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Core Seminar

Biblical Manhood & Womanhood
Class 1: Introduction: Egalitarianism & Complementarianism

_______________________________________________________

INTRODUCTION
[Pray]

What does it mean to be a man?  What does it mean to be a woman?  In one sense, the answers to these questions are simple.  We could all probably give a basic, biological answer and be done with it.  In fact, once upon a time, most societies could have rattled off not only the biological answer, but also a host of “typical” (or “stereotypical”) characteristics, roles, expectations and norms that were commonly associated with each sex.  Men were seen to be more aggressive, more analytical, less emotional. They tended to speak less, cry rarely – and never in public.  They were viewed as the primary breadwinners in their homes and focused on career; they tended to occupy most positions of public, political and business leadership. They would be the first to war, and the only sex to consider military service a possible career. They tended to be interested in sports. They tended to be initiators in their relationships with women and felt that was expected of them. They tended to be fathers.

Women were seen as more relational, more caring. For those who married, they tended to be focused on the home and the raising of children. They tended to make up most of the volunteers in caring for the poor and other “mercy” and charity activities. They tended to be, in comparison to men, less socially aggressive. They were responders in their relationships with men and felt that was expected of them. They tended to be mothers.

Whatever you think about these expectations, times have changed. Many of the old stereotypes no longer hold true. Today both major U.S. political parties feature women in prominent roles. Female CEOs and business leaders are commonplace and women are encouraged to “lean in” as they navigate not the corporate ladder but the jungle gym (as Sheryl Sandberg terms it) of career opportunity, family ambition and personal accomplishment. As many more women focus on career, a market has emerged for women with no known fertility troubles to extract and freeze their eggs to use later in life. On the other hand, statistics indicate that the number of long-term stay-at-home-dads has increased by over 70% in just the last decade.

Then there’s the rise of the “ban.”  The boy-man.  It’s a season of extended adolescence where men no longer leave home and establish a family. Why bother with a wife and a mortgage when you can live in your parents’ basement, play video games by day and barhop every weekend, all the while knowing that your next meal will be cooked… by Mom.

My point in citing these cultural stereotypes and profound changes to them isn’t to endorse any particular view of those stereotypes right now. Just making observations. My goal is to illustrate that in our culture, it is not easy to answer my two opening questions (What does it mean to be a man?  What does it mean to be a woman?) 

In fact, many are questioning the very idea of gender as given.  In some major colleges, single-sex dorms and bathrooms, and even co-ed facilities are a thing of the past. Bathrooms simply aren’t marked, because it’s viewed as unkind and discriminatory to make someone “choose” a sex or gender when walking into a restroom (e.g. Harvard University).  The Post last Sunday had an article called “Genderqueer at the Gym,” highlighting the angst experienced by a person who embraces both feminine and masculine gender expressions when she works out – the glances from others; the decision about which locker room to use. Such is the brave new world we live in.

As Christians, it’s our task to answer the questions “what does it mean to be a man?” and “what does it mean to be a woman?” in the same way we answer the rest of life’s central questions.  We look to God’s word.

PRELIMINARIES
And that is what we hope to do over the 13 weeks of this class: to look at questions about masculinity and femininity through a biblical lens. Let’s begin with some preliminary matters. In this class, we will rely on the sufficiency of scripture. Almost all professing evangelical Christians embrace the inerrancy of scripture (that the Bible is the authoritative word of God, it’s true, it contains no falsehood or error). The doctrine of the sufficiency of scripture assumes inerrancy but then goes a step further. This doctrine teaches that the Bible contains all that we need to guide and instruct us authoritatively in all areas of our faith and life. Sometimes it will do so through explicit command or prohibition, sometimes through broad principles from which we draw implications. The sufficiency of scripture is seen in many passages
, but perhaps the most obvious is 2 Tim. 3:16-17: 

16 All Scripture is breathed out by God and profitable for teaching, for reproof, for correction, and for training in righteousness, 17 that the man of God may be complete, equipped for every good work.

So, the plan in this class is to be clear where scripture is clear, to be more guarded where scripture is not clear, and to engage charitably at all times, recognizing that there’s disagreement among people who will be together in heaven about some of the particular ways in which biblical manhood and womanhood play out and affect our daily lives and roles.
 

Now, in this class we’re digging into biblical teaching that has the potential to hit very close to home (literally). How should we approach God’s Word – when what it says could be hard? We approach it not with an eye toward affirming or vindicating what we have already done or thought (though that vindication may well happen), but rather we approach scripture with an eye toward learning what God’s word actually says, and where necessary, toward being shaped and refined by that word in our roles as single men and women, husbands and wives, parents, and church members. We’re all in this together for God’s glory. 

Let me say too that this isn’t meant to be a re-hash of either the marriage or the parenthood core seminars.  Biblical masculinity and femininity reveal themselves in every stage of a Christian man or woman’s life.  Neither marriage nor children are required in order to be fully masculine or fully feminine. Some applications of what we’ll discuss will be in the context of marriage and family, but manhood and womanhood apply in different ways for singles and couples with no kids and parents, employees and employers, and that’s part of what we want to explore here. 

Ok, let’s turn briefly to the course outline (back of your handout). Here’s where we’re going. The first four lessons will be devoted to presenting working definitions of biblical masculinity and femininity. We’ll start with broad principles that we can later apply. We’ll then do 2 weeks on biblical manhood and womanhood in the home and then have a panel and Q&A session. Then we’ll turn to how these issues play out in the church and the world, spend time answering objections and getting into the nitty gritty of some texts, and conclude with another panel discussion.

The hope each week will be to finish in time to take questions. And my and Brad’s contact information will always be in the handout if you have questions, comments, concerns, or want to raise something that we didn’t have time to cover in the class.

Any questions on this introduction to the core seminar before we dive into the rest of today’s class?

COMPLEMENTARIANISM vs. EGALITARIANISM
What we want to do today is set up the rest of the course by outlining the two basic perspectives on manhood and womanhood that exist in the Christian church. As we look at the other issues throughout the rest of the class, these two basic views will continue to come up. They’re both held by people who are evangelical and Bible-believing. They’re called egalitarianism and complementarianism. By a show of hands, how many of you have heard of those terms? The best way to understand them is to look at what each of them has to say about men and women at three points in salvation history: (1) creation (we’ll spend most time here); (2) the fall, and (3) redemption in Christ.

Creation
Let’s begin at creation. Please turn with me in your Bible to Gen 1:26-27:

26 Then God said, “Let us make man in our image, after our likeness. And let them have dominion over the fish of the sea and over the birds of the heavens and over the livestock and over all the earth and over every creeping thing that creeps on the earth.”

27 So God created man in his own image,
    in the image of God he created him;
    male and female he created them.

Humanity comes from God. He didn’t have to create us - but he did. This was his delight. And he made us male and female. 

Egalitarianism holds that God created male and female as equal in all respects, full stop. The egalitarian says that Gen 1:26-27 makes no distinction between woman and man insofar as both are equally made in God’s image, and both are given equal and undifferentiated responsibility to rule over His creation. Equality of essence or being on the one hand; equality of function and role on the other.

A complementarian, in contrast, believes that male and female were created by God as equal in dignity, value, essence and human nature, but also distinct in role. The man was given the responsibility of loving authority over his wife, and the woman was to offer willing, glad-hearted and submissive assistance to the man. Gen. 1:26-27 makes clear that men and women are equally created as God's image, and so are equally and fully human. But, as Gen. 2 bears out, their humanity would find expression differently, in a relationship of complementarity – in other words, their roles “complement” each other.
Truth in advertising: we’re teaching this class from the complementarian position. That’s the view the elders of this church hold. Not because it’s convenient. Not because we think it will attract the masses to this class or this church. When I first started thinking about these issues as a Christian in college, I personally leaned toward egalitarianism. But what happened? I studied God’s Word. Scripture has a way of challenging our assumptions. We can’t stand in judgment over it - it must stand in loving judgment over us -- or it should, if we truly believe that it’s authoritative. We’re teaching this position not just because we think it’s right, but because it’s good. It’s what God has ordained and therefore it’s beautiful and glorious. It brings life, health and joy.
Now, this doesn’t mean you can’t be an egalitarian and be a member of this church - you can. It doesn’t mean if you’re egalitarian, you should stop coming to this class. I’d encourage you to come, study the scriptures with us, ask questions. Or, if you think you’re complementarian, this doesn’t mean it’s time to check out. It’s possible to claim this as the Biblical view, and yet still have functionally egalitarian or wrongly patriarchal ideas. Let the Bible stand over you and challenge you as well. 

With that said, let’s take a deeper look at these verses from Genesis 1. Again, notice verse 26: “Then God said, ‘Let us make man in our image, after our likeness.’” We must begin here, because the Bible doesn’t start with the differences between men and women but with our equality. This is the foundational truth about men and women: we are created in the image of God.

What does it mean to be in the image of God? We can’t fully exhaust the glories of it. But theologians give us three terms to help us break the concept down.  First, there’s a structural aspect: what we are. Verse 26, we are beings after the likeness of God. Like God, we are rational - we can think. We’re volitional - we make decisions. We’re moral, we’re creative. We’re not exactly like God, but very much like him.

Second, there’s a functional aspect: what we’re called to do. See the rest of verse 26: “Let them have dominion.” Or verse 28: “And God blessed them. And God said to them, ‘Be fruitful and multiply and fill the earth and subdue it.’” We’re not just like God - we’re supposed to act as God’s representatives. Adam and Eve are his vice-regents, caring for his perfect place under his perfect rule. 

And third, we’re relational beings. Verse 27: “Male AND female he created them.” In chapter 2, we see it wasn’t good for the man to be alone. God is a relational God - one God existing as three persons in perfect love and harmony. And so Adam and Eve, and we, exist in his image: to relate in love to God and to our fellow man. Nowhere else in Genesis 1 is sexuality referred to, with any of the animals; but human sexuality merits the distinct dignity given it here, because we’re relational beings.
I wonder if you remember recently when Prince Harry from the UK went to Las Vegas for some, shall we say, sinful adolescent amusement. The only problem is that what happened in Vegas didn’t stay in Vegas. The security guards were supposed to keep all cameras out of Harry’s room - but one got in, and the pictures of Harry’s crazy night were all over the British papers the next day. Many in Britain went so far as to say that Harry should simply renounce being a prince. He can have all the fun he wants as a private citizen - but as a prince he represents the country. That’s what this image of God idea gets at. A prince is supposed to be royal -- it’s in his blood, in his genes. He’s supposed to function as a dignified representative of crown and country. His relationships with others should be marked by service, not self-indulgence. Harry is, in one sense, the image of Britain. And in the ancient Near East, the idea of an “image” was most commonly used for a king to represent a particular god. That’s what makes Genesis 1 so radical: every man AND every woman - not just royalty - are made in the image of God. 

So, nowhere does the Bible say that men are more in God’s image than women. From its very first page, the Bible opposes the errors of sinful male dominance and subjugation that we see in many cultures historically. No one should feel proud or “superior” because he’s a man, and no one should feel disappointed or “inferior” because she’s a woman. If God sees us as equal in value, that forever settles the question of personal worth.

Now we come to Genesis 2. If Genesis 1 shows us the Google Earth view of God as transcendent Creator, Genesis 2 zooms into the Google Street view and gives us a glimpse of God as Yahweh, the immanent personal Lord. We dive into that 6th day of creation and see how the events unfolded. Listen to verses 15-24:

The LORD God took the man and put him in the garden of Eden to work it and keep it. And the LORD God commanded the man, saying, “You may surely eat of every tree of the garden, but of the tree of the knowledge of good and evil you shall not eat, for in the day that you eat of it you shall surely die.” Then the LORD God said, “It is not good that the man should be alone; I will make him a helper fit for him. Now out of the ground the LORD God had formed every beast of the field and every bird of the heavens and brought them to the man to see what he would call them. And whatever the man called every living creature, that was its name. The man gave names to all livestock and to the birds of the heavens and to every beast of the field. But for Adam there was not found a helper fit for him. So the LORD God caused a deep sleep to fall upon the man, and while he slept took one of his ribs and closed up its place with flesh. And the rib that the LORD God had taken from the man he made into a woman and brought her to the man. Then the man said, “This at last is bone of my bones and flesh of my flesh; she shall be called Woman, because she was taken out of Man.” Therefore a man shall leave his father and his mother and hold fast to his wife, and they shall become one flesh.

These verses present a paradox: God created male and female in His image equally, but He also made the one the head and the other the helper.

Where do we get this? We see that God put the man in the garden first (that is, before Eve was created); we see that God first charged the man to work the garden and take care of it; God gave the man the authority to name the animals.  We see that the woman was created by God after the man and literally from the man.  We see in verse 18 the woman being created for the purpose of being a “suitable helper” to the man. We see God giving Adam the authority to name his helper (“woman” here, Eve in Gen. 3). Notice that these aspects of the relationship between male and female – man’s responsibility to lead and woman’s created role as helper – appear to be instituted before their marriage is discussed. They’re part of God’s created order for men and women generally, not just for husbands and wives (though, as we’ll talk about, those roles obviously play out differently inside and outside of marriage). Women are not called to submit to all men generally like they are to their husband.
So, while egalitarians and complementarians essentially agree on Genesis 1, they disagree on how Genesis 2 interacts with Genesis 1.  That’s a summary of these issues at the stage of creation.
Fall
Let’s turn to what happened next, at the Fall. Egalitarianism says that sin introduced into God's created order many manifestations of disorder and corrupted relationships. Among the chief examples of sin's defilement is the introduction of an illegitimate hierarchy in the relationship between woman and man. So, look with me at Gen. 3:16, the curse on the woman:

To the woman [God] said, “I will surely multiply your pain in child-bearing; in pain you shall bring forth children. Your desire shall be for
 your husband, and he shall rule over you.

That phrase “desire for” conveys not a pure, innocent love, but a wish to usurp authority and control. So the egalitarian suggests that, because of sin, the woman would have a disposition of subservience before the man and the man would have, in contrary measure, a disposition of supremacy over the woman. Thus, the relationship of male/female equality intended by God in creation is now defiled by the presence of a sinful and harmful hierarchical tendency.

Complementarians, on the other hand, believe that sin introduced into God's created design many manifestations of disruption, among them a disruption in the proper role-relations between man and woman.  What does that mean? Gen 3:16 informs us that the male/female relationship would now, because of sin, be affected by mutual enmity. An antagonism appears in the relationship that didn’t exist before sin. In particular, the woman would have a desire to usurp the authority given to man in creation, leading to man, for his part, ruling over woman in what can be either wrongfully passive, or wrongfully abusive, or rightfully sacrificial and affirming ways. The fall in Genesis 3 presents the distortion of previous roles, not the introduction of new roles. We still display God’s image, but we do so imperfectly.

As Christians, we should never be surprised by the brokenness and confusion in our world, especially as it pertains to gender and sexuality. We believe this creation is cursed because of sin, and this is one of the most empirically verifiable doctrines! Disease, disorder, dis-orientation, deceitful desires -- we know these things are the result of sin, and that creation is groaning out and waiting for redemption, as Rom 8 says. When we hear in the news or in our own circles of relationships about boys who are convinced that deep down they’re girls or vice versa - we’re saddened but not shocked. And we’re equipped, to respond in compassion and mercy with the gospel. Is it nature or nurture? It can be both! The effects of the fall stretch wide and deep. Much wisdom is needed to live in such a broken world. But, praise God, the fall isn’t the end of the story. 

Redemption in Christ
We move next to our redemption in Christ. This is crucial, because Christ is presented as the second Adam, the new and perfect human person. He is the image of God in the truest, fullest sense. As Colossians 1:15 says, “He is the image of the invisible God, the firstborn of all creation.” And through repentance and faith in his sacrifice believers are united to Christ. As a result, we can do what Eph 4:24 says and put on the new self, “created after the likeness of God in true righteousness and holiness.” Jesus conquered the power of sin and death and has begun to usher us into a new and better Eden, where we will live out our manhood or womanhood perfectly. So, this side of the cross, what the New Testament says about men and women and our roles is crucial. What do we learn?

Gal. 3:28 says, “There is no male and female, for you are all one in Christ Jesus.” Neither sex is more spiritually worthy; both men and women are equally united to Jesus and part of his body. In the church, men and women serve each other. The egalitarian will take this and say that there is therefore is no legitimate distinction, in God's kingdom, between male and female. Rather, mutual submission is the rule for the home and the church. 

The complimentarian will respond by saying that Christ’s work doesn’t obliterate role distinctions, it redeems them. God’s created intention of appropriate male leadership should now be fully affirmed in Christ. Yes, male and female are one in Christ Jesus. But also in Eph 5, under the new covenant, husbands are called to lead their wives through sacrificial love and wives are called to submit to them. In 1 Tim 2, we see that only men should have teaching authority in the church. Male leadership, then, is restored in the Christian community as men and women endeavor to express their common humanity according to God's originally created and good complementary design.

That’s an overview of the differences between these two perspectives. Next week we’ll look more deeply at these texts and others to begin a definition of biblical masculinity. 

But for now, I want us to pause for a moment and reflect on how gracious God has been to reveal himself to us in his Word.  He didn’t have to, but he did! Yes, some of these aspects of the Bible’s teaching may be counter-cultural and challenging to apply. But how wonderful is it that we get the privilege of doing so!? God’s Word lays out for us a life of richness and joy in following Him: “The law of the Lord is perfect, reviving the soul… The precepts of the Lord are right, rejoicing the heart” -- Psalm 19 (vv. 7-8) “The unfolding of your words gives light… Make your face shine upon your servant, and teach me your statutes… I rejoice at your word like one who finds great spoil” -- Psalm 119 (vv. 130, 135, 162) 

Praise God for his Word. We pray this class would help us to know his Word and love and honor Him.

Questions?

� Introduction for Assembly: What does it mean to be a man? What does it mean to be a woman? If you look at movies and books today, you might get a thousand different responses. Some might say those are the wrong questions, that we need a new “flexibility” when it comes to issues of gender and sexuality. Thankfully, though, the Bible speaks to these issues. And we want to listen to what scripture says in these upcoming 13 weeks in our core seminar on Biblical Manhood and Womanhood. I’m ______ and we’ll be meeting in __________.





� Implicitly, the doctrine is evident in the declarations of the OT prophets, the teaching of Jesus (his view of the OT), and the preaching of the NT church. The early Christians treated God’s word as ruling his people, as sufficient to settle any argument.


� Optional point: As believers, we recognize that God has also revealed himself in nature, so there will be times when we refer to the natural order of things as a corollary to what scripture says. But we’ve got to remember that the world is also fallen, so we’ll primarily try to understand our world through the lenses of scripture.


� ESV footnote has “against.” See Gen 4:7 where the same construction is used when God tells Cain that sin’s desire is “for” him. 
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