
India’s Missing Girls and the
Right to Choose
Rusty Wright and Meg Korpi reveal that female infanticide and
feticide  in  India’s  patriarchal  culture  stir  passions  for
equality  and  fairness  but  raise  troubling  questions.  Does
favoring a woman’s right to choose logically imply that one
supports her right to terminate a fetus simply because it is
female?

Last summer, a farmer in southern India discovered a tiny
human hand poking from the ground. A two-day-old baby girl had
been buried alive. The reason? Much of Indian culture favors
males  over  females,  sometimes  brutally  so.  The  girl’s
grandfather confessed to attempting murder because his family
already had too many females; keeping this one would be too
costly.

This wasn’t an isolated incident on the subcontinent according
to award-winning filmmaker Ashok Prasad. Prasad spoke recently
at  Stanford  University  at  the  U.S.  premiere  of  his  BBC
documentary “India’s Missing Girls.” Anti-female bias affects
Indians rich and poor. Males can perpetuate the family name,
bring wealth, and care for elderly parents. A female’s family
typically must pay a huge dowry when she weds, often depleting
family resources. A popular Hindi aphorism: “Having a girl is
to plant a seed in someone else’s garden.”{1}

Female Infanticide and Feticide
Against odds, this baby survived, but social and financial
pressures  bring  alarming  rates  of  female  infanticide  and
feticide (termination of a fetus). UN figures estimate 750,000
Indian girls are aborted every year.{2} Demographic studies
reveal  dramatically  growing  gender  disparity  since  the
1980’s{3}; in some regions only 80 baby girls survive for
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every 100 boys.{4} Many men cannot find wives.

Financial repercussions are typically cited as the reason for
discarding daughters, but the decision is often an economic
choice rather than necessity. Greater gender disparity occurs
in wealthier states.{5} There families can better afford the
sex  determination  tests  and  sex-selective  abortions  that,
according to a report published by the UN Population Fund, are
the main contributors to the decreasing proportion of female
children.{6}

Adding to the offensiveness of sex-selective abortion: the
fetus must be well-formed (15-18 weeks) before the sex can be
detected  using  ultrasound-the  common  sex-determination
technology.  “India’s  Missing  Girls”  includes  brief,  grisly
footage of terminated female fetuses being lifted from a well
belonging to a clinic that performed sex-selective abortions.
After the discovery, outraged women’s groups protested in the
streets; several such clinics were closed down.

The heartening side of the documentary is Sandhya Reddy, who
runs a children’s home, cares for abandoned kids, and tries to
persuade mothers to keep their daughters or girl fetuses. This
angel of mercy brings love, care and opportunity to society’s
young rejects.

“India’s Missing Girl’s” poignantly depicts where devaluing
women can lead. The Stanford screening’s sponsors included
feminist  and  women’s  organizations,  but  feminists  and
nonfeminists, liberals and conservatives alike will be moved.
An abbreviated 29-minute version on YouTube is worth watching,
even if only the first 10-minute segment.{7}

Troubling Questions
To  Western  sensibilities,  killing  babies  and  terminating
fetuses solely because of gender is abhorrent. Yet no Hitler
masterminds this mass extermination of females. It results

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=gf32d735VgE
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=gf32d735VgE


from hundreds of thousands of personal decisions.

As the U.S. recognizes 35 years of Roe v. Wade, feticide’s
increasing  contribution  to  India’s  missing  girls  raises  a
disturbing dilemma: Doesn’t favoring a woman’s right to free
reproductive choice logically require supporting her right to
terminate a fetus simply because it is female?

Important worldview questions emerge. Opposing female feticide
seems to ascribe some sort of value to the female fetus. Is
this  value  inherent  because  the  fetus  is  female?  If  so,
wouldn’t equality require that we ascribe similar value to the
male fetus because it is male?

Or is the fetus’s value utilitarian, e.g., to ensure female
influence in society or sufficient brides? Or is it merely
economic-negative for Indian females, positive for males?

An enduring view of the fetus’s value appears in Psalm 139.
King  David’s  worldview  recognizes  awe-inspiring  biological
intricacy fashioned by the Divine: You made all the delicate,
inner parts of my body and knit me together in my mother’s
womb. Thank you for making me so wonderfully complex!{8}

Inherently  valuable?  Socially  useful?  Economically
consequential?  Wonderfully  complex?  The  troubling  quandary
still haunts: Can opposing female feticide be reconciled with
supporting  reproductive  choice?  The  question  demands  a
logically consistent answer from every thinking person.
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“Did God Direct the Man to
Work for the Family and the
Woman to Just Stay Home with
the Kids?”
Did God really direct the man to work for the family and the
woman just to stay home and take care of the kids? Please give
supporting verses to your response.
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The “big picture” principles are these:

1. God gave Adam the job of cultivating the garden. Work is an
intrinsic part of man’s design.

Then the LORD God took the man and put him into the garden of
Eden to cultivate it and keep it. (Gen. 2:15)

2.  Eve  was  created  to  be  a  helpmate  to  Adam;  nurturing
relationships is an intrinsic part of woman’s design.

Then the LORD God said, “It is not good for the man to be
alone; I will make him a helper suitable for him.” (Gen 2:18)

3. Men are commanded to take care of their families:

But if anyone does not provide for his own, and especially
for those of his household, he has denied the faith and is
worse than an unbeliever. (1 Tim 5:8)

4. Wives are commanded to take care of their families by
caring for them:

Older women likewise are to be reverent in their behavior,
not malicious gossips nor enslaved to much wine, teaching
what is good, so that they may encourage the young women to
love their husbands, to love their children, to be sensible,
pure, workers at home, kind, being subject to their own
husbands, so that the word of God will not be dishonored.
(Titus 2:3-5)

5. The excellent wife in Proverbs 31 (vv. 10-31) did engage in
home-based businesses, but her primary focus was on her home
and her family. Note that she did not “just stay home and take
care of the kids”—she had a broader range of interests and
activities than that—but she kept her priorities straight.



Hope this helps.

Sue Bohlin
Probe Ministries
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Christianity: The Best Thing
That Ever Happened to Women
Sue Bohlin examines the facts to show us that a Christian,
biblical  worldview  of  women  lifted  them  from  a  status
equivalent to dogs to a position a fellow heirs of the grace
of  God  through  Jesus  Christ.   Christianity,  accurately
applied, fundamentally changed the value and status of women.

The Low Status of Women in Jesus’ Day
Some feminists charge that Christianity, the Bible, and the
Church are anti-female and horribly oppressive to women. Does
God really hate women? Did the apostle Paul disrespect them in
his New Testament writings? In this article we’ll be looking
at why Christianity is the best thing that ever happened to
women,  with  insights  from  Alvin  Schmidt’s  book  How
Christianity  Changed  the  World.{1}

 “What would be the status of women in the Western
world  today  had  Jesus  Christ  never  entered  the
human  arena?  One  way  to  answer  this  question,”
writes Dr. Schmidt, “is to look at the status of
women in most present-day Islamic countries. Here
women are still denied many rights that are available to men,
and when they appear in public, they must be veiled. In Saudi
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Arabia, for instance, women are even barred from driving an
automobile. Whether in Saudi Arabia or in many other Arab
countries where the Islamic religion is adhered to strongly, a
man has the right to beat and sexually desert his wife, all
with the full support of the Koran. . . .{2} This command is
the polar opposite of what the New Testament says regarding a
man’s relationship with his wife. Paul told the Christians in
Ephesus, ‘Husbands, love your wives, just as Christ loved the
church and gave himself up for her.’ And he added, ‘He who
loves his wife loves himself.'”{3}

Jesus loved women and treated them with great respect and
dignity. The New Testament’s teaching on women developed His
perspective even more. The value of women that permeates the
New Testament isn’t found in the Greco-Roman culture or the
cultures of other societies.

In ancient Greece, a respectable woman was not allowed to
leave the house unless she was accompanied by a trustworthy
male escort. A wife was not permitted to eat or interact with
male guests in her husband’s home; she had to retire to her
woman’s quarters. Men kept their wives under lock and key, and
women had the social status of a slave. Girls were not allowed
to go to school, and when they grew up they were not allowed
to speak in public. Women were considered inferior to men. The
Greek poets equated women with evil. Remember Pandora and her
box?  Woman  was  responsible  for  unleashing  evil  on  the
world.{4}

The status of Roman women was also very low. Roman law placed
a wife under the absolute control of her husband, who had
ownership of her and all her possessions. He could divorce her
if she went out in public without a veil. A husband had the
power of life and death over his wife, just as he did his
children. As with the Greeks, women were not allowed to speak
in public.{5}

Jewish women, as well, were barred from public speaking. The



oral law prohibited women from reading the Torah out loud.
Synagogue worship was segregated, with women never allowed to
be heard.

Jesus and Women
Jesus’ treatment of women was very different:

The extremely low status that the Greek, Roman, and Jewish
woman  had  for  centuries  was  radically  affected  by  the
appearance of Jesus Christ. His actions and teachings raised
the  status  of  women  to  new  heights,  often  to  the
consternation and dismay of his friends and enemies. By word
and deed, he went against the ancient, taken-for-granted
beliefs  and  practices  that  defined  woman  as  socially,
intellectually, and spiritually inferior.

The humane and respectful way Jesus treated and responded to
the Samaritan woman [at the well] (recorded in John 4) may
not appear unusual to readers in today’s Western culture. Yet
what he did was extremely unusual, even radical. He ignored
the Jewish anti-Samaritan prejudices along with prevailing
view that saw women as inferior beings.{6}

He started a conversation with her—a Samaritan, a woman—in
public. The rabbinic oral law was quite explicit: “He who
talks with a woman [in public] brings evil upon himself.”
Another rabbinic teaching prominent in Jesus’ day taught, “One
is not so much as to greet a woman.”{7} So we can understand
why his disciples were amazed to find him talking to a woman
in public. Can we even imagine how it must have stunned this
woman for the Messiah to reach out to her and offer her living
water for her thirsty soul?

Among Jesus’ closest friends were Mary, Martha and Lazarus,
who  entertained  him  at  their  home.  “Martha  assumed  the
traditional female role of preparing a meal for Jesus, her
guest, while her sister Mary did what only men would do,



namely, learn from Jesus’ teachings. Mary was the cultural
deviant, but so was Jesus, because he violated the rabbinic
law of his day [about speaking to women].”{8} By teaching Mary
spiritual  truths,  he  violated  another  rabbinic  law,  which
said, “Let the words of the Law [Torah] be burned rather than
taught to women. . . . If a man teaches his daughter the law,
it is as though he taught her lechery.”{9}

When Lazarus died, Jesus comforted Martha with this promise
containing  the  heart  of  the  Christian  gospel:  “I  am  the
resurrection and the life. He who believes in me will live,
even though he dies; and whoever lives and believes in me will
never  die.  Do  you  believe  this?”  (John  11:25-26)  These
remarkable words were spoken to a woman! “To teach a woman was
bad enough, but Jesus did more than that. He called for a
verbal response from Martha. Once more, he went against the
socioreligious custom by teaching a woman and by having her
publicly respond to him, a man.”{10}

“All three of the Synoptic Gospels note that women followed
Jesus, a highly unusual phenomenon in first-century Palestine.
. . . This behavior may not seem unusual today, but in Jesus’
day  it  was  highly  unusual.  Scholars  note  that  in  the
prevailing culture only prostitutes and women of very low
repute would follow a man without a male escort.”{11} These
women  were  not  groupies;  some  of  them  provided  financial
support for Jesus and the apostles (Luke 8:3).

The  first  people  Jesus  chose  to  appear  to  after  his
resurrection were women; not only that, but he instructed them
to tell his disciples that he was alive (Matt. 28, John 20).
In a culture where a woman’s testimony was worthless because
she was worthless, Jesus elevated the value of women beyond
anything the world had seen.

Paul, Peter, and Women
Jesus gave women status and respect equal to men. Not only did



he break with the anti-female culture of his era, but he set a
standard for Christ-followers. Peter and Paul both rose to the
challenge in what they wrote in the New Testament.

In a culture that feared the power of a woman’s external
beauty and feminine influence, Peter encouraged women to see
themselves as valuable because God saw them as valuable. His
call to aspire to the inner beauty of a trusting and tranquil
spirit  is  staggeringly  counter-cultural.  He  writes,  “Your
beauty should not come from outward adornment, such as braided
hair  and  the  wearing  of  gold  jewelry  and  fine  clothes.
Instead, it should be that of your inner self, the unfading
beauty of a gentle and quiet spirit, which is of great worth
in God’s sight. For this is the way the holy women of the past
who put their hope in God used to make themselves beautiful.”

Equally staggering is his call to men to elevate their wives
with respect and understanding: “Husbands, in the same way be
considerate as you live with your wives, and treat them with
respect as the weaker partner and as heirs with you of the
gracious  gift  of  life,  so  that  nothing  will  hinder  your
prayers.” Consideration, respect, fellow heirs; these concepts
sound good to us, but they were unheard of in the first
century!

The apostle Paul is often accused of being a misogynist, one
who  hates  and  fears  women.  But  Paul’s  teachings  on  women
reflect the creation order and high value God places on women
as creatures made in his image. Paul’s commands for husbands
and wives in Ephesians 5 provided a completely new way to look
at marriage: as an earthbound illustration of the spiritual
mystery of the union of Christ and His bride, the church. He
calls wives to not only submit to their husbands as to the
Lord, but he calls husbands to submit to Christ (1 Cor. 11:3).
He calls men to love their wives in the self-sacrificing way
Christ  loves  the  church.  In  a  culture  where  a  wife  was
property, and a disrespected piece of property at that, Paul
elevates women to a position of honor previously unknown in



the world.

Paul also provided highly countercultural direction for the
New Testament church. In the Jewish synagogue, women had no
place and no voice in worship. In the pagan temples, the place
of women was to serve as prostitutes. The church, on the other
hand, was a place for women to pray and prophecy out loud (1
Cor.  11:5).  The  spiritual  gifts—supernatural  enablings  to
build God’s church—are given to women as well as men. Older
women are commanded to teach younger ones. The invitation to
women to participate in worship of Jesus was unthinkable—but
true.

Misogyny in the Church
Author Dorothy Sayers, a friend of C.S. Lewis, wrote:

Perhaps it is no wonder that the women were first at the
Cradle and last at the Cross. They had never known a man like
this Man—there had never been such another. A prophet and
teacher who never nagged at them, who never flattered or
coaxed or patronized; who never made arch jokes about them,
never treated them either as ‘The women, God help us!’ or
‘The  ladies,  God  bless  them!’;  who  rebuked  without
querulousness and praised without condescension; who took
their questions and arguments seriously, who never mapped out
their sphere for them, never urged them to be feminine or
jeered at them for being female; who had no ax to grind and
no uneasy male dignity to defend; who took them as he found
them and was completely unselfconscious.

She continues: “There is no act, no sermon, no parable in the
whole Gospel that borrows its pungency from female perversity;
nobody could possibly guess from the words of Jesus that there
was anything ‘funny’ about woman’s nature.”{12} And this is
one of the unfortunate truths about Christianity we have to
acknowledge: over the centuries, many Christ-followers have



fallen far short of the standard Jesus set in showing the
worth and dignity of women.

In  the  second  century  Clement  of  Alexandria  believed  and
taught that every woman should blush because she is a woman.
Tertullian, who lived about the same time, said, “You [Eve]
are the devil’s gateway. . . . You destroyed so easily God’s
image, man. On account of your desert, that is death, even the
Son of God had to die.” Augustine, in the fourth century,
believed that a woman’s image of God was inferior to that of
the man’s.{13} And unfortunately it gets even nastier than
that.

Some people mistakenly believe these contemptuous beliefs of
the church fathers are rooted in an anti-female Bible, but
that couldn’t be farther from the truth. People held these
misogynistic beliefs in spite of, not because of, the biblical
teachings. Those who dishonor God by dishonoring His good
creation of woman allow themselves to be shaped by the beliefs
of  the  surrounding  pagan,  anti-female  culture  instead  of
following  Paul’s  exhortation  to  not  be  conformed  to  this
world, but be transformed by the renewing of our minds (Rom.
12:2). The church in North America does the same thing today
by allowing the secular culture to shape our thinking more
than the Bible. Only nine percent of Americans claiming to be
born-again have a biblical worldview.{14} The church in Africa
and Asia does the same thing today by allowing animism, the
traditional folk religion, to shape their thinking more than
the Bible.

It’s unfortunate that some of the church fathers did not allow
the woman-honoring principles found in Scripture to change
their unbiblical beliefs. But that is the failing of imperfect
followers of Jesus, not a failure of God nor of His Word.
Jesus loves women.



Effects of Christianity on Culture
As Christianity spread throughout the world, its redemptive
effects elevated women and set them free in many ways. The
Christian ethic declared equal worth and value for both men
and women. Husbands were commanded to love their wives and not
exasperate their children. These principles were in direct
conflict with the Roman institution of patria potestas, which
gave absolute power of life and death over a man’s family,
including his wife. When patria potestas was finally repealed
by an emperor who was moved by high biblical standards, what a
tremendous effect that had on the culture! Women were also
granted basically the same control over their property as men,
and, for the first time, mothers were allowed to be guardians
of their children.{15}

The biblical view of husbands and wives as equal partners
caused  a  sea  change  in  marriage  as  well.  Christian  women
started marrying later, and they married men of their own
choosing. This eroded the ancient practice of men marrying
child brides against their will, often as young as eleven or
twelve  years  old.  The  greater  marital  freedom  that
Christianity gave women eventually gained wide appeal. Today,
a Western woman is not compelled to marry someone she does not
want, nor can she legally be married as a child bride. But the
practice continues in parts of the world where Christianity
has little or no presence.{16}

Another effect of the salt and light of Christianity was its
impact  on  the  common  practice  of  polygamy,  which  demeans
women. Many men, including biblical heroes, have had multiple
wives, but Jesus made clear this was never God’s intention.
Whenever he spoke about marriage, it was always in the context
of monogamy. He said, “The two [not three or four] will become
one  flesh.”  As  Christianity  spread,  God’s  intention  of
monogamous marriages became the norm.{17}

Two more cruel practices were abolished as Christianity gained



influence. In some cultures, such as India, widows were burned
alive  on  their  husbands’  funeral  pyres.  In  China,  the
crippling practice of foot binding was intended to make women
totter on their pointed, slender feet in a seductive manner.
It was finally outlawed only about a hundred years ago.{18}

As a result of Jesus Christ and His teachings, women in much
of  the  world  today,  especially  in  the  West,  enjoy  more
privileges and rights than at any other time in history. It
takes only a cursory trip to an Arab nation or to a Third
World  country  to  see  how  little  freedom  women  have  in
countries  where  Christianity  has  had  little  or  no
presence.{19} It’s the best thing that ever happened to women.
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“So  Are  All  Women  Pastors
Deceived and Going to Hell?”
Dear Sue,

I really have to write you this. I met you at the Mind Games
conference in Fall 2004 at my university and asked about the
role of women in the pastorate. You gave a convincing view
from the Scriptures that women are not allowed in the office
of pastor. Even when I asked when a husband and wife team
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found a church and the Husband serves as Senior Pastor and the
Wife as Co-Pastor, you said without apprehension “They are
well meaning people, but they are deceived.” Honestly I could
just  cry  in  my  soul.  “Deceived”  meaning  that  Satan  the
deceiver purposely deceived these people to start a church to
carry on the mission of Jesus Christ and go out into the world
and save those who are lost and edify the Church? I cannot
fathom this is going on between Bible-believing Christians (or
so they say) about saving souls and ministering to the Body of
Christ. I do believe in the complementary natures of male and
female, males serving as the primary heads of their families.

Maybe I come from another perspective, being raised where
women did serve in ordained ministry. As I read on more of
this, I read that various evangelical denominations (who do
believe  male  and  females  are  complementarily  created,  who
oppose the ordination of homosexuals, same-sex marriages and
abortions) for over a century have had women serve in ordained
ministry.

What is the divine judgment of this: Will these “deceived”
people  inherit  the  kingdom  of  God  or  go  to  hell?  Only
“complementarians” will be saved? What? I don’t get it! Clear
this up for me because souls depend on it!!

I am so sorry that my comments have caused you such grief. Had
I known your question came from your heart and not just your
head I’m sure I wouldn’t have responded so cavalierly.

I would gently suggest that you are making an unwarranted jump
of logic here:

“Deceived” meaning that Satan the deceiver purposely deceived
these people to start a church to carry on the mission of
Jesus Christ and go out into the world and save those who are
lost and edify the Church?

No, starting a church and saving the lost is not the same



thing as installing a woman as pastor and leader in a church.
“Deceived” meaning, convincing oneself that the end justifies
the means. That even though God says in His word, “I do not
permit a woman to teach or exercise authority over a man” (1
Tim 2:12), somehow it’s OK for a woman to be in pastoral
authority over men in the congregation. I believe that God
calls people to start churches all the time, to carry on the
mission of Jesus Christ and bring the gospel message to the
lost and edify the church—but only within the limitations He
has set up according to His design for men and women. I can
see that God would call a couple to start a church, but
there’s a big difference between working as a team to plant a
church with the wife supporting her husband and contributing
her gifts to the church, and the wife being a co-pastor.
(Unless her pastoring [shepherding] is limited to women and
children.)

As I have thought about your e-mail, I was reminded of Sarah,
who believed that God was going to fulfill His promise of a
son, but decided to help God out by doing things HER way. . .
and the world’s been dealing with the complication of Ishmael
ever since. She was right to believe God for a miracle son,
but she was wrong to go about it in the flesh. Women pastors
are right to believe that God wants to do wonderful, marvelous
things to build His kingdom, but wrong to go against and
beyond His restrictions in the Word.

I don’t believe women being pastors is a salvation matter.
It’s an obedience issue. I know these women say, “But God
called me to this position,” and my response can only be, “God
would not call you to something He has restricted to men in
the  Word.”  They  are  mistaken  in  how  they  walk  out  their
calling. I know God calls women to shepherding ministry all
the  time;  in  fact,  one  of  my  spiritual  gifts  is  pastor-
teacher. But that means I am called to minister to women (and
children would be OK too but that’s not where God called me),
not be in any kind of teaching position or authority position



over men.

Does this help explain my position more?

Blessings,

Sue

P.S. Something God showed me last year about a big reason
women are not to be pastors is Eph. 3:14-15

For this reason I bow my knees before the Father,
from whom every family in heaven and on earth derives its
name

A  much  better  translation  of  “family”  is  “the  lineage
descending from a common father” or “fatherhood.” (The Greek
word is patria, which is closely related to the word pater
[father].)  Male  leadership  and  headship  is  an  earthly
manifestation  of  our  heavenly  Father’s  role  of  leader,
protector, and provider toward all of us, and women pastors
cannot reflect the fatherhood aspect of God. This is a minor,
but  nevertheless  important,  supporting  reason  for  God’s
restriction on women from having positions of leadership over
men. It’s backwards.

Dear Sue,

I thank you for responding to the letter. It seems that “women
CANNOT hold authority over men” sounds like a Universal Truth
about women, therefore a bit contradictory. Why can women hold
postions of civil authority and professional authority over
men but not in the church. Doesn’t the “order of creation”
come to play in every facet of life on this side of glory?
Women SHOULD not hold positions of authority over men in any
shape form, or fashion if this is a UNIVERSAL TRUTH. For
instance, a woman is president of a Fortune 500 company and
“exercises authority” over five thousand men in her company.
Why  is  that  God,  who  in  your  position  retricts  pastoral



authority  to  men,  give  Deborah,  Huldah,  Miriam,  spiritual
authority as prophetess. Yes, they were not in the priesthood
which was restricted to men. But they were not called to be
priests, but prophets. The old priesthood was done away with
when Christ went to a cross. And how is that the gift of
PASTOR is separated from the office of PASTOR? God’s Word is
spirit and life (Jn 6:63). What difference is the sermon if it
comes out of the mouth of a man or a woman if it is thus saith
the Lord, not Rev. Billy or Rev. Joan? God’s Words have no
gender distinction. Please explain.

Why  can  women  hold  positions  of  civil  authority  and
professional authority over men but not in the church.

Civil authority and professional authority are of the world;
ecclesiastical  authority  is  of  the  church.  Two  different
realms.

Doesn’t the “order of creation” come to play in every facet
of  life  on  this  side  of  glory?  Women  SHOULD  not  hold
positions of authority over men in any shape form, or fashion
if this is a UNIVERSAL TRUTH. For instance, a women is
president of a fortune five hundred company and “exercises
authority” over five thousand men in her company.

I would respectfully suggest that things work better if women
do not hold positions of authority over men, even in the
world.

Why is that God, who in your position retricts pastoral
authority to men, give Deborah, Huldah, Miriam, spiritual
authority as prophetess.

To be a prophetess is to offer the words of God to His people,
but there is no authority inherent in the position. There are
many places for women to serve in the body of Christ, and
prophetess  was/is  one  of  them.  As  webservant  for  Probe



Ministries, I send out e-mails informing people of new files
on our website, offering the words of Probe to people in
effect, but I have no authority over anyone either.

Yes, they were not in the priesthood which was restricted to
men. But they were not called to be priests, but prophets.
The old priesthood was done away with when Christ went to a
cross. And how is that the gift of PASTOR is separated from
the office of PASTOR?

Because all of God’s people need to be shepherded. Women are
excellent at shepherding other women and children (a VERY
powerful  position  of  service!!)  and  we  are  called  to  do
exactly that in Titus 2. There is a distinction between the
gift of shepherding and the office of shepherding because
God’s way is to put men in positions of spiritual authority,
so only men should have the office of shepherding.

God’s Word is spirit and life (Jn 6:63). What difference is
the sermon if it comes out of the mouth of a man or a woman
if it is thus saith the Lord, not Rev. Billy or Rev. Joan?
God’s Words has no gender distinction. Please explain.

God’s Word DOES have a gender distinction when it comes to how
things work in the church. We can’t get around “I do not
permit a woman to teach or exercise authority over a man.” We
can’t get around the requirements for elder as being HUSBAND
of one wife, which is a very definite gender distinction. We
can’t get around the fact that Jesus chose 12 men as His
apostles and leaders of His church, even though there were
women who traveled with them and ministered to them in a
service capacity.

There  is  also  a  difference  between  a  person  standing  up
reading scripture, which I would argue is open to both genders
in a worship service, and a person standing up preaching a
sermon, which is far more than simply reading scripture (“Thus



saith the Lord.”) A preacher is making statements about God
and  about  the  meaning  of  His  word  from  a  position  of
authority.  God  says  only  men  belong  in  that  position.

I understand the sweetness and compassion of your heart that
wants women to have as much spiritual power and access to
people as possible, and bless you for it, but what do you do
with  the  Biblical  restrictions  of  women  in  positions  of
spiritual authority? How do you deal with 1 Tim. 2:12-3:7?

Dear Sue,

God  bless  you  for  your  wisdom  and  conviction!!  I  totally
admire that!! I guess there will be these FIERY (hopefully
loving and prayerful) discussions within the Body of Christ
til our Master comes back for His children. And in that day He
will  not  come  back  for  complementarians  or  egalitarians,
Baptists,  Methodists,  Presbyterians,  or  Pentecostal-
Charismatics. He’s coming back for us! And joyfully all of his
children  will  be  on  one  accord.  Because  in  its  totality,
ministry of any form is not about our self-promotion, or egos.
It’s about Him. And the fact that we can agree to disagree on
the hermeneutics of the Scriptures without bashing each other
because we want to serve our God in our total capacities
(however we may view them!) is really evident that we do care
for our brothers and sisters in Christ, and how we don’t want
to marginalize them because some in Church History have abused
their authority and opressed, repressed, and suppressed the
voices of God’s daughters for their own gain. And let just say
that, you may not hold an OFFICE Mrs. Bohlin, you surely have
a PASTOR’s heart (for women anyway)!!!

May God Richly Bless You and Yours,

______

© 2005 Probe Ministries
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“You’ve  Got  Feminism  All
Wrong!”
Dear Sue Bohlin,

I’m writing about your response to “Probe Answers our E-Mail:
Should a Woman Work or Stay Home with the Children?” I would
like to express my extreme disappointment in your answer.

First off, I should say that I am young Catholic and a strong
feminist.  I  believe  that  you  have  feminism’s  mission  all
wrong.  You  stated  that  the  “feminist  viewpoint  values
materials above people.” I find this highly contradictory to
feminism! Feminism is about equality. Plain and simple. It is
difficult to debate the fact that men and women are equal. If
so, what does it matter if the father stays home with the
children? Why should the female sacrifice her goals in life
and be “submissive” to her husband? What makes it okay for the
male to follow his goals and watch his wife’s be thown away?
Parenting is a two person thing. The idea that the man is the
mightly breadwinner to whom the wife obeys without question
passed in the 1950’s. It disgusts me to think that other young
women like myself are reading your response. We’re living in
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the year 2001—the world has changed quite a bit since the time
of the bible! Maybe Titus instucts women to stay at home, but
we’re far from that. When the bible was written, women were
treated badly. Virtually the only thing a woman was good for
was cooking, cleaning, and childbearing. In case you haven’t
noticed,  women  do  quite  a  bit  more  than  that  today.  The
contributions women have made to society are immeasurable. If
you ask me, Jesus would never say to a female with aspiring
hopes  and  dream  the  same  as  her  husband,  “You  stay  home
becuase you are a woman, thus the only thing that should do it
take care of the children and the household.” I think Jesus
would see the importance of strong parental roles in a child’s
life–but equally, both mother AND father. Raising a child
where the mother is the only active parent in their life is as
bad or worse then sticking the child in daycare their whole
life!

There are two things that I would really like the reader to
get out of this letter: first, feminism is about equality, not
material things. Second, we are not living in the time of
Jesus! We should try to be Christlike, not mimic the lifestyle
of 33 AD!

Thanks for writing! I am anxious to reply to your letter, but
I  would  like  to  know  one  thing  first:  Are  you  married?
Secondly (I guess that’s two things <grin>), how old are you?

Thanks so much,

Sue

Dear Sue,

Thanks you for your interest in my letter. After rereading it,
I want to apologize for seeming…harsh. I’m just opinionated. I
think  your  site  is  truly  wonderful—I’ve  had  countless
questions  answered  there.

As for your questions, no, I’m not married. I’m 14. I’ve never



even had a boyfriend. (Actually, I spend most of my time at
the library reading Ms. magazine! LOL)

Thanks again for your time—and your part in probe.org.

Thank you SO MUCH for your sweet message and apology and your
honesty with me! I am truly delighted to hear that you like
our web site and have benefitted from it, especially since
you’re 14 and there’s so much to learn. It’s great that you’re
reading things from a Christian perspective to help you form
your opinions and your worldview!

OK, to answer your thoughts about feminism. . .

First off, I should say that I am young Catholic and a strong
feminist.

Not surprising, actually. Feminist philosophy has so permeated
our culture that it’s unusual to find people who haven’t been
brainwashed by its values and perspectives. Yes, “brainwashed”
is a strong word to use, but it’s just as true as the way
Communists indoctrinated their students in the last century.

Of course, if you spend your free time in the library reading
Ms magazine, you are doubly steeped in feminism!

I believe that you have feminism’s mission all wrong.

Is it possible that there might be more to feminism than the
“public face” that it presents? Is it possible that someone
who has spent time investigating the underlying philosophies
and values of feminism might have a perspective different from
what the rest of the culture accepts without question? And
finally, ::::said in a low but respectful voice:::: is it
possible that someone who’s 48 might know more about this
subject than someone who’s 14?

You stated that the “feminist veiwpoint values materials



above people.” I find this highly contradictory to feminism!
Feminism is about equality. Plain and simple.

Uh. . . no. It’s not that simple, ______. Have you ever seen
pictures of icebergs? A mountain of ice rises out of the
water, but there is another 9/10ths of the iceberg submerged
below the water. Feminism is something like that: there are
parts of this philosophy that remain hidden until you start
digging. For instance, particularly as a Catholic, are you
comfortable with feminism’s strong insistence on unrestricted
access to abortion for all women? Abortion is an essential
part of true feminism. Are you comfortable with the strong
link between feminism and a lesbian lifestyle? While there are
many many feminists who truly enjoy their femininity and their
relationships with men, many of the movers and shakers in
feminism have bought into the belief that men are the enemy.
Do you plan on marrying and having children? Feminism has an
anti-family agenda because it sees children as a drain on
women and sees women who stay home to care for children as
parasites, choosing a path that has no value because women are
not paid for it.

It is difficult to debate the fact that men and women are
equal.

Equal in value, absolutely. Equal in function and role, no
way!  Equal  does  not  mean  “same.”  Men  and  women  are  not
interchangeable. We have different strengths and gifts, and
different perspectives. We not only have different bodies, we
have different emotional and mental make-ups. The biology of
maleness  and  femaleness  is  hard-wired  into  the  brain.
Feminism’s  mantra  for  many  years  has  been  that  the  only
differences are those of plumbing and reproduction. (And those
differences are despised. There is a contempt for a woman’s
capacity for carrying and nurturing babies because of the fact
that it makes a woman more vulnerable and needful of care and



protection. That’s one reason feminists are so insistent on
the need for across-the-board access to birth control and
abortion,  because  getting  pregnant  is  so  distasteful  and
threatening to so many of them.)

If so, what does it matter if the father stays home with the
children?

Because  mothers  and  fathers  are  not  interchangeable.  They
nurture children differently. When children are very young,
they need their mothers more intensely than their fathers.
(But please hear me: children need BOTH a mother AND a father.
It’s like asking, “Which do you need more, air or water?” We
need both, but air is more immediately essential. It says no
more about us not needing water than the idea that children
don’t need their fathers.)

Furthermore, God’s intention is for men to be providers and
protectors, and for women to be caregivers and nurturers. This
is only construed as an indictment on women because of the way
the culture has de-valued the contribution of women. Since we
don’t put a dollar amount on caregiving and nurturing, those
contributions are dismissed as unimportant. (That’s why I made
my point about feminism being materialistic. Only those things
that  have  been  given  monetary  value  are  worth  doing.)
Feminism’s contempt for women who are “only a housewife” or
“only a mother” has spread to the rest of the culture, where
many people hear “caregivers and nurturers” and snort their
disapproval of such a lightweight role.

Maybe we ought to ask the kids who have grown up without the
caregiving  and  nurturing,  the  kids  who  have  had  to  raise
themselves because their parents were so busy doing things
that  “mattered,”  if  caregiving  and  nurturing  is  so
unnecessary. And to go back to your original comment, if a
father stays home with the kids and the mom works, when the
kids are very small they are going to feel abandoned by their



mother. That’s just the way it works. It might not sound fair,
but  that’s  because  mothers  and  fathers  are  not
interchangeable.

Why should the female sacrifice her goals in life and be
“submissive” to her husband?

OK, two subjects here: goals and submission.

If a woman sets her goals apart from God’s values and intent
for her life, they are worthless. Once we die and we stand
before God, everything will be revealed for what it is. Those
who have trusted in themselves and refused to submit to God
and trust in Jesus will go to hell. Of what value will their
goals be then? For those who HAVE trusted in Christ, if their
goals  were  self-serving  instead  of  God-serving,  then
everything they accomplished to meet those goals will burn up
in the flames of God’s judgment. (You can read about this in 1
Cor. 3:9-15.)

It’s like the person who climbed the ladder of success and
discovered his ladder was leaning against the wrong wall!

Concerning  submission.  Why  should  a  wife  submit  to  her
husband? Because submission is what we were created to do! We
submit  first  to  the  Lord  and  then  to  those  who  are  in
authority over us. I think you have a misunderstanding of
submission as “mindless doormat.” Biblical submission is a
deliberate choice to use one’s strengths and gifts to serve
another, to fill up what is lacking, to support and respect
and  yield  to  another.  That  is  neither  mindless  nor
subservient. (And I think, by the way, that many people hear
the word “submissive” and think “subservient.” They are not
the same thing.)

What makes it okay for the male to follow his goals and watch
his wife’s be thrown away?



Nothing. God’s plan for husbands is that they love their wives
the same way that Christ loves the church. That means serving
her, supporting her, being her #1 fan, and, as one writer put
it, stewarding his wife’s gifts so that she becomes everything
God wants her to be.

But some women think they ought to be able to pursue their own
goals  with  no  regard  to  what  it  will  cost  their  family.
Children grow up fast, and there is time for women to pursue
all kinds of goals after the children are no longer so needy
and dependent on her. Are you familiar with Maria Shriver’s
book Ten Things I Wish I’d Known Before I Went Out into the
Real World? She says, “You CAN have it all. . . just not at
the same time.” Try to find a kid who will say to his or her
mother, “I’m so glad you went out there and pursued your
goals, Mom–even though you weren’t there for me and I was left
alone to fend for myself so often, but that’s OK, you’re the
only one who matters.” Obviously, I’m being facetious, but the
message of feminism is, “You’re the only one who matters.”
It’s tremendously selfish.

Parenting is a two person thing.

Yes, I agree.

The idea that the man is the mightly breadwinner to whom the
wife obeys without question passed in the 1950’s.

I will agree that the concept of the obedient wife who obeys
without question was a fallacious concept that needed to be
corrected.  There  is  a  difference  between  submission  and
obedience,  although  it’s  not  a  huge  one.  Wives  are  never
commanded in scripture to obey their husbands, and there’s a
good reason for that. Obedience belongs in a relationship
between non-equals because it’s a power mis-match. I obey God
and the governing authorities, my children obeyed me (…though
not  always.  I  gave  birth  to  sinners  <grin>).  Those



relationships  are  not  between  equals.  If  a  husband-wife
relationship,  which  Scripture  explicitly  says  is  one  of
spiritual equals, is one where the husband is authoritarian
and the wife obeys him like a robot, there cannot be the
emotional  and  spiritual  intimacy  that  is  God’s  plan  for
marriage.

It disgusts me to think that other young women like myself
are reading your response. We’re living in the year 2001—the
world has changed quite a bit since the time of the Bible!

We use a clock to tell time, not to tell truth.

The world may have changed, but people haven’t. God’s created
order and His plan for human relationships hasn’t changed. The
Bible’s relevance to our lives is just as vibrant as it was
the day each word was originally written, because when God
inspired the authors of each book He knew what would unfold in
human history in the years to come, and His book has timeless
concepts  that  are  just  as  valid  today  as  when  they  were
written.

Maybe Titus instucts women to stay at home, but we’re far
from that.

______, are you in a public school? Are there metal detectors
at the doors of your school? Does your school have a lockdown
plan for what happens if someone starts shooting a gun like at
Columbine? Does your school have a problem with drugs? How
many girls are pregnant? Are there any who bring their babies
to school?

This is the world we live in—the world that is so far from the
place of safety that it used to be. Yes, you’re right, moms
don’t stay home much anymore. . .and the kids are paying for
it. Families don’t stay together much anymore. . . and the
kids are paying for that, too. The amount of respect between



family members has dropped dramatically as women demanded to
be treated like men, so they are no longer respected the way
they used to be, and kids don’t respect their parents, and
parents are afraid of their kids. . .who are paying for that,
as well.

When  the  bible  was  written,  women  were  treated  badly.
Virtually the only thing a woman was good for was cooking,
cleaning, and childbearing. In case you haven’t noticed,
women do quite a bit more than that today.

Yes, I have noticed. The Probe web site you tell me is “truly
wonderful”  is  a  woman’s  creation  and  responsibility—mine.
Among  my  women  friends  are  published  authors,  speakers,
company owners, entrepreneurs, engineers, marketers, trainers,
teachers, real estate investors, and doctors. And the Bible’s
pattern for wise living is just as relevant and life-giving to
these women as it ever was.

The  contributions  women  have  made  to  society  are
immeasurable. If you ask me, Jesus would never say to a
female with aspiring hopes and dream the same as her husband,
“You stay home because you are a woman, thus the only thing
that  should  do  is  take  care  of  the  children  and  the
household.”

I agree. The Bible doesn’t limit women to only caring for
children and homes. There are many ministry opportunities that
women are called to give themselves to regardless of family
status. There are ways to have a home-based business that does
not sacrifice the best interests of a family and smoothly
running home. You might want to read Proverbs 31.

I think Jesus would see the importance of strong parental
roles in a child’s life–but equally, both mother AND father.
Raising a child where the mother is the only active parent in
their life is as bad or worse than sticking the child in



daycare their whole life!

I think perhaps you’re either engaging in hyperbole or you
really haven’t thought through what you’re saying. There is no
way that a mother’s input and love is more harmful to children
than the stress of daycare. (Assuming the mother is not evil
or mentally ill. It’s too bad I have to mention exceptions
like this.) You might not know what daycare centers are like.
They cannot come close to the power of a mother’s love and
just “being there” with and for her child. Talk to me about
this 15 years from now!

I’m glad you wrote, and I hope you think about these things. I
invite you to read another article I wrote, “Ten Lies of
Feminism,” and see what you think. God bless you, ______!

Warmly,

Sue

“Should a Woman Work or Stay
Home with Children?”
Dear Sue,

I was wondering if you could help me to understand more about
your studies from the Bible on the lies of the church. From my
understanding from Titus women are called to be at home and
bring up the children. Of course some single mothers have to
work. But, when the husband is the bread winner, the women is
called to bring up the children, and maintain the home. Of,
course our society tells us for a women to be productive she
must work to be fullfilled. Can you explain a little bit more
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about what the implications are from the Bible. Thank you.
Because I don’t know what to think? My mother has taught me to
work, and the church teaches to stay home.

I’m so glad you wrote me!! I can understand why you might be
confused since there are MAJORLY conflicting views on the role
of women in our society and even in many churches.

You’re right, Titus does instruct women with children to be
industrious and to take care of our children. It’s important
for women to keep our “Focus on the Family,” so to speak,
because God has ordained for the family to be the place where
children are loved and taught and raised to become the people
He intends for them to be. I think that whenever possible, in
whatever way possible, mothers should be the caretakers of
their children because no one can do as good a job as a
parent.

But feminism has changed the view of the wife and mother. That
worldview says that the only work that matters is work for
which you get paid money. It says that the only way to be
fulfilled is to produce something that has economic value,
either  products  or  services.  That’s  because  the  feminist
viewpoint  values  material  things  above  people.  And  the
feminist viewpoint really disrespects children and the women
who care for their own children. For a philosophy that is
supposed to empower women, it’s actually very disrespectful
toward women unless they agree with feminism’s very narrow
perspective on what is acceptable.

A big reason for that is that feminism is, at its heart,
humanistic. That means that they value mankind as the highest
thing there is. No room for the God of the Bible or for God’s
values and commandments, nor for His heart toward women and
the  family.  So  feminism  doesn’t  care  that  God  longs  for
children to feel safe and loved and cared for, and the best
place for that to happen is with a mom who’s intensely THERE,
with  and  for  her  children,  instead  of  a  daycare  center.



Feminism also doesn’t understand that a Christian woman who
invests her time and energies and gifts into her family will
receive eternal rewards. The only thing that matters to a
feminist mindset is money and the approval of the world.

Should a woman work? I don’t know any who don’t. Some get paid
for their labor in dollars, and others get paid in other ways.
Like the joy of creating a well-run, balanced home for a
family that’s not stressed out all the time because there’s
never enough time to get everything done.

In Proverbs 31, the “excellent wife” has several home-based
businesses. She keeps a well-run home, is a great wife and
mother, and she works at a business. The biblical pattern is
that  godly  women  are  industrious  workers  (as  opposed  to
busybodies who gossip and chatter all day). There are business
women mentioned in the New Testament whom Paul praises as
godly  women.  And  then,  young  women  are  instructed  to  be
homemakers, taking care of their children and homes. (There
weren’t  many  choices  for  employment  for  women  in  that
culture.) There is no one-size-fits-all pattern for all women.

God’s plan is that we all work. It’s a sin to be a lazy do-
nothing. The question isn’t about working or not working, it’s
WHERE you work and how you get paid. The other question is,
will your children suffer because you work? Or does the fact
that you work mean your children will have food to eat and
clothes to wear? It’s not a cut-and-dried answer. What you
need to do is what God leads YOU to do after praying and
seeking His face.

I heard a pastor say on the radio recently that a young mother
came to him and said, “I would love to stay home and care for
my toddler, but I have to work. We don’t have enough money for
me  to  stay  home.”  He  had  occasion  to  visit  her  and  was
stunned; they lived in a large, new home, with two late-model
luxury vehicles in the driveway. Their problem wasn’t that
they  didn’t  have  enough  money  for  her  to  be  her  child’s



caretaker; their problem was that they had chosen a standard
of living that put things above people. If they moved to a
smaller house and older, less expensive cars, they could have
done it.

But then, there are people who literally cannot make it on the
husband’s  salary  because  it  really  isn’t  enough.  God
understands that, too. And in that case, a wife’s outside job
is His gift and His provision for a family. That’s why it’s
not a cut-and-dried issue.

If you have children, you might ask why working outside the
home is so important. Because you can? Because you’re smart?
Because you’re trained? Because Mom thinks you should? It’s
pretty cool when gifted, smart, capable women pour all those
strengths into their children instead of the workplace. The
whole family benefits. Especially in the long run. Because,
now that my children are young adults, I see the benefits of
pouring myself into them, and I am so very glad I did.

I hope this helps. Feel free to write back if I didn’t really
answer your specific needs or questions.

Sue

Goddess Worship – A Christian
View
Pagan,  Wiccan,  and  practitioners  of  New  Age  religion  are
turning to belief in a Goddess to express their God-created
desire to worship. Russ Wise examines goddess worship from a
Christian perspective.

“The goddess, or Great Mother, has existed since the beginning
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of time . . . it is out of the primordial depths of her womb
that the Universe and all life is born.” —Morwyn, Secrets of a
Witch’s Coven

Reverence for the goddess is becoming prevalent in our day.
The goddess is embraced by witchcraft, radical feminism, the
occult, and the liberal church. The New Age that is about to
dawn  upon  us  will  be,  according  to  the  occult  world,  a
feminine age. Likewise, those who hold this view believe that
this current, masculine age has been an age of destruction and
broken relationships among humanity. The New Age with its
feminine  energies  will  bring  balance  to  the  destructive
aspects of the Piscean Age.

Rosemary Radford Ruether, in her book Womanguides: Readings
Toward a Feminist Theology, states that

It is to the women that we look for salvation in the healing
and restorative waters of Aquarius. It is to such a New Age
that we look now with hope as the present age of masculism
succeeds in destroying itself.

According to Starhawk, a feminist and a practicing witch,

The symbolism of the Goddess is not a parallel structure to
the symbolism of God the Father. The goddess does not rule
the world; She is the world.(1)

In order for this feminine age to come into full fruition, a
shift in consciousness must take place in the world. This
shift in thinking and perception of reality will bring forth
the goddess.(2)

According to those who believe in the Great Goddess, Europe
was  once  inhabited  by  a  matriarchal,  egalitarian  society.
Europeans,  they  claim,  worshipped  a  matrifocal,  sedentary,
peaceful, art- loving goddess 5,000 to 25,000 years before the
rise of the first male-oriented religion. They maintain that
this egalitarian culture was overrun and destroyed by a semi-



nomadic, horse-riding, Indo- European group of invaders who
were patrifocal, mobile, warlike, and indifferent to art.(3)

These  Indo-European  invaders  considered  themselves  to  be
superior to the peaceful and art-loving goddess worshippers
because of their superior military ability. The matriarchal
religion of these early settlers was eventually assimilated
into  the  patriarchal  religion  of  the  invaders.  As  these
invaders imposed their patriarchal culture on the conquered
peoples,  rapes(4)  and  myths  about  male  warriors  killing
serpents (symbols of the goddess worshippers) appeared for the
first time. As the assimilation of cultures continued, the
Great Goddess fragmented into many lesser goddesses.

According to Merlin Stone, author of When God Was a Woman, the
disenthronement  of  the  Great  Goddess,  begun  by  the  Indo-
European invaders, was finally accomplished by the Hebrew,
Christian, and Moslem religions that arose later.(5) The male
deity took the prominent place. The female goddesses faded
into the background, and women in society followed suit.(6)

The Goddess and Witchcraft
In the world of witchcraft the goddess is the giver of life.
Jean Shinoda Bolen, M.D., in her book Goddesses in Everywoman,
has this to say about the goddess:

The Great Goddess was worshipped as the feminine life force
deeply connected to nature and fertility, responsible both
for creating life and for destroying life.(7)

Bolen goes on to say that “the Great Goddess was regarded as
immortal, changeless, and omnipotent” prior to the coming of
Christianity. For witches, the goddess is the earth itself.
Mother Earth, or Gaia, as the goddess is known in occult
circles, is an evolving being, as is all of nature. Starhawk,
in her best-selling book The Spiral Dance, says that “the
model  of  the  Goddess,  who  is  immanent  in  nature,  fosters



respect for the sacredness of all living things. Witchcraft
can be seen as a religion of ecology. Its goal is harmony with
nature, so that life may not just survive, but thrive.”(8)

The witch views Gaia, or Mother Earth, as a biosystem. She
attributes consciousness to the earth and believes it to be
spiritual  as  well.  In  other  words,  Gaia  is  a  living  and
evolving being that has a spiritual destiny.

The environmental movement of our day is greatly influenced by
those  who  practice  witchcraft  or  hold  neo-pagan  beliefs.
Witchcraft is an attempt to reintroduce the sacred aspect of
the earth that was, according to its practitioners, destroyed
by the Christian world. The goddess is, therefore, a direct
affront against the male-dominated religion of the Hebrew God.

Christianity teaches that God is transcendent, is separate
from nature, and is represented to humankind through masculine
imagery. Witchcraft holds a pantheistic view of God. God is
nature, therefore God is in all things and all things are a
part of God. However, this God is in actuality a goddess.

A  fundamental  belief  in  witchcraft  is  the  idea  that  the
goddess predates the male God. The goddess is the giver of all
life and is found in all of creation. “The importance of the
Goddess symbol for women cannot be overstressed. The image of
the Goddess inspires women to see ourselves as divine, our
bodies as sacred, the changing phases of our lives as holy,
our aggression as healthy, and our anger as purifying. Through
the  Goddess,  we  can  discover  our  strength,  enlighten  our
minds, own our bodies, and celebrate our emotions.”(9)

For  Betty  Sue  Flowers,  a  University  of  Texas  English
professor, the women’s spirituality movement is the answer to
the  male-oriented  religion  of  Christianity.  At  the
International Conference on Women’s Spirituality in Austin,
Texas, Flowers stated that

The goddess is a metaphor that reminds us of the female side



of spirituality. Metaphors are important. You can’t know God
directly. You can only know images of God, and each image or
metaphor is a door. Some doors are open and others are
closed. A door that is only male is only half open.(10)

The Goddess and Feminism
For many in the feminist world, the goddess is an object of
worship. Those in the women’s spirituality movement “reject
what  they  call  the  patriarchal  Judeo-Christian  tradition,
deploring sexist language, predominantly masculine imagery and
largely male leadership.”(11)

According  to  a  Wall  Street  Journal  article  by  Sonia  L.
Nazario, “women first wanted to apply feminism to political
and economic realms, then to their families. Now, they want it
in their spiritual lives.”(12)

To  understand  fully  the  implications  of  the  women’s
spirituality movement, one only needs to read the current
literature on the subject. The editors of the book Radical
Feminism state that “political institutions such as religion,
because they are based on philosophies of hierarchical orders
and reinforce male oppression of females, must be destroyed.”

The radical feminist believes that the traditional church must
be dismantled. Naomi Goldenberg, in her book Changing of the
Gods, states that “the feminist movement in Western culture is
engaged in the slow execution of Christ and Yahweh. . . . It
is likely that as we watch Christ and Yahweh tumble to the
ground, we will completely outgrow the need for an external
God.”(13)  The  deity  that  many  in  the  feminist  camp  are
searching for takes on the form of a goddess. Some in the
goddess movement, according to a Wall Street Journal article,
“pray for the time when science will make men unnecessary for
procreation.”(14)  The  radical  feminist  sees  the  goddess
movement as a spiritual outlet for her long-held beliefs. Mark
Muesse, an assistant professor of religious studies at Rhodes



College,  agrees  that  “some  feminist  Christians  push  for
changes ranging from the ordination of women and the generic,
non-sexual terms for God and humanity to overhauling the very
theology.”(15)

Perhaps the most descriptive word for the feminist movement is
“transformation.”  Catherine  Keller,  associate  professor  of
theology at Xavier University says in her essay “Feminism and
the  New  Paradigm”  that  “the  global  feminist  movement  is
bringing  about  the  end  of  patriarchy,  the  eclipse  of  the
politics of separation, and the beginning of a new era modeled
on the dynamic, holistic paradigm. Radical feminists envision
that  era,  and  the  long  process  leading  toward  it,  as  a
comprehensive transformation.”

Another aspect of this transformation is the blending of the
sexes. The feminist movement seeks a common mold for all of
humanity.  Jungian  psychotherapist  John  Weir  Perry  believes
that we must find our individuality by discovering androgyny.
He states, “To reach a new consensus, we have to avoid falling
back into stereotypes, and that requires truly developing our
individuality. It is an ongoing work of self-realization and
self-actualization. For men it means growing into their native
maleness and balancing it with their femaleness. For women,
it’s the same–growing into their full womanhood, and that
includes their masculine side.”(16)

This process sounds more like androgyny or sameness than it
does individuality.

This paradigm-shift is nothing less than the reordering of
man’s understanding of God, a shift in thinking of God through
predominantly masculine imagery to seeing and experiencing God
as a goddess, the mother of life.

The Goddess and the Occult
In the world of the occult, also known as the New Age, the



goddess is believed to be resident within the individual and
simply needs to be awakened. In other words, the individual is
inherently  divine.  Starhawk,  a  witch  who  works  with  the
Catholic  priest  Matthew  Fox  at  his  Institute  of  Creation
Spirituality, says that an individual can awaken the goddess
by invoking or inviting her presence. Starhawk tells us that
“to invoke the Goddess is to awaken the Goddess within, to
become . . . that aspect we invoke. An invocation channels
power through a visualized image of Divinity.”

Starhawk continues, “We are already one with the Goddess–she
has been with us from the beginning, so fulfillment becomes .
. . a matter of self-awareness. For women, the Goddess is the
symbol of the inmost self. She awakens the mind and spirit and
emotions.”(17)

Jean Shinoda Bolen, a Jungian analyst and clinical professor
of psychiatry at the University of California, answered the
question, What ails our society? by saying, “we suffer from
the  absence  of  one  half  of  our  spiritual  potential–the
Goddess.”(18) Individuals who follow New Age teaching believe
that the male-dominated religion of this present age has done
an injustice to humanity and the ecosystem. Therefore there
must  be  a  balancing  of  energies.  The  male  energies  must
diminish and the feminine energies must increase in order for
the goddess to empower the individual.

The New Age of occultism promises to be an age of peace,
harmony, and tranquility, whereas the present dark age of
brokenness and separation continues to bring war, conflict,
and disharmony. So it is the goddess with her feminine aspects
of unity, love, and peace that will offer a solution for
mankind  and  circumvent  his  destruction.  For  many  in  our
society,  this  appears  to  be  the  answer  to  man’s  dilemma.
However, an occult solution that denies Christ’s atonement for
sin cannot fully meet a Holy God’s requirement for wholeness.

For the pagan, the goddess represents life and all it has to



offer. “The Goddess religion is a conscious attempt to reshape
culture.”(19) This reshaping is nothing less than viewing man
and  his  understanding  of  reality  from  a  female-centered
perspective, the focus of which is on the Divine as female.
Therefore  considerable  emphasis  is  placed  on  feminine
attributes, ultimately focusing on eroticism and sexuality.
“Women are clearly the catalyst for the formation of the new
spirituality. It is women above all who are in the process of
reversing  Genesis  .  .  .  by  validating  and  freeing  their
sexuality.”(20)

A major part of this transformative process is the empowerment
of women. The rise of the goddess is a direct assault on the
foundation  of  Christianity.  This  new  spirituality  affirms
bisexuality, lesbianism, homosexuality, and androgyny through
the expression of transvestitism.

As this revival of the goddess continues, a growing lack of
distinction between male and female will become the norm.
Jungian psychotherapist John Weir Perry believes that “both
current psychology and ancient history point to an emerging
transformation  in  our  sense  of  both  society  and  self,  a
transformation that includes redefining the notion of what it
means to be men and women.”(21)

The Bible clearly indicates that men and women were created as
distinctive  beings,  male  and  female.  The  rising  occult
influence  in  our  society  seeks  to  undermine  the  biblical
absolute that gives our culture stability. Once again the
Bible rings true as it states, “For the time will come when
they will not endure sound doctrine, but according to their
own desires, because they have itching ears, they will heap up
teachers; and they will turn their ears away from the truth,
and be turned aside to fables.”(22)

The Goddess and the Liberal Church
The message of the goddess has gained a hearing in the church



as well. The philosophy of the goddess is currently being
taught in the classrooms of many seminaries. Mary Daly, who
considers herself to be a Christian feminist, says this about
traditional Christianity: “To put it bluntly, I propose that
Christianity itself should be castrated.”(23) The primary aim
of this kind of “Christian” feminist is to bring an end to
what she perceives as male-dominated religion by castrating
the male influence from the religion.

Daly continues by saying, “I am suggesting that the idea of
salvation uniquely by a male savior perpetuates the problem of
patriarchal oppression.”(24)

Rev. Susan Cady, co-author of Sophia: the Future of Feminist
Spirituality and pastor of Emmanuel United Methodist Church in
Philadelphia, is one example of the direction that Daly and
others are taking the church. The authors of Sophia state that
“Sophia is a female, goddess-like figure appearing clearly in
the Scriptures of the Hebrew tradition.” Wisdom Feast, the
authors’ latest book, clearly identifies Jesus with Sophia.
Sophialogy presents Sophia as a separate goddess and Jesus as
her prophet. The book takes liberty with Jesus by replacing
Him with the feminine deity Sophia.

Another example of how goddess thealogy (feminist spelling for
theology) is making its way into the liberal church is through
seminars  held  on  seminary  campuses.  One  such  seminar,
“Wisdomweaving: Woman Embodied in Faiths,” was held at the
Perkins School of Theology at Southern Methodist University in
February of 1990. Linda Finnell, a wiccan and one of the
speakers, spoke on the subject of “Returning to the Goddess
Through Dianic Witchcraft.” Two of the keynote speakers were
of  a  New  Age  persuasion.  In  fact,  one  speaker,  Sr.  Jose
Hobday, works with Matthew Fox and Starhawk at the Institute
for Creation Spirituality.

A growing number of churches in the United States and around
the world are embracing the New Age lie. Many churches have



introduced A Course in Miracles, Yoga, Silva Mind Control,
Unity teachings, and metaphysics into their teaching material.
Some churches have taken a further step into the New Age by
hiring individuals who hold a metaphysical world view.

Whether the individual seeks the goddess through witchcraft,
the feminist movement, the New Age, or the liberal church, he
or she is beginning a quest to understand and discover the
“higher self.” The higher self, often referred to as the “god
self,” is believed to be pure truth, deep wisdom. This truth
or wisdom embodies the basic lie of deification. As Christians
we must learn to discern every spirit lest we become deceived.
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“Aren’t You Embarrassed That
the  Most  Important  Part  of
Your  Life  is  Your
Domestication?”
Sue–

Does it not bother you that your various and vast achievements
in  both  the  academic  and  spiritual  realms  are  completely
overshadowed by your domestication and motherhood?

Your website reports:

“Sue Bohlin is an associate speaker with Probe Ministries.
She attended the University of Illinois, and has been a Bible
teacher and conference speaker for over 25 years. She serves
as a Mentoring Mom for MOPS (Mothers of Pre-Schoolers), and
on the board of Living Hope Ministries, a Christ-centered
outreach to those wanting to leave homosexuality. She is also
a professional calligrapher and the webservant for Probe
Ministries; but most importantly, she is the wife of Dr. Ray
Bohlin and the mother of their two grown sons.”

Does it not hurt to define your life through your involvement
with others? Does this proliferation of the values dictated by
our patriarchal society not cause you distress?

Hi ____,

Wow, what great questions! I’m so glad you asked!

First of all, what does “domestication” mean? I’m thinking
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that to you, it may mean something negative and contemptuous.
The root word comes from the Latin “domus,” home, which is
exactly what is most important to me because home is about
family (and not the structure in which we live). But it has
taken  on  a  negative  connotation  as  if  a  woman’s  true
fulfillment  is  found  outside  the  home,  so  anything  that
connects her to home and family is sadly restrictive. (Thank
you Betty Friedan et al.. . .)

I have been blessed to be able to live a rich and varied life,
but all of my “achievements” pale markedly compared to the
sweetness of my most important relationships with my husband
and sons. For example, my work as a speaker and writer and
webservant for Probe Ministries, as wonderful as that is,
can’t  begin  to  hold  a  candle  to  the  joy  of  loving  and
influencing the men God has given me to love and influence. I
believe that God means for women to be most deeply fulfilled
by our relationships, because He made us so relational. My
“mark” on the world, I assure you, is far greater in my
various relationships compared to the lectures I’ve given or
the website I built. You might not ever be able to see the
difference I make as Ray’s wife or Curt and Kevin’s mom, but
believe me, as they all make their marks on the world, I can
see it.

Doesn’t  it  hurt,  you  ask,  to  define  my  life  through  my
involvement with others? In other words, to define my life
through my relationships? I wish you could see the huge smile
on my heart as I think about your question. . . because
ultimately,  I  think  we  were  created  to  define  our  lives
exactly that way. What makes my life worth living is my strong
and healthy relationship first of all with my Creator, from
whom I find out what I was made for, what I was made to do,
and thus find my fulfillment in walking out the sense of “I
was made for this!!” My “achievements in the academic and
spiritual realms” are only a small part of what God made me
for, as His beloved daughter and friend. Since that is how I



define myself–as a cherished child of God–then no matter what
happens in any other dimension of my life, I do not fear being
rocked by the loss of what defines me. Should I lose my
family, God forbid, that will not change my identity. Should I
lose my vision or my voice or my mobility or my mind, that
will  not  change  my  identity,  since  my  identity  and  my
definition  is  not  found  in  those  things.

You also ask, “Does this proliferation of the values dictated
by our patriarchal society not cause you distress?” Not at
all, because I don’t see patriarchy as evil; I see it as a
God-ordained chain of authority. Of course, it is complicated
by the fact that every single human being on the planet is
broken and sinful and infected by a rebellious spirit, but
that doesn’t make patriarchy inherently wrong. I’m smiling
again because I know that patriarchy is another one of those
contempt-filled  words  in  the  academy  (especially  at  the
University of Texas! How many women’s studies profs have you
studied under?). Yet from my understanding of scripture and of
feminism, an authority structure that points to God as loving
Father makes me feel secure, not subjugated, and beloved, not
bitter.

I’m also aware that I may well come off to you as naïve and
uneducated in The Ways Of The World, needing to be shown how
truly sad and imprisoned by my misbeliefs I am. But that’s one
of the joys of being over 50 and seeing how incredibly loving
and kind and generous God has been to me, personally, in 30+
years  of  walking  with  Him  and  deriving  my  identity  and
direction from Him: I know too much about how good life is
lived according to His values to be bothered by what feminist
thought thinks of my life.

Here’s the thing, ______: when I am an old woman, at the end
of my life, it really won’t matter what I have accomplished in
the world’s eyes. What will matter is how much I loved and was
loved,  how  much  and  how  deeply  I  influenced  and  impacted
people’s  lives.  That’s  ultimately  about  relationships.  My



sister is a hospice nurse and she sees people dying every day.
They never want to be surrounded by their diplomas or their
trophies or their certificates of achievements, but by their
family and friends. I think that says something profound about
what ultimately matters.

Thank you so much for asking so I could share my heart with
you.

Sue Bohlin
Probe Ministries

© 2005 Probe Ministries

Feminism:  A  Christian
Perspective
Sue Bohlin provides a Christian view on feminism.  How does
this  prevalent  view  of  women  measure  up  from  a  biblical
perspective?

This article is also available in Spanish. 

The  worldview  of  feminism  has  permeated  just  about  every
aspect of American life, education and culture. We see it in
the way men are portrayed as lovable but stupid buffoons on TV
sitcoms.  We  see  it  in  the  way  boys  are  punished  and
marginalized in school for not being enough like girls. We see
it in politically correct speech that attempts to change the
way people think by harassing them for their choice of words.

The anger and frustration that drove feminism’s history is
legitimate; women have been devalued and dishonored ever since
the fall of man. Very real, harmful inequities needed to be
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addressed, and it’s important to honor some of the success of
feminist activists. But at the same time, we need to examine
and expose the worldview that fuels much of feminist thought.

Modern-day feminism got its major start when Betty Friedan
wrote her landmark book The Feminine Mystique, in which she
coined the phrase “The Housewife Blahs” to describe millions
of unfulfilled women. There are many reasons that women can
feel  unfulfilled  and  dishonored,  but  from  a  Christian
perspective I would suggest that this is what life feels like
when we are disconnected from God and disconnected from living
out His purpose for our lives. As Augustine said, “We are
restless, O God, until we find our rest in Thee.”

Betty  Friedan  looked  at  unhappy,  unfulfilled  women  and
diagnosed  the  problem  as  patriarchy,  which  means  a  male-
dominated society. If women are unhappy, the reason is that
men are in charge.

The early feminists decided that women are oppressed because
bearing  and  raising  children  is  a  severe  limitation  and
liability.  What  makes  women  different  from  men  equals
weakness. The next step, then, was to overcome that difference
so that women could be just like men. The invention of the
birth control pill helped fuel that illusion.

Out of the consciousness-raising groups in the ’70s came a
shift in the view of women’s differences. Instead of seeing
those differences as weakness, they now saw those differences
as a source of pride and confidence. It was now a good thing
to be a woman.

The next step in feminist thought was that women were not just
equal to men, they were better than men. This spawned famous
quotes like Gloria Steinem’s comment that “A woman without a
man is like a fish without a bicycle.”{1} Male-bashing became
the sport of the ’90s.

Feminism  says,  “The  problem  is  patriarchy—male  dominated



society.” The problem is actually the sin of people within a
God-ordained hierarchy. In a fallen world, there are going to
be problems between men and women, and especially abuses of
power. We must not confuse the abuses of the structure with
the structure itself.{2}

Feminism and the Church
Feminism has so permeated our culture that we should not be
surprised that it has impacted the church as well. Religious
feminists uncovered the “Church Women Blahs.” People became
aware that for the most part, women were relegated to service
positions like making coffee and rocking babies. If a woman
had  gifts  in  teaching,  shepherding,  administration  or
evangelism,  she  was  out  of  luck.

The Magna Carta for Christian feminists is Galatians 3:28: “In
Christ there is no male or female.” However, the context of
this verse is not about equal rights, but that all believers
have the same position of humility at the foot of the Cross.
The issue is not capability, but God-ordained positions within
a God-ordained authority structure of male leadership. Other
biblical passages that go into detail about gender-dependent
roles show that Galatians 3:28 cannot mean the obliteration of
those roles.

There are two main areas where religious feminists seek to
change gender roles: the role of women in the church, and the
role of women in marriage. The discussion has produced two
camps: egalitarians and complementarians.

Egalitarians  are  the  feminist  camp,  with  an  emphasis  on
equality of roles, not just value. They believe that hierarchy
produces inequality, and that different means unequal. The
solution, therefore, is to get rid of the differences between
men’s and women’s roles. Women should be ordained, allowed to
occupy the office of pastor and elder, and exercise authority
over others in the church. Instead of differences in the roles



of  husband  and  wife,  both  spouses  are  called  to  mutual
submission.

Egalitarians are reacting against a very real problem in the
church.  But  the  problem  of  authoritarian  men,  and  women
relegated to minor serving positions, is due to an abuse and
distortion of the hierarchy God designed. Egalitarians reject
the male authority structure along with the abuse of that
structure.

Complementarians believe that God has ordained a hierarchy of
authority in the church and within the family that reflects
the hierarchy of authority within the Trinity. And just as
there is equality in the Trinity, there is equality in the
church and in marriage because we are all made in the image of
God. Women are just as gifted as men, but there are biblical
restrictions on the exercise of some of those gifts, such as
not  teaching  men  from  a  position  of  authority,  and  not
occupying the office of pastor or elder. In marriage, wives
are called to submit to their husbands. Mutual submission in
marriage is no more appropriate than submission of parents to
children.

Christian feminists did not evaluate whether the structures or
hierarchies of leadership were there because God designed them
that way. They just demanded wholesale change. But some things
are worth keeping!

Feminism on Campus
As with the family and the church, feminism has had an impact
on our college campuses. Abraham Lincoln once warned, “The
philosophy of the school room in one generation will become
the philosophy of government in the next.” What happens on
college campuses eventually affects the rest of the culture,
and nowhere is feminism’s pervasiveness more evident than in
our colleges.



A  new  discipline  of  Women’s  Studies  has  arisen  in  many
universities. These courses usually stress women’s literature,
treating  with  contempt  anything  written  by  “dead  white
European males.” They often incorporate women’s religions in
the curricula, especially the Goddess worship of Wicca on
campus. The main tenet of this pagan religion is that the
worshipper is in harmony with Mother Earth and with all life.
They worship the Goddess, which is described as “the immanent
life force, . . . Mother Nature, the Earth, the Cosmos, the
interconnectedness of all life.”{3} Many witches (followers of
Wicca,  not  Satanists)  and  pagans  are  involved  in  women’s
studies programs because, as one Wiccan Web site put it, “Many
feminists have turned to Wicca and the role of priestess for
healing and strength after the patriarchal oppression and lack
of voice for women in the major world religions.”{4}

Christianity  is  often  portrayed  on  college  campuses,  and
especially within Women’s Studies, as an abusive religion.
There  are  several  reasons.  First,  because  Christianity  is
hierarchical, teaching differentiation of roles and that some
are to submit to and follow others. Second, their skewed view
of  the  Bible  is  that  Christianity  teaches  that  women  are
inferior to men. Third, Christ was male, so he is insufficient
as a role model for women and can’t possibly understand what
it means to be a woman. And fourth, since the language of the
Bible is male-oriented and patriarchal (both of which are
evil), it must be dismissed or changed.

Feminism impacts dating relationships on campus. Heterosexual
dating is often colored by an attempt to persuade women that
all men are potential rapists and cannot be trusted. Even a
remark meant to compliment a woman is taken as sexist and
unacceptable. One woman, wearing a short skirt on campus,
heard  someone  whistle  appreciatively.  She  strode  into  the
women’s study center complaining, “I’ve just been raped!”

Angry feminists convey a hatred and fear of men as part of the
feminist ideology. When it comes to dating, for a number of



feminists,  lesbianism  is  considered  the  only  appropriate
option. If men are brutes and idiots, why would anyone want to
have an intimate relationship with one? In fact, there’s a new
acronym on campus, GUG: “Gay until graduation.” But the fact
is, most women really like men; that’s always been a problem
for feminists. Let’s consider more problems that result from
feminism.

The Problematic Legacy of Feminism
Feminists started from a reasonable point in recognizing a
most unhappy aspect of life in a fallen world: women tend to
be dishonored, disrespected, and devalued by many men. This is
as true in religious systems as it is in society and political
systems. Feminists started out trying to rectify this problem
first by trying to prove that women were as good as men. Then
they decided that women were better than men. They ended up
trying to erase the lines of distinction between men and women
altogether. This has resulted in tremendous confusion about
what it means to be a woman, as well as what it means to be a
man. And naturally, it has produced a lot of confusion in
relationships as well. This confusion ranges from men who are
afraid to open doors for women for fear of receiving a rude
tongue-lashing, to women who are baffled in the workplace
because the men they compete against at work won’t ask them
out on a date.

Radical feminist thought despised much of what it means to be
a woman—to be receptive and responsive and relational, to
treasure  marriage  and  family.  Only  masculine  traits  and
behaviors and jobs were deemed valuable. Nonetheless, many
young women are confused by the messages they are getting from
the  culture:  that  an  education  and  a  job  are  the  only
worthwhile pursuits, and the social capital of marriage and
family is no longer valued. However, these same women feel
guilty and confused for finding themselves still longing for
marriage  and  family  when  they’re  supposed  to  be  content



without them. One college student said, “I’ve taken all the
women’s studies courses—I know that marriage and motherhood
are traps—but I still want to do both.”{5}

The legacy of feminism is the refusal of the God-given role of
men to be initiator, protector and provider. And the God-given
role of women to be responder, nurturer and helper is equally
disdained. The consequence of this rebellion is relational
confusion, especially in the home. Dads aren’t communicating
to their sons why it’s a blessing to be male, because frankly,
they’re not sure that it is. The message of feminism is that
being male is a joke or a curse. Moms aren’t teaching their
daughters the basic skill sets that homemakers need because
they’re too busy at their jobs and besides, haven’t we been
taught that being a homemaker is demeaning? As a mentoring Mom
to mothers of preschoolers, I see how many young women are
totally clueless about how to be a wife and mother because
those essential skills just weren’t considered important by
their mothers. Radical feminism hates family and families, and
we all suffer as a result.

Feminism  says,  “The  problem  is  patriarchy—male  dominated
society.” The problem is actually the sin of people within a
God-ordained hierarchy. The heart of feminism is a rebellion
against the abuses of this God-ordained hierarchy, but it’s
also a rebellion against God’s plan itself. This is a perfect
example of throwing the baby out with the bathwater. Feminists
believe they have the right to reinvent reality and to change
the rules to suit them. This rebellious belief system has had
some disastrous effects on our culture and society.

For example, one of feminism’s biggest achievements was the
legalization  of  abortion.  Keeping  it  legal  is  one  of
feminism’s biggest goals: see, if women are to be truly free,
then they must be free to decide whether or not to carry a
pregnancy to term. A woman’s ability to conceive, give birth,
and nurture babies is seen as weakness and vulnerability,
because women can be forced to be impregnated and to bear



unwanted babies. Removing the consequence of sexual activity,
and getting rid of unwanted pregnancy to cancel out a woman’s
so-called  “weakness,”  is  important  to  many  feminists.  So,
since 1973, there have been over 40 million abortions in the
U.S.{6}. But that only tells part of the story; “while some
women report relatively little trauma following abortion, for
many, the experience is devastating, causing severe and long-
lasting emotional, psychological and spiritual trauma.”{7} I
have the privilege of helping post-abortal women grieve the
loss of their babies and receive God’s forgiveness for their
sin. They know that feminism’s insistence that abortion is
every woman’s right is a lie.

Another impact of feminism is seen in the feminization of
American schools. Feminism’s disrespect for men and boys has
shaped  schools  and  educational  policy  around  values  and
methods that favor girls over boys. Competition, a natural
state of being for many boys, is considered harmful and evil,
to  be  replaced  with  girl-friendly  cooperative,  relational
activities. “Schools are denying the very behavior that makes
little boys boys. In Southern California, a mother was stunned
to find out that her son was disciplined for running and
jumping over a bench at recess.”{8} My colleague Don Closson
wrote, “Gender crusaders believe that if they can influence
little boys early enough, they can make them more like little
girls.”{9}

To despise the glory of masculinity is to reject the very
image of God. To despise the treasure of femininity is to
reject what the Bible calls the glory of man.{10} That’s the
problem with feminism: it is a rejection of what God has
called good. It has gone too far in addressing the inequities
of living in a fallen world. It’s a rebellion against God’s
right to be God and our responsibility to submit joyfully to
Him.

Notes



1. Actually, I have discovered, it wasn’t original with Ms.
Steinem. She had this to say in a letter she wrote to Time
magazine in autumn 2000: “In your note on my new and happy
marital partnership with David Bale, you credit me with the
witticism ‘A woman needs a man like a fish needs a bicycle.’
In fact, Irina Dunn, a distinguished Australian educator,
journalist and politician, coined the phrase back in 1970 when
she was a student at the University of Sydney.” Irina Dunn has
confirmed this story, in an e-mail of January 28, 2002: “Yes,
indeed, I am the one Gloria referred to. I was paraphrasing
from a phrase I read in a philosophical text I was reading for
my Honours year in English Literature and Language in 1970. It
was “A man needs God like a fish needs a bicycle.” My
inspiration arose from being involved in the renascent women’s
movement at the time, and from being a bit if a smart-arse. I
scribbled the phrase on the backs of two toilet doors, would
you believe, one at Sydney University where I was a student,
and the other at Soren’s Wine Bar at Woolloomooloo, a seedy
suburb in south Sydney. The doors, I have to add, were already
favoured graffiti sites.”
www.phrases.org.uk/meanings/414150.html
2. I am indebted to the wisdom and insight of Mary Kassian as
expressed in her excellent book The Feminist Gospel (Wheaton,
IL: Crossway Books, 1992).
3. www.cog.org/wicca/about.html
4. Ibid.
5. Quoted by Barbara DeFoe Whitehead, Mars Hill Audio Journal
No. 61, Mar./Apr. 2003.
6. www.nrlc.org/abortion/aboramt.html
7. www.hopeafterabortion.com/aftermath/
8. William Pollack, Real Boys: Rescuing Our Sons from the
Myths of Boyhood, (New York: Henry Holt and Company, 1998),
94. The entire quote is from Don Closson, “The Feminization of
American Schools“.
9. Ibid.
10. 1 Cor. 11:7
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“I’m  a  Feminist  and  a
Christian, and I Didn’t Like
Your Article.”
Concerning your article “The Ten Lies of Feminism.”

I believe John Gray has been divorced 3 times. Surely not an
expert on women and men’s relationships that you would like
the reader to believe.

Remember that before it says women submit to your husbands–it
says husbands and wives submit to EACH other.

You  said  “It’s  important  for  men  to  experience  personal
significance by making a mark on the world. But God calls
women to trust Him in a different area: in our relationships.
A woman’s value is usually not in providing history-changing
leadership and making great, bold moves, but in loving and
supporting those around us, changing the world by touching
hearts. Once in a while, a woman does make her mark on a
national or global scale: consider the biblical judge Deborah,
Golda Meir, Margaret Thatcher, and Indira Ghandi. But women
like these are the exception, not the rule.”

Please be aware that besides women, there are few people of
color—men AND women—who have gone on to be exceptional in a
publicly recognized way. It is not because they are in the
“roles” God ordained them to be, but because of the man made
white patriarchal society that has oppressed and dominated
them.
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https://probe.org/im-a-feminist-and-a-christian-and-i-didnt-like-your-article/
https://probe.org/im-a-feminist-and-a-christian-and-i-didnt-like-your-article/
https://www.probe.org/ten-lies-of-feminism/


In the spirit of the Lord who spent so much time with the
downtrodden, and rebuffed the Pharisees for only giving lip
service to the word, I am careful to not just “accept” what
has been instilled as doctrine, but question and question
again as God encourages us to do. God is not about oppression.

I could take on everything you have written, but the great
thing about this country is our freedom of speech.

I’m a feminist–and a christian.

Just a couple of thoughts in response to your letter. . .

First, citing something John Gray said doesn’t mean we endorse
everything about the man. Even a broken clock is right twice a
day!

Secondly,  concerning  mutual  submission:  if  you  check
Ephesians, it does not say that husbands and wives are to
submit to each other. The context is that Paul is writing to
the entire Ephesian church, and he is telling the Ephesian
believers to have an attitude of submission toward each other.
The phrase “submit to one another out of reverence for Christ”
can mean “Everyone submit to everyone” or “some submit to
others.”  It  is  not  addressing  husbands  and  wives.  Some
relationships are a one-way sort of submission, and this would
include wives submitting to husbands, children submitting to
parents, employees submitting to employers, and church members
submitting to church elders. If you try to turn Eph. 5:21 into
a doctrine of mutual submission within marriage, then you have
to extend it to the other relationships as well, and common
sense tells you that won’t (and doesn’t!) work. I don’t know
if you have children yet, but I assure you, Paul isn’t telling
me as a mom to submit to my kids! :::smile::: And I don’t know
if you are married yet, but I can assure you that submission
to a man who loves, cherishes, respects and supports me, and
who leads me as he is led by Christ, is not in the least
burdensome but a true joy.



Third,  I  certainly  won’t  argue  that  women  have  been
disrespected and oppressed women throughout time. I see this
as a horrible consequence of the Fall. But as a Christian, I
believe that God defines power and influence and what it means
to be exceptional very differently from the way the world
does, and I believe that women have been very powerful in ways
that the feminist mindset refuses to acknowledge. I respect
your identification as both a Christian and a feminist, but
please be aware that it is easy to let the world (read:
feminist thought) squeeze you into its mold so that you see
things  from  a  worldly  perspective  instead  of  a  biblical
perspective. To use a phrase like “man made white patriarchal
society that has oppressed and dominated them” tells me that
you have bought into the feminist perspective. May I suggest
that the evil is not patriarchy, but the sinful abuse of power
within patriarchy?

You are right, “God is not about oppression.” He is about
freeing the captives through Jesus Christ, not through man-
made political systems and philosophy. Jesus was absolutely
radical in His respect for, treatment of and elevation of
women, and when people follow the Bible’s actual mandates they
move from oppressing others to true freedom and celebration of
others’ dignity, abilities, gifts and calling.

Sincerely,

Sue Bohlin
Probe Ministries
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