).

Goeman has dared to grapple with the third rail of conservative
evangelical theology—the debate between credobaptism and paedobap-
tism. This debate is not trivial or arbitrary. The main thesis is an insist-
ence that the Bible requires that only believers in Christ should be
baptized. A minor thesis is the consideration that covenantal (Reformed)
theology and its view of continuity is biased toward paedobaptism. This
minor thesis identifies the artifice of the “continuity” claimed by paedo-
baptism. Goeman offers an apologetic for credobaptism but also a gra-
cious opportunity for his opponents to understand his hermeneutic.

This book is a specific attempt to understand and to evaluate the
view of infant baptism held by Reformed theologians. It does not specif-
ically engage Roman Catholic, Eastern Orthodox, Lutheran, or Anglican
perspectives; this narrower focus proves to be a great asset in the author’s
approach. He gives three reasons for this focus: (1) Goeman asserts that
Reformed theology has the most complicated and robust defense; (2) he
identifies Reformed theology as a movement holding to sola Scriptura;
and (3) he has Reformed, paedobaptist friends and thus, a personal in-
terest in offering his apologetic for credobaptism. The author is emi-
nently fair in his description of the paedobaptist position and does not
avoid an honest assessment of its strengths as well as its weaknesses. This
results in the book becoming an honest arena where the reader can see
the legitimate difference between the two positions. Few polemical
books are courageous enough to take this approach.

Goeman gives a comprehensive summary of the relationship be-
tween faith and baptism, historically and hermeneutically. He correctly
identifies how a Reformed covenantal view requires the artificial conti-
nuity of the covenant of grace somehow linking circumcision and bap-
tism. The discussion on circumcision is very helpful. Further, Goeman
counters the Reformed view of the people of God with a dispensational



