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PREFACE TO THE THIRD EDITION 

In 1984, when Walter Elwell dramatically revised and ex-

panded the former Baker Dictionary of Theology into the 

Evangelical Dictionary of Theology, he did not have the lux-

ury of using computerized word processing or spreadsheets. 

He relied on postcards and a basement worktable. I treasure 

a 1983 photo he has shared, in which he stands next to the 

typescript as it was ready for delivery to the publisher—reg-

istering, on a tape measure, over five feet tall! The resulting 

legacy of the EDT is long and distinctive, particularly in its 

readability and its global reach, for instance into Eastern Eu-

rope. 

Nevertheless, revision inevitably becomes essential, and 

I am grateful for Dr. Elwell’s blessing to take up this respon-

sibility. The basic editorial perspective remains the same: 

attempting to represent both the range of evangelical diver-

sity accurately and the center of evangelical consensus win-

somely, while making evangelical engagement with wider 

scholarship accessible. The chief components of this revision 

include the following. 

1. We have reduced the volume’s overall size by nearly 

30 percent to strengthen its focus on theology per se, 

taking advantage of the fact that some secondary ma-

terial is now readily and more deeply accessible else-

where. Accordingly, the volume has become more fo-

cused on systematic theology; some secondary arti-

cles in biblical and historical theology have been re-

duced or removed, while some remaining articles 
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have been trimmed. This reduction in size also meant 

returning to an earlier practice, containing no articles 

on living theologians. Aside from worries over chang-

ing views and speedy obsolescence, the sheer volume 

of relevant voices supported this decision. Some of 

the most significant figures can still be covered under 

the headings of related movements they helped to 

spawn. 

2. We have added one hundred and fifty thousand words 

of new content while making special effort to diver-

sify the contributor list. Some of this fresh material 

involves brand-new articles on subjects of contempo-

rary theological interest. Yet we have also replaced a 

wide range of earlier articles, especially larger treat-

ments of major doctrinal loci and articles on early 

Christianity. Almost half of the new authors contrib-

ute female, ethnic minority, and/or Majority World 

perspectives, improving our representation of evan-

gelical Christianity’s fullness. 

3. We have streamlined the prose as needed while up-

dating every remaining article in light of recent schol-

arly developments. The dictionary’s distinctive focus 

on readable overviews frequently does not require in-

tricate revisions to address fresh academic subtleties. 

Nevertheless, many remaining articles contain mod-

est changes, especially near their conclusions, updat-

ing scholarly and/or recent evangelical trends. Be-

cause many earlier contributors are now deceased, 

we have kept the basic viewpoints of articles the 

same or else we have replaced them. When occasion-

ally an update exceeds a parenthetical note or turn of 

phrase, it is usually signaled by language such as “Re-

cently …,” and when possible it appears toward the 



end of an article. Of course, the original author’s ex-

act words are readily accessible in the previous edi-

tion if needed. 

4. Finally, all bibliographies have been updated. Alt-

hough technical works are often included, our chief 

focus is on works that offer next steps for basic learn-

ing. Typically we have not repeated references to 

works that are mentioned in the articles themselves. 

Often we still include some of the more classic works 

that originally informed earlier articles; we have not 

indulged the conceit that newer and more academic 

works are always superior. Yet we have sought to in-

dicate at least the most substantial, accessible, con-

temporary treatments. 

One other word is in order regarding both the bibliog-

raphies and the articles themselves. We have taken the task 

of cross-referencing very seriously. Linking articles in this 

way allows us to expand the array of evangelical perspec-

tives on contested subjects by assigning authors from various 

perspectives to related articles. Similarly, a fuller range of 

resources for further reading can often be gained by check-

ing the bibliographies of cross-referenced articles. 

In contrast with Dr. Elwell’s herculean efforts, I was able 

to employ technological crutches, such as a spreadsheet con-

taining well over two thousand entries. Moreover, I de-

pended on help from numerous people. Baker Academic 

made generous provisions for research assistance, and it was 

a delight to work with my friends Jim Kinney and Brian Bol-

ger once again. Steve Spencer helped with bibliography re-

vision, especially on more obscure articles, while providing 

some technical corrections. Katherine Graber served as my 

indispensable assistant for most of the project—handling cor-

respondence, tracking articles, keying in revisions, and so 



forth. Timothy Belcher, Stephanie Lowery, and Hank Voss 

also provided initial help. Advisory board members repre-

senting a cross-section of evangelical theologies and discipli-

nary specialties—Jeffrey Bingham, Cheryl Bridges Johns, 

John Stackhouse Jr., Tite Tiénou, Kevin Vanhoozer—gave im-

portant feedback at a long early planning meeting along with 

support in periodic emails ever since. 

A sabbatical from Wheaton College made it possible to 

finish the project. Jeff Greenman and Tim Larsen particu-

larly recognized the importance of this endeavor and gave 

much-needed encouragement. My wife, Amy, my daughter, 

Anna, and our parents listened patiently and prayerfully for 

six years to updates regarding “the dictionary,” and they 

lovingly rescued me from occasional despair. 

As Walter wrote in prior prefaces, we offer this edition 

of the EDT with the grateful prayer that God will use it not 

only to inform you intellectually but also to form you spirit-

ually. Furthermore, this edition embodies the hopeful con-

viction that authentically evangelical theology is important 

for the health of Christ’s church—now more than ever. 

Daniel J. Treier 
Wheaton College 

PREFACE TO THE SECOND EDITION 

The positive reception accorded the first edition of the EDT 

was a source of deep satisfaction and thanksgiving to God on 

the part of the many people who had contributed to it. The 

goal that Baker Book House had set was to construct a one-

volume reference work on theology that was both up to date 

and academically accurate, yet accessible to the average 

layperson. The success that the EDT enjoyed was testimony 

that that goal had largely been reached. However, no work 



of this sort is entirely free of shortcomings and certain limi-

tations, some of which were unavoidable, but some of which 

were due to human oversight. Our reviewers were good 

enough to point some of these out to us and some of them 

we found on our own—and some we were able to correct 

during the various printings of the original edition. However, 

in time we came to realize that a full-blown revision would 

eventually be called for, and work on that began about six 

years ago. The process of revision has been every bit as de-

manding as the production of the original volume and, I 

might add, every bit as informative and enjoyable. Obvi-

ously, it is the authors who deserve the lion’s share of the 

credit for the excellence of the work that was done, and I 

gladly offer them my sincerest thanks. This is not to overlook 

the immense amount of effort that everyone at Baker put 

into this revision. Special thanks go to Rebecca Cooper, Da-

vid Aiken, Brian Brunsting, Barb Malda, Jan Arroyo, Helen 

Kelly, Laura Weller, Margie Hailstone, Jarl Waggoner, and 

Matt Donnelly, along with Allan Fisher, Jim Weaver, and 

Cindy Ingrum. 

The process of revision took us through the entire volume 

and consisted of the following things: We added about 215 

new articles and deleted about 100 that were deemed no 

longer relevant for the current day. One major change was 

the decision to include living theologians, such as James 

Cone, George Lindbeck, J. I. Packer, Wolfhart Pannenberg, 

and Rosemary Reuther. The original decision that excluded 

living theologians seemed to make sense at the time because 

people’s views inevitably change, and that would render 

those articles obsolete the moment the volume was pub-

lished. We came to realize that in spite of that it would be 

more helpful if the leading players on the current theological 

scene were included because they were the ones who were 



being talked about and studied. We tried to include the ma-

jor theologians, but, of course, there will always be a differ-

ence of opinion as to who should or should not be there. The 

reader can make the final decision on that subject. We also 

wanted to include some of the newer theological trends that 

have risen in prominence since the first edition, such as Ca-

nonical Criticism, Empirical Theology, and Postliberal Theol-

ogy, as well as some of the more controversial topics of in-

terest, such as the Jesus Seminar, Deconstructionism, and 

Spiritual Warfare. Significant articles were updated or some-

times rewritten where it was deemed necessary, such as 

Church Growth Movement, Evangelicalism, and Dispensa-

tionalism. Bibliographies were updated, cross-references 

were upgraded, and articles were added where needed to 

balance out some of the older categories, such as Cloud of 

Unknowing, History of Religion School, and Religious Lan-

guage. We also added some articles that should have been 

in the original edition but for one reason or another were 

not, such as Sociology of Religion. 

We trust that all these changes will make the revised EDT 

an even more valuable reference work than the original was 

in its time, and we offer it to you with thanksgiving and grat-

itude. May God’s richest blessings be yours as you make use 

of this volume and in every other possible way. If this volume 

informs you intellectually, strengthens you spiritually, chal-

lenges you personally, or deepens your walk with the Lord, 

we will have achieved our purpose. 

Walter A. Elwell 
Wheaton College 

 



PREFACE TO THE FIRST EDITION 

After years of trying to find answers for our deepest ques-

tions in everything from biochemistry to computer science, 

it has dawned upon us once more that these questions are 

theological and that only theological answers will do. This 

has created a newer, friendlier climate for the study of reli-

gion and a genuine need for serious yet understandable ref-

erence works. Older works, good as they are, addressed the 

situation of earlier generations and simply do not provide 

what is needed today. Hence this volume, Evangelical Dic-

tionary of Theology. It is a new work, designed to succeed 

Baker’s Dictionary of Theology, which, since its publication 

in 1960, has nobly served almost two generations of semi-

narians and theological students. 

The EDT, although considerably larger than its predeces-

sor in the number of both entries and words, is still limited 

in scope because of its one-volume format. This limitation 

did have one good effect: it discouraged the inclusion of an-

ything unnecessary. A beginning collection of over 8,000 en-

tries was cut back several times until approximately 1,200 

entries remained. Differences of opinion obviously exist as 

to whether these 1,200 are the most significant, but the 

reader is humbly requested to consider how difficult it is to 

decide what should go or stay. 

Several special features of the EDT need to be under-

stood in order to use it most effectively. First, each article 

stresses the theological dimension of its subject. So, for ex-

ample, items drawn from church history, Bible, or biography 

attempt to emphasize that entry’s theological significance 

rather than its significance per se. Second, contributors are 

sympathetic to the subjects on which they write. They are 

not, however, uncritically sympathetic, and in many 



instances they include critical evaluations. Third, the EDT is 

written in popular language. The editor, contributors, and 

publisher sincerely hope that the dictionary communicates 

well. Our goal was this: that the scholar find it correct; the 

layman, understandable. Fourth, cross-references at the end 

of an article direct one to related material, enabling one to 

study thoroughly the whole subject. Fifth, the bibliographies 

are intended to be not exhaustive, but selective. For the 

most part they are limited to works in English, because that 

is the only language most of the dictionary’s readers can use. 

Needless to say, in a work written by approximately two 

hundred people, differences of opinion appear. No attempt 

was made to force uniformity upon it all. That differences 

of opinion exist in this dictionary is only testimony to the 

fact that such differences exist in the evangelical community 

at large. Nothing in EDT, though, casts doubt on any funda-

mental truth of the Christian faith or on the absolute trust-

worthiness of the Bible. 

Special acknowledgment is due to those who played a 

special role in the production of this work: Lauris Mays, who 

did all the secretarial work cheerfully and efficiently; my 

wife, Louan Elwell, whose patience and organizational skills 

kept the project on track; Allan Fisher of Baker Book House, 

whose guidance and understanding were exceptional; Jean 

Hager, whose final editorial work was invaluable; and finally 

Wheaton College, which granted a sabbatical in the fall of 

1982. 

Walter A. Elwell 
Wheaton College 


