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The fact that men and women are different by design is no surprise
to those who are committed to reality or familiar with the Bible. It
is a great surprise, however, to many who, over several decades,
have engineered, vigorously endorsed, or passively succumbed to
the social experiments that deny or attempt to alter that design. The
experiments have failed, and have destroyed our culture in the process.
A plethora of astute, honest, and brave observers in this closing
decade of our century have begun to speak up.

• ITEM: In the former Soviet Union, where radical social
experimentation on male-female roles has occurred since the early
part of this century, “many Russian women see true freedom as
the ability to be full-time wives and mothers,” according to a
front-page story in an issue of the Los Angeles Times.1 That tradi-
tional option has long been denied them, and both men and
women are beginning to sense that this denial was never right.

INTRODUCTION
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Public opinion polls show that many Russians, men
and women, feel that if they could have the choice,
most women would not work outside the home while
raising their children.…

Lyudmila is one girl who has already decided that
she does not want to repeat the double-duty life of her
mother, who has toiled full time for 20 years in a
candy factory while, like many other Russian women,
being solely responsible for the household. “She gets
no satisfaction from her work,” said Lyudmila.… “I
don’t want to work after I am married. It takes too
much time from your family. Most of my girlfriends
feel the same way.…” “The majority of younger
women think it’s better if women are at home,” said
Valentina V. Bodrova, a sociologist at the All-Russian
Center of Public Opinion and Market Research, a lead-
ing polling organization.2

• ITEM: The cover of the January 20, 1992 issue of Time
magazine reads, “Why are men and women different? It isn’t just
upbringing. New studies show they are born that way.” That title
has the aura of a shocking revelation, but it really is common sense
to objective people—as demonstrated by the opening illustration of
the lead article:

Many scientists rely on elaborately complex and
costly equipment to probe the mysteries confronting
humankind. Not Melissa Hines. The UCLA behav-
ioral scientist is hoping to solve one of life’s oldest
riddles with a toy box full of police cars, Lincoln
Logs, and Barbie dolls.… Hines and her colleagues
have tried to determine the origins of gender differ-
ences by capturing on videotape the squeals of
delight, furrows of concentration and myriad deci-
sions that children from 2 1/

2 to 8 make while
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playing. Although both sexes play with all the toys
available in Hines’ laboratory, her work confirms what
most parents (and more than a few aunts, uncles and
nursery-school teachers) already know. As a group, the
boys favor sports cars, fire trucks, and Lincoln Logs,
while the girls are drawn more often to dolls and
kitchen toys.…3

During the feminist revolution of the 1970s, talk of
inborn differences in the behavior of men and women
was distinctly unfashionable, even taboo.… Once sexism
was abolished, so the argument ran, the world would
become a perfectly equitable, androgynous place, aside
from a few anatomical details. But biology has a funny
way of confounding expectations. Rather than disappear,
the evidence for innate sexual differences only began to
mount.…

Another generation of parents discovered that, despite their
best efforts to give baseballs to their daughters and sewing kits to
their sons, girls still flocked to dollhouses while boys clambered
into tree forts.4

• ITEM: A book on brain physiology, provocatively titled
Brain Sex: The Real Difference Between Men and Women by
Anne Moir and David Jessel, details the empirical evidence for
innate differences between the sexes. Moir acquired her interest
in the topic as a postgraduate student working for her doctorate
in genetics at Oxford University amid the radical feminist
atmosphere of the ’70s. She noticed that some scientists seemed
afraid of their discoveries about male-female differences, down-
playing their significance over concern about what was
politically correct. But Dr. Moir followed the mounting evi-
dence through the years, and shared her findings with a
reporter. The book that emerged from their joint effort has this
significant introduction:
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Men are different from women. They are equal only in
their common membership of the same species,
humankind. To maintain that they are the same in apti-
tude, skill or behaviour is to build a society based on a
biological and scientific lie.

The sexes are different because their brains are dif-
ferent. The brain, the chief administrative and
emotional organ of life, is differently constructed in
men and in women; it processes information in a dif-
ferent way, which results in different perceptions,
priorities and behaviour.

In the past ten years there has been an explosion of
scientific research into what makes the sexes different.
Doctors, scientists, psychologists and sociologists, work-
ing apart, have produced a body of findings which,
taken together, paints a remarkably consistent picture.
And the picture is one of startling sexual asymmetry.…

It is time to explode the social myth that men and
women are virtually interchangeable, all things being
equal. All things are not equal.5

• ITEM: Another popular book on this general topic, which
spent over two years on the New York Times bestseller list, is You
Just Don’t Understand: Women and Men in Conversation by Dr.
Deborah Tannen. A previous book Tannen wrote had just one
chapter out of ten on gender differences, but 90 percent of the
requests she received for interviews, articles, and lectures were
from people wanting to know more about male-female differ-
ences. She decided she also wanted to learn more. Tannen
writes:

I am joining the growing dialogue on gender and lan-
guage because the risk of ignoring differences is greater
than the danger of naming them. Sweeping something
big under the rug doesn’t make it go away; it trips you
up and sends you sprawling....
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Pretending that women and men are the same
hurts women, because the ways they are treated are
based on the norms for men. It also hurts men who,
with good intentions, speak to women as they would
to men, and are nonplussed when their words don’t
work as they expected, or even spark resentment and
anger.... If we recognize and understand the differ-
ences between us, we can take them into account,
adjust to, and learn from each other’s styles.6

• ITEM: One young single mother wrote a book asserting that
the feminist movement has, first of all, failed women and children—
with men not far behind. She points out that

riffling through the pages of your daughters’ [pub-
lic] school books, what you won’t see … is a single
image celebrating the work women do as wives and
mothers. That information … is carefully and system-
atically expunged from the official cultural record.
Sexual equality is our culture’s rationale for denying
the existence of specifically female contributions, an
excuse for withdrawing social approval and protec-
tion when women refuse to behave just like men.…
When a culture begins to promote false conceptions
of sex, gender, and family, the reverberations are felt
immediately, penetrating deep into the least public
and most intimate realms of our daily lives.7

An article in the Atlantic Monthly described those reverbera-
tions in chilling detail. Its conclusion? That “over the past two
and a half decades Americans have been conducting what is tan-
tamount to a vast natural experiment in family life.… This is the
first generation in the nation’s history to do worse psychologi-
cally, socially, and economically than its parents.”8
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• ITEM: During our nation’s 1992 presidential election, we
received a moving reminder that many sensible people resisted the
family experiments being foisted on society. Marilyn Quayle, wife of
former vice president Dan Quayle, said in a featured speech:

Not everyone believed that the family was so oppres-
sive that women could only thrive apart from it.… I
sometimes think … liberals are … angry because they
believed the grandiose promises of the liberation
movements.

They’re disappointed because most women do not
wish to be liberated from their essential natures as
women. Most of us love being mothers and wives,
which gives our lives a richness that few men or
women get from professional accomplishment alone.…
Nor has it made for a better society to liberate men
from their obligations as husbands and fathers.9

Christians all along have objected to intentional or uninten-
tional obscuring of gender distinctives, writing many books of their
own on the topic—and long before it became popular to do so.
Some of those books focus exclusively on women and feminism;
others discuss what the Bible teaches about both men and women,
going into great detail about what life was like in ancient times, but
falling a little short in providing guidelines on how that applies to
contemporary life.

The approach of this book is not to provide you with an intim-
idating tome, but to explain simply and directly all the key biblical
passages describing what it means to be a man or a woman from
God’s perspective. I want you to have a comprehensive picture,
but not one that is overwhelming. I will also endeavor to be prac-
tical so you know how God’s Word applies to your particular
situation.

At the same time, you need to be aware of current trends
threatening the clear biblical instruction on male-female roles. As
is often the case, the church eventually catches the world’s diseases
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and adopts the spirit of the age. Some leaders and writers, in the
name of Christianity, teach principles that attempt to redefine, or
even alter, biblical truths to accommodate the standards of con-
temporary thinking. When appropriate, we’ll examine what they
are teaching.

Part one will examine the various attacks against God’s design
for men and women, beginning with Satan’s initial corruption of
God’s glorious creation and including some of the more contem-
porary assaults on specific biblical doctrines, like the principle of
authority and submission. In part two we’ll review God’s design for
marriage, particularly how life in Christ and being filled with His
Spirit can bring fulfillment to any marriage. We’ll also consider the
specific problems wives face in a society that elevates self-fulfillment
above family responsibility. I’ve also included one chapter for those
of you who are either married to unbelievers, widowed, divorced,
or single. Finally, part three examines God’s design for the roles of
men and women in the church, including the specific biblical qual-
ifications for leading or serving.

To narrow our scope, one area of male-female interaction we
won’t consider in depth is family life, a topic I have covered exten-
sively in other books (The Fulfilled Family and What the Bible Says
About Parenting).10 Pushing past the failed social experiments we
will endeavor to rediscover what God’s timeless Word says about
our differences as men and women, and the grand design and ful-
fillment that await those who embrace the truth.

I N T R O D U C T I O N 1 5
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PART ONE

THE ATTACK ON
GOD’S DESIGN

1
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1

As our country prepared to enter a new decade, the cover of
the December 4, 1989 issue of Time magazine declared, “Women
Face the ’90s: In the ’80s they tried to have it all. Now they’ve just
plain had it. Is there a future for feminism?” In the cover article the
author, Claudia Wallis, asked, “Is the feminist movement—one of
the great social revolutions of contemporary history—truly dead?
Or is it merely stalled and in need of a little consciousness raising?”1

Wallis claims it isn’t dead, just in transition.
Faced with a myriad of setbacks in the 1980s, including the

defeat of the equal rights amendment, the more radical elements
of the women’s movement lost their voice, and others were forced
to moderate their position. Even Betty Friedan, the movement’s
leading advocate, was pressured to declare herself in favor of the
nuclear family.

While the extremists of the movement and their more out-
landish positions—such as the abolition of marriage and the

CREATION TO
CORRUPTION
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exaltation of lesbianism—no longer command the attention they
once did; the damage to our society has been done. George Gilder,
author of Men and Marriage, writes,

Though rejecting feminist politics and lesbian postur-
ing, American culture has absorbed the underlying
ideology like a sponge. The principle tenets of sexual
liberation or sexual liberalism—the obsolescence of
masculinity and femininity, of sex roles, and of hetero-
sexual monogamy as the moral norm—have diffused
through the system and become part of America’s con-
ventional wisdom.

Taught in most of the nation’s schools and colleges
and proclaimed insistently in the media, sexual liberalism
prevails even where feminism—at least in its anti-male
rhetoric—seems increasingly irrelevant.2

Unfortunately, the church is in the process of soaking up some
of the same ideology. More and more undiscerning believers are
falling prey to the feminist agenda. I am amazed at how many evan-
gelical churches, schools, and even seminaries are jettisoning
doctrines they once defended as biblical truths. Within evangelical
Christianity there is an organizational counterpart to the feminist
movement called Christians for Biblical Equality that opposes any
unique leadership role for men in the family and the church. John
Piper and Wayne Grudem, in the introduction of Recovering
Biblical Manhood and Womanhood, describe the supporters of this
organization:

These authors differ from secular feminists because
they do not reject the Bible’s authority or truthful-
ness, but rather give new interpretations of the Bible
to support their claims. We may call them “evangelical
feminists” because by personal commitment to Jesus
Christ and by profession of belief in the total truthful-
ness of Scripture they still identify themselves very
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clearly with evangelicalism. Their arguments have been
detailed, earnest, and persuasive to many Christians.

What has been the result? Great uncertainty
among evangelicals. Men and women simply are not
sure what their roles should be.…

The controversy shows signs of intensifying, not
subsiding. Before the struggle ends, probably no
Christian family and no evangelical church will remain
untouched.3

While many in our culture are attempting to remove feminist
ideals from the mainstream of society, the church has allowed access
to those same ideals within her hallowed walls. But we shouldn’t be
surprised, because the feminist attack on the people of God is as old
as man. Feminism began in the garden when Eve, who we could
call the first feminist, listened to Satan’s lies, stepped out from
under Adam’s authority, acted independently, and led the human
race into sin.

Satan’s goal from the start has been to overthrow God’s
design for His elect. That’s why it’s so tragic when the church is
duped into helping him carry out his assault on God. What ought
to be the strongest bastion of the truth of God is falling fast to
the march of the feminist army. Those of us who hold to the
integrity of God’s Word cannot let it fall victim to the warped
society around us.

Scripture is very clear about the place God has designed for
men and women in society, in the family, and in the church. And it
is to Scripture we must turn to reaffirm the wonders of God’s
design.

GOD’S PERFECT DESIGN

Any examination of the role of men and women in God’s design
must begin with an understanding of Genesis 1—3. The key verses
in those chapters provide a foundation for the texts we will exam-
ine in future chapters.

C R E A T I O N T O C O R R U P T I O N 2 1
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GOD’S IMAGE-BEARERS AS COREGENTS

Genesis 1:27–28 gives the account of the creation of man and
woman:

God created man in His own image, in the image of God
He created him; male and female He created them. God
blessed them; and God said to them, “Be fruitful and
multiply, and fill the earth, and subdue it; and rule over
the fish of the sea and over the birds of the sky and over
every living thing that moves on the earth.”

Notice two important things in that account. First, God created
both man and woman in His image. Not just man, but woman also
was made in God’s image. Like God, each has a rational personal-
ity. Men and women alike possess intellect, emotion, and will, by
which they are able to think, feel, and choose. Humanity was not,
however, created in God’s image as perfectly holy and unable to
sin. Nor were man and woman created in His image essentially.
They have never possessed His supernatural attributes, such as
omniscience, omnipotence, immutability, or omnipresence. People
are only human, not at all divine.

Author J. David Pawson reminds us that the male-female
equality of creation in God’s image also “does not mean inter-
changeability. A cylinder head and a crankcase may be of the same
material, size, weight, and cost—but they cannot be exchanged.”4

Second, God blessed them as man and woman in verse 28:
“God said to them, ‘Be fruitful and multiply … fill the earth …
subdue it; and rule.’” The man and woman were coregents: God
gave both Adam and Eve the task to rule together over the lower
creation.

THE PERFECT RELATIONSHIP

Genesis 2:7 describes the creation of man in greater detail: “The
LORD God formed man of dust from the ground, and breathed into
his nostrils the breath of life; and man became a living being.” This
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verse is vital to our discussion for it states that God created man first
and in a significantly different manner than woman.

Genesis 2:18–23 expands on 1:27–28, adding some pertinent
details in the process. After placing man in the garden of Eden, com-
manding him to cultivate it and not to eat from the tree of the
knowledge of good and evil (2:15–17), God said, “It is not good for
the man to be alone; I will make him a helper suitable for him”
(2:18). So He created Eve to assist Adam in ruling an undefiled
world: “The LORD God caused a deep sleep to fall upon the man, and
he slept; then He took one of his ribs, and closed up the flesh at that
place. And the LORD God fashioned into a woman the rib which He
had taken from the man, and brought her to the man” (vv. 21–22).

Upon meeting his wife, awestruck Adam declared, “This is now
bone of my bones, and flesh of my flesh; she shall be called Woman,
because she was taken out of Man” (v. 23). Immediately Adam rec-
ognized her as his perfect companion. He saw no blemishes or
shortcomings in her, because both her character and his attitude
were pure. There was nothing to criticize in Eve, and there was no
critical spirit in Adam.

The chapter concludes, “For this reason a man shall leave his
father and his mother, and be joined to his wife; and they shall
become one flesh. And the man and his wife were both naked
and were not ashamed” (vv. 24–25). They were unashamed
because no evil, impure, or perverse thoughts could exist in their
perfect state.

Since man was created first, he was given headship over the
woman and creation. The fact that Adam named Eve—a privilege
bestowed on those who had authority in the Old Testament—
manifested his authority over her. But their original relationship
was so pure and perfect that his headship over her was a manifes-
tation of his consuming love for her, and her submission to him
was a manifestation of her consuming love for him. No selfishness
or self-will marred their relationship. Each lived for the other in
perfect fulfillment of their created purpose and under God’s per-
fect provision and care.

Raymond C. Ortlund Jr., professor at Trinity Evangelical Divinity
School, explains succinctly the paradox of these two accounts:
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Was Eve Adam’s equal? Yes and no. She was his spiri-
tual equal and … “suitable for him.” But she was not
his equal in that she was his “helper.” God did not cre-
ate man and woman in an undifferentiated way, and
their mere maleness and femaleness identify their
respective roles. A man, just by virtue of his manhood,
is called to lead for God. A woman, just by virtue of
her womanhood, is called to help for God.5

How do evangelical feminists fix Genesis 2 to accommodate
their prejudice? Specifically, how do they deal with the phrase
“helper suitable for him”? Aida Besançon Spencer, an ordained
minister in the Presbyterian Church, claims that the Hebrew
word neged, which could be translated “in front of” or “in sight
of,” seems to suggest superiority or equality.6 Ortlund, on the
other hand, says that neged is accurately paraphrased as “a helper
corresponding to him,” hence the translation “suitable.”7

Spencer boldly concludes that “God created woman to be ‘in
front of ’ or ‘visible’ to Adam, which would symbolize equality (if
not superiority!) in all respects. Even more, one can argue that
the female is the helper who rules over the one she helps!”8

God did not create Eve to be superior to Adam; neither did He
design her to be his slave. He did give them a perfect relationship:
man as the head willingly providing for her, and she willingly sub-
mitting to him. Adam saw Eve as one with him in every
respect—that was God’s design for a perfectly glorious union.

SIN AND THE CURSE

But something terrible happened to God’s beautiful design.
Genesis 3:1–7 describes the first sin:

The serpent was more crafty than any beast of the field
which the LORD God had made. And he said to the
woman, “Indeed, has God said, ‘You shall not eat from
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any tree of the garden’?” The woman said to the ser-
pent, “From the fruit of the trees of the garden we may
eat; but from the fruit of the tree which is in the middle
of the garden, God has said, ‘You shall not eat from it or
touch it, or you will die.’” The serpent said to the
woman, “You surely will not die! For God knows that in
the day you eat from it your eyes will be opened, and
you will be like God, knowing good and evil.” When
the woman saw that the tree was good for food, and
that it was a delight to the eyes, and that the tree was
desirable to make one wise, she took from its fruit and
ate; and she gave also to her husband with her, and he
ate. Then the eyes of both of them were opened, and
they knew that they were naked; and they sewed fig
leaves together and made themselves loin coverings.

Bypassing the leadership of the man, the serpent went after
the woman, who was by design the follower. He promised Eve
that if she ate the forbidden fruit she would not die as God had
warned, but that, in fact, she would become a god herself (vv.
4–5). He succeeded in enticing her to eat from the tree of the
knowledge of good and evil. She in turn persuaded Adam to com-
mit the same sin, thereby making Satan’s attack on Adam’s
headship a success.

Eve sinned not only in disobeying God’s specific command but
also in acting independently of her husband by failing to consult
him about the serpent’s temptation. Adam sinned not only by dis-
obeying God’s command but also by succumbing to Eve’s
usurpation of his leadership, thus failing to exercise his God-given
authority. Both the man and the woman twisted God’s plan for
their relationship, reversing their roles—and marriage has not been
the same since.

Ortlund makes a perceptive observation: “Isn’t it striking that
we fell upon an occasion of sex role reversal? … Are we to institu-
tionalize it in evangelicalism in the name of the God who
condemned it in the beginning?”9
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ELEMENTS OF THE CURSE

Adam and Eve’s sin precipitated a curse that affects the most
basic elements of life:

• Death (Gen. 2:17): God warned Adam, “In the
day that you eat from [the tree of the knowledge
of good and evil] you shall surely die.”

• Pain in childbearing (3:16): The wonderful reality
and joy of having a child would be somewhat
overshadowed by the anguish of childbirth.

• Strenuous work (3:17–19): Man was cursed with
hard work, trouble, and frustration in eking out a
living to provide for his family.

• Strife in marriage (3:16): As a consequence of
Eve’s disobedience and her failure to consult
Adam about the serpent’s temptation, God told
her, “Your desire shall be for your husband, and
he shall rule over you.” I believe that aspect of the
curse predicts marital strife brought on by a hus-
band’s oppressive rule over his wife and a wife’s
desire to dominate and lead their relationship (an
interpretation suggested by Susan Foh in Women
and the Word of God).10

The Hebrew word translated “rule” means “to reign.” In the
Septuagint (the Greek translation of the Old Testament) the word
used means “to elevate to an official position.” It’s as if God were
saying to the woman, “You were once coregents, wonderfully rul-
ing together as a team, but from now on the man is installed over
you.” That was not in God’s original plan for man’s headship.
Although Scripture doesn’t give us enough information to be dog-
matic about what that rule means, the implication is that it
represented a new, despotic authoritarianism.

The word “desire” in “your desire shall be for your husband”
is difficult to translate. It couldn’t be sexual or psychological—both
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characterize Adam’s desire for Eve before the fall. It is the same
desire spoken of in the next chapter, however, where the identical
Hebrew word is used. The term comes from an Arabic root that
means “to compel,” “to impel,” “to urge,” or “to seek control
over.” In Genesis 4:7 God essentially warns Cain, “Sin desires to
control you, but you must master it.” Sin wanted to master Cain,
but God commanded Cain to master sin. Based on linguistic and
thematic parallels between this verse and Genesis 3:16, the latter
may be translated, “Your desire will be to control your husband,
but he will rule over you.” The curse on Eve was that woman’s
desire would henceforth be to usurp man’s headship, yet he would
resist that desire and subdue it through brutish means.

EFFECTS OF THE CURSE

With the fall and its curse came the distortion of woman’s
proper submissiveness and of man’s proper authority. That is
where the battle of the sexes began, where women’s liberation
movements and male chauvinism were born. Women have a sin-
ful inclination to usurp man’s authority and men have a sinful
inclination to put women under their feet. The divine decree that
man would rule over woman in this way was part of God’s curse
on humanity. The unredeemed nature of both men and women is
self-preoccupied and self-serving—characteristics that can only
destroy rather than support harmonious relationships. Only a
manifestation of grace in Christ through the filling of the Holy
Spirit can restore the created order and harmony of proper sub-
mission in a relationship corrupted by sin.

Throughout history the most dominant distortion of rela-
tionships has occurred on the man’s side. In most cultures of the
ancient world, women were treated as little more than servants,
and that practice is reflected in many parts of the world today.
Marcius Cato, the famous Roman statesman of the second cen-
tury BC, wrote, “If you catch your wife in adultery, you can kill
her with impunity; she, however, cannot dare to lay a finger on
you if you commit adultery, nor is it the law.”11 That reflects the
extreme of male ruthlessness resulting from the curse and
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exhibits the perversion of roles and responsibilities God intends
for husbands and wives.

Even in supposedly liberated societies, women are frequently
viewed primarily as sex objects who exist for the sensual pleasures of
men. Because modern man is inclined to see himself as merely a higher
form of animal—with no divine origin, purpose, or accountability—
he is even more disposed to treat other people simply as things to be
used for his own pleasure and advantage.

On the other hand, in today’s society, it is feminine aggres-
sion that is taking its place as the dominant expression of the
curse. Modern feminists are beginning to assert their rebellion
against the divine order by mimicking the very worst traits of
fallen males—brutality, cruelty, love of power, and a swaggering,
macho arrogance.

While Satan’s initial attack on God’s supreme creation cor-
rupted the family, sin also ushered in widespread alien, divisive
influences. The book of Genesis catalogs fratricide (4:8),
polygamy (4:19, 23), evil sexual thoughts and words (9:22),
adultery (16:1–4), homosexuality (19:4–11), fornication and rape
(34:1–2), incest (38:13–18), prostitution (38:24), and seduction
(39:7–12)—each of which directly attacks the sanctity and har-
mony of marriage and the family.

Satan knows by experience that when the home is weak-
ened, all of society is weakened, because the heart of all human
relationships is the family. The curse hits mankind at the core
of its most needed human relationship: the need for men and
women to help each other live productive, meaningful, and
happy lives. But the rebellion against the divine order has pro-
moted serving and indulging self as the key to finding meaning
and happiness in life. Our culture encourages men and women
to feel free to express sexual desire however they want—
through promiscuity, unfaithfulness in marriage, partner
swapping, homosexuality, bestiality, or whatever. When they
take that deceptive bait, they join Satan in undermining and
destroying every meaningful and truly satisfying relationship in
their lives, receiving destruction and disease as the duly God-
ordained consequence of such sins.
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THE FEMINIZATION OF THE CHURCH

While Satan’s attack on God’s design for men and women is clear,
another form is subtle and less obvious. Throughout history Satan
has developed religious systems that counterfeit God’s plan. Not
surprisingly, some of them overturn God’s pattern for the roles of
men and women. One heresy in particular—Gnosticism—has had a
profound influence not only on secular feminism, but evangelical
feminism as well.

THE ANCIENT ROOTS OF FEMINISM

The current agenda is nothing more than a repackaging and
reincarnation of ancient Gnosticism. Peter Jones, professor of New
Testament at Westminster Theological Seminary, to whom I am
indebted for the following material, explains that Gnosticism is a
broad term describing a false anti-God religion developed “as the
meeting of the mysticism of ancient Eastern religions with the
rational culture of the Greek West.”12 Gnosticism took the intuitive,
esoteric experiences of mystics and said this is a form of secret
knowledge unknown to the uninitiated, but superior to biblical
truth. The Bible, it claimed, is mundane, earthy, and incomplete.

Gnostic religion today comes under the term New Age, but
there’s nothing new about it. At the heart of ancient Gnosticism
was a central myth: The physical universe was never intended to
exist. Instead, we were meant to float around in the mystical free
world of spirit life, unencumbered by physical definition and con-
finement. That’s nothing more than the heresy of philosophical
dualism—the assumption that matter is evil and spirit is good.

But the physical universe did come into being because, the
ancient Gnostics claim, the foolish creator God of the Bible made
a mistake and created it. To make their system work, Gnostics
attempted to discredit the Creator by claiming He was an impos-
tor, masquerading as the true, unknowable God. To make
themselves more than just accidental protoplasm, the Gnostics said
that when He created the universe, somehow He also accidentally
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infused into humanity a spark of divine life. Believing conveniently
that they were divine yet imprisoned in evil matter, Gnostics had to
release the divine within them through attaining intellectual and
spiritual enlightenment. The way to accomplish this liberation was
to rid themselves of the strictures of the Old Testament.

Ancient Gnosticism not only blasphemed God and rejected bib-
lical truth, but also perverted the role of women—claiming, for
example, that Eve was a spirit-endowed woman who saved Adam.
Convoluting the account of the creation and the fall, Gnostic texts
say that Dame Wisdom was the Heavenly Eve—that she entered the
snake in the garden and taught both Adam and Eve the true way of
salvation. Thus the snake is not the tempter; he is the instructor. He
is also the redeemer—the true Christ, the true reflection of God.

Everything in Gnostic literature displays a total reversal of redemptive
history: The creator God of Scripture is evil, the serpent in the garden
is the true Christ, and the Christ of the New Testament, as the reflec-
tion of God, is equally evil. Gnostics also claimed that since the true
Christ never died, there was no resurrection. Thus redemption is not a
gracious, miraculous transformation of a person through the sacrifice
of Christ. Instead only self-understanding and self-realization can effect
true redemption. Jones writes,

Gnostic believers are “saved” when they realize who
they are—a part of the divine; possessing within
themselves the kingdom; capable of anything; and
untrammeled by human traditions, creational structures,
or divine laws. It follows that part of self-redemption is
the rejection of biblical ethical norms and the promo-
tion of the distortion of biblical sexuality.13

In the Gnostic system, sexual roles are totally altered. In one
ancient text the “divine revealer” says, “I am androgynous. I am both
mother and father.” Androgyny is the wiping out of all sexual distinc-
tion, a satanic goal from the beginning. June Singer, a Jungian
analyst and avowed feminist, says, “Androgyny refers to a specific
way of joining the ‘masculine’ and ‘feminine’ aspects of a single
human being.”14 In her chapter on Gnosticism, notice how she links
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androgyny to the goal of Gnosticism: “Androgyny is the act of
becoming more conscious and therefore more whole—because only
by discovering and rediscovering ourselves in all of our many
aspects, do we increase the range and quality of our conscious-
ness.”15 The ideal for the Gnostic is to become sexless—a radical
refusal of sexual differentiation and a complete confusion of sexual
identity in God’s intended role.

The heart of Gnosticism and the New Age movement is that
female power is the key to salvation, hence the current New Age
emphasis on goddess power. Shirley MacLaine dedicates her book
Going Within to “Sachi, Mother, Kathleen, and Bella and all the
other women and men who seek the spiritual feminine in them-
selves.”16 Male is the equivalent of matter and evil, whereas female
is equated with spirit and good.

This heresy has influenced many who have some sort of
Christian heritage. “I found God in myself and I loved her fiercely,”
says Roman Catholic theologian Carol Christ.17 Former vice presi-
dent Al Gore, a Southern Baptist, expresses “his belief in the
connectedness of all things, in the great value of all religious faiths,
and in his hope that ancient pagan goddess worship will help bring
us planetary and personal salvation.”18

Peter Jones expresses well the goal of New Age theology when
he writes, “The road to [the] perfect androgynous balance involves
the destruction of the traditional male-female differentiation via
sexual alternatives and New Age feminism.” He offers as an exam-
ple New Age author Charlene Spretnak’s book The Politics of
Women’s Spirituality published in 1992. The book calls for an end
to “Judeo-Christian religion by a feminist movement nourished on
goddess-worship paganism, and witchcraft that succeeds in over-
throwing the global rule of men.”19

In The Feminization of America, authors Elinor Lenz and
Barbara Myerhoff celebrate this search for a new spirituality:

Feminine spirituality is a modern mystical journey, a
quest for self-definition and integration with the pow-
ers of the universe.… Its authority resides within the
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individual, and since it recognizes no division between
body and spirit, it blends sensual, earthy, erotic ele-
ments with spiritual reverence and personal mastery.

As a religion of process and synthesis, it is a faith for
our time, for this dynamic, pluralistic, interdependent
era when people need to find meaning and coherence
within the human community rather than in some
supernatural, all-powerful father god-figure. As the old
gods die off and the new spirituality replaces them, we
can look forward to a “third coming” that will help us
achieve more fulfilling personal lives through a spiritual
connection with others sharing our common humanity,
with the divine mystery of creation, and with the natural
world.20

Sadly, undiscerning Christians are falling victim to these hellish
heresies, and the church, instead of restraining this destructive
force, is actually jumping on the bandwagon. David J. Ayers, assis-
tant professor of sociology at Dallas Baptist University, explains,
“Such a celebration of the feminine as a new spiritual force is not
simply part of the backwaters of feminism. It has found a respected
place within the mainstream feminist social agenda and is strongly
evident as a growing movement within Christianity, including
evangelicalism.”21

For the past several hundred years Western society has been
bombarded with the humanistic, egalitarian, sexless, classless philos-
ophy that was the dominant force behind the French Revolution.
Satan continues to mastermind the blurring and even total removal
of all human distinctions with the goal of undermining legitimate,
God-ordained authority in every realm of human activity—in gov-
ernment, the family, the school, and even in the church. We find
ourselves continually victimized by the godless, atheistic concepts of
man’s supreme independence from every external law and any divine
authority. The philosophy is self-destructive, because no group of
people can live in orderliness and productivity if they reject God’s
Word and if each person is bent on doing his own will.
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Much of the church, unfortunately, has fallen prey to this
humanistic philosophy and is now willing to recognize the agenda
of feminism and homosexuality in the ordination of women and
homosexuals. It is usually argued that the biblical texts that are con-
trary to modern egalitarianism were uninspired or inserted by
biased editors, scribes, prophets, or apostles. Bible interpreters
function on the basis of a hermeneutic that is guided by contempo-
rary humanistic philosophy rather than the absolute authority of
Scripture as God’s inerrant Word. The church is reaping the whirl-
wind of confusion, disorder, immorality, and apostasy that such
denial of God’s Word always spawns. We shouldn’t expect anything
less. After all, the apostle Peter warned,

False prophets also rose among the people, just as
there will also be false teachers among you, who will
secretly introduce destructive heresies, even denying
the Master who bought them, bringing swift destruc-
tion upon themselves. Many will follow their sensuality,
and because of them the way of the truth will be
maligned; and in their greed they will exploit you with
false words. (2 Peter 2:1–3)

The apostle Paul encountered the same heresies in the first cen-
tury. In the remaining chapters we will examine how he confronted
the false teaching of his day and what he taught about God’s design
for men and women.
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