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The Prophetic Significance of Women Pastors
Prophecy makes up as much as two thirds of all Scripture.  No one area of prophecy so dominates all scriptures as that which deals with the times of Jacob’s troubles known as the Great Tribulation.  The condition of the world leading up to and continuing during the times of the tribulation will be desperately wicked and evil as never before seen. Scripture says of that day that men shall:   

Isaiah 5:20 “………….. call evil good, and good evil; that put darkness for light, and light for darkness; that put bitter for sweet, and sweet for bitter”!

Even our Lord Jesus Christ, in speaking of the end of the Church age, said that the Word would become corrupt from the evil of false doctrine that men will proclaim:
Matthew 13:33 Another parable spake he unto them; The kingdom of heaven is like unto leaven, which a woman took, and hid in three measures of meal, till the whole was leavened.
There are many signs that are supposed to be seen at the end of the age. However, the main sign that has been missing from all previous declarations that the tribulation is imminent is now clearly seen. The sign of Israel residing in the land is the one sign that signaled that the world is entering the last days.  Even more specific is the sign mentioned by Christ that would begin the last generation: The sign of Jerusalem: 

Luke 21:24 And they shall fall by the edge of the sword, and shall be led away captive into all nations: and Jerusalem shall be trodden down of the Gentiles, until the times of the Gentiles be fulfilled
In fact, all the signs of the tribulation and the end of this age are dependant upon Israel and Jerusalem.  Once Israel became a nation, and Jerusalem was no more run down by the Gentiles then all the prophecies of the “times of Jacobs's troubles” became a very real potential for the first time since the resurrection of Christ.  Today, many Bible scholars have identified many prophetical signs that could not have been fulfilled before now.  Such signs as the size of the army of the ‘king of the east,” and the alignment of the nations of Europe are indicative of the days before the tribulation.  
However, there is one sign that to date has not been recognized as a sign of the end times.  It comes in two parts and is found in both the Old Testament and the New Testament.  It is the sign of Zechariah 5:5-11 coupled with the sign of Jude 11.  Ultimately, these signs become a prophecy and a warning against the rise of women in ruler ship in the “land of Shinar” and a sign of the danger of women in the pulpit.  

Is God a chauvinist? If not, why does he make such declarations as found in Isaiah 3:12?
12 As for my people, children are their oppressors, and women rule over them. O my people, they which lead thee cause thee to err, and destroy the way of thy paths.

To God, women ruling over men in any capacity is a curse, which would “cause thee to err”.  How does God actually view women as leaders in His Church?  The Church is the inheritance of God; it is the end work of all that He has allowed to happen.  Building of the church is the last part of a plan that began before the “world was created”.  Would His immutability allow the last 40 years of His ultimate purpose, the church, to now include something that He prevented from happening in the garden and throughout all Biblical history?  Will God become less than God by changing His mind and allowing what was once a curse to now become a blessing?  These are serious issues that are presently not discussed but must be cleared up if we are to accept the present trend of “Women Pastors” as acceptable to God.  The purpose of this pamphlet is to investigate the impact of this sign on humanity as a whole and subsequently the Church. 
We will begin with Zechariah 5:5-7. Most of this section comes from my book “Who Is Babylon?” which is available for free download at the Charis Theological website <charisseminary.org>.  

Zechariah 5:5 Then the angel that talked with me went forth, and said unto me, Lift up now thine eyes, and see what is this that goeth forth.

 6 And I said, What is it? And he said, This is an ephah that goeth forth. He said moreover, This is their resemblance through all the earth.

 7 And, behold, there was lifted up a talent of lead: and this is a woman that sitteth in the midst of the ephah.

 8 And he said, This is wickedness. And he cast it into the midst of the ephah; and he cast the weight of lead upon the mouth thereof.

 9 Then lifted I up mine eyes, and looked, and, behold, there came out two women, and the wind was in their wings; for they had wings like the wings of a stork: and they lifted up the ephah between the earth and the heaven.

 10 Then said I to the angel that talked with me, Whither do these bear the ephah?

 11 And he said unto me, To build it an house in the land of Shinar: and it shall be established, and set there upon her own base.

The scene begins with a flying “ephah.” In today's terminology, this refers to a large witches' kettle. The ephah or kettle has a large lead lid, weighing “a talent of lead”, which is roughly 125 pounds.  When this lid is lifted up there is a woman sitting in the middle of the ephah.  The angel immediately refers to something as “wickedness”, which he casts into the midst of the ephah.  Whether it is the woman who is referred to as wicked, or something the angel has in his hands, the fact is, it is cast into the middle of the ephah to mix with the woman.  So dreadful is this wickedness, that the angel sealed it in the ephah by placing the heavy lead lid on top of it.  This lid is considered heavy enough to keep the women and the wickedness from escaping.  In speaking of the woman in the ephah, the writers of “The Bible Knowledge Commentary” wrote:

The material of which the measuring basket was made is not identified, but it had a cover of lead to assure the security of its contents. When the cover was lifted, a woman was observed inside and was identified as wickedness. The woman (probably because the Heb. word for wickedness is in the fem. gender) was wickedness personified, a term denoting civil, ethical, and religious evil. The interpreting angel had to keep the woman (wickedness) in confinement. Not only must the wicked in Israel be punished (the vision of the flying scroll, vv. 1-4) but also wickedness itself must be removed from the land.

The writers of “The Bible Knowledge Commentary” did not understand that God was not just taking wickedness out of Israel; He was delivering it to a specific land, the “land of Shinar.”  Shinar, as a land, did not exist at the time of the writing of the prophecy.  In fact, outside of Genesis, Shinar is only mentioned in Isaiah and Daniel. 

Isaiah 11:11 And it shall come to pass in that day, that the Lord shall set his hand again the second time to recover the remnant of his people, 

which shall be left, from Assyria, and from Egypt, and from Pathros, and from Cush, and from Elam, and from Shinar, and from Hamath, and from the islands of the sea.

Daniel 1:1 In the third year of the reign of Jehoiakim king of Judah came Nebuchadnezzar king of Babylon unto Jerusalem, and besieged it.

 2 And the Lord gave Jehoiakim king of Judah into his hand, with part of the vessels of the house of God: which he carried into the land of Shinar to the house of his god; and he brought the vessels into the treasure house of his god.

Isaiah identifies Shinar as a land from which God will call the Jews in the latter days to return to Israel.  Thus, whoever Shinar is, they would be around in the latter days. However, it is Daniel who identifies who Shinar is; for it is the land that Nebuchadnezzar ruled as king: it is the land of Babylon.  The Shinar of Zechariah is the Economic and Political Babylon of the last days as mentioned in the Book of Revelation.
An understanding of the word wickedness is revealing, so a quick look is necessary.  

The following is one of several quotes that were taken from: Theological Wordbook of the Old Testament (electronic ed.)
This feminine noun appears fifteen times, mostly in the abstract sense of wickedness or act of wickedness. Moses explained to his people that the wickedness of Canaan was the reason Israel could enter Canaan. The conquest was to be a judgment, not a demonstration of Israel’s greatness (Deut 9:4–5). Moses also told the civil judges to beat those who committed rišhâ. Twice the wise men contrasted rišhâ with righteousness (Prov 11:5; 13:6). In Mal 3:15 those who do wickedly are said to be arrogant enemies of God (cf. Ezk 5:6) with dire results (see Isa 9:18; Mal 1:4; 4:1).  

Ezekiel 18, 30 also sets forth the alternatives facing man. A person may turn to rišhâ and die, or turn from it to God and live.  Again, the verb is denominative from reša˓ “wrong, wickedness,” and seems to have two meanings:
a) to act wickedly
b) to condemn as guilty
The verb can also describe a general breakdown of social relationships in which bad people mistreat good people.

That civil, ethical and religious wickedness is meant here will become evident when we understand the whole of this prophecy.  The scene continues now with two more women:
“there came out two women, and the wind was in their wings; for they had wings like the wings of a stork: and they lifted up the ephah between the earth and the heaven.”
The significance of this scene is found in the words “women” and “stork”.  We have a paradox of words here that need explaining.  “Women” in the Bible has many meanings. However, the primary meaning is evil, for she was the first to follow Satan in the garden.  Obviously, this is the meaning implied here because the angel has already stated that the woman in the ephah is wickedness or at the very least would become mixed with wickedness.  Furthermore, these women are given wings of a stork.  
The word “stork” is where a potential conflict could arise as to the meaning of this prophecy.  The word is ( ḥăsı̂dâ ), coming from the root word (ḥāsı̂d) {holy one, godly, saint. RSV faithful, godly one, loyal. niv, saint, godly}.  The “stork” is known for her kindness to her young; thus, the “a” is added to ḥāsı̂d making a word that means a godly, saintly, faithful, loyal and kind person.  Yet the stork is also considered an unclean bird in Lev.11:19:
 19 And the stork, the heron after her kind, and the lapwing, and the bat.

 20 All fowls that creep, going upon all four, shall be an abomination unto you.
Thus, a paradox exists. Why would the Spirit use a word associated with all that is good with “women” who are the carriers of total wickedness?  Also, why did he choose a stork; a bird that is scripturally an “abomination” but is culturally accepted as the perfect mother?  Again, the reason will become obvious when we finish the prophecy.  As Zechariah continues to watch, the storks lift the woman up between heaven and earth, where she will remain until she is delivered to the land of “Shinar”.  
10 Then said I to the angel that talked with me, Whither do these bear the ephah?

11 And he said unto me, To build it an house in the land of Shinar: and it shall be established, and set there upon her own base.  

Finally, we arrive at the answer to our mystery.  Verse 11 holds in it many  linguistic, cultural, and historical meanings, all of which are needed to completely understand the full meaning of this prophecy.  First, we shall consider the cultural meaning. The phrase “To build it an house” establishes two things in our understanding.  First, the woman is now referred to as “it”.  She has now become an idea, not a person, for “it” erases the possibility of identifying the woman as some individual.  So what the woman “represents” is more evident than the idea of some singularly evil woman.  

Next, we consider the whole phrase “To build it an house."  This statement reveals our cultural understanding.  In the culture of Israel, based on both the times in which the prophet lived as well as the teaching of scripture, a woman could never escape tutelage. As long as she remained unmarried, she was under the authority of her father while he is alive or the closest male, blood relation if her father is dead. Likewise, a married woman came under her husband’s authority.  She possessed no property apart from her own personal wardrobe; if she had a dowry, it went to her husband. Should she not satisfy him, she would be sent back to her own family or given to another man.  Yet, as quoted from ‘du Toit, A. 1998’, and “The New Testament Milieu”:

...in the home the wife occupied a position of dignity: she could take part in discussions concerning family affairs, receive visitors, and appear in public.  

The wickedness of the words “To build it an house” therefore lie in the fact that the time would come when a woman would have her own home without the authority of a man.  Sometime in the future, a woman, in the “land of Shinar”, who was no widow, would live as her own authority.  In ancient times, a woman who lived this way is always called a harlot. Today, in our society, the first thing young women want to do when they reach 18 years of age is move out on their own.  Yet, God put this kind of thinking in an “ephah” and sent it to the only land in human history where He would allow it to be unleashed……… SHINAR.  

As we shall see, the house is more than a house; it is also a temple: a place of worship.  From within its walls every form of evil and wickedness will become the accepted norms of an entire age.  We call it freedom: each person having the right to choose their own way, but this right was never given by God to the woman.  Until the curse is lifted at the end of the millennial reign of Christ, she is to remain under the authority of a man.  Obviously, we will not return to God’s way when so many of the clergy support the women’s movement in our country.   

Even when Jesus met the woman at the well, she lived with a man who was not her husband, so he said to her:

John 4:17 The woman answered and said, I have no husband. Jesus said unto her, Thou hast well said, I have no husband:

18 For thou hast had five husbands; and he whom thou now hast is not thy husband: in that saidst thou truly.

In our world society today, that which God called wickedness is accepted as the norm.  We live in a time in which what is established by God must be re-interpreted so as not to offend the masses who accept the culture of this time as right in spite of the revealed Words of God.  Adultery and fornication were punishable by death, but in our society they have become a thing we call the natural way.  Our youths are now taught that fornication is a thing that is natural and should be explored early in life.  So, we can now see in this prophecy that the stork winged women took the ephah to a place where the wickedness within the ephah would be accepted as normal.  These words are not meant to offend any but simply to further identify the land that this prophecy is talking about. “Make straight the way of the Lord”. 

Finally, we come to the final statement about this prophecy’s words, words that tie this prophecy to only one country.

“in the land of Shinar: and it shall be established, and set there upon her own base.”  

The words “in the land of Shinar” speak of only one place.  The following is quoted from (Harris, R. L., Harris, R. L., Archer, G. L., & Waltke, B. K. 1999, c1980. Theological Wordbook of the Old Testament (electronic ed.). Moody Press: Chicago)
Shinar is the O.T. designation for southern Mesopotamia, the alluvial plain between the rivers Euphrates and Tigris. The area was known by the Sumerians as Sumer and Akkad. It later became known as Babylonia. In two of the eight passages Shinar is called Babylonia in the LLX ( Isa 11:11 and Zech 5:11 ).
In Gen 10:10 we are told that the great tyrant and empire builder Nimrod founded his kingdom in Babel, Erech (Sumerian Uruk), Akkad (Agade) and Calneh in the land of Shinar. From here he pushed north into Assyria. It was here also, in Shinar, that rebellious man built the well-known tower of Babel in direct defiance of God ( Gen 11:2 ). In Dan 1:2 it is the land of Shinar to which Nebuchadnezzar removes the vessels of the temple of God, and in Isa 11:11 we are told that Shinar is one of the lands from which regathered Israel will return when the Millenial age is established. In Zech 5:11 the woman in the ephah, representing a concentration of evil (v. 8 ), is removed to the land of Shinar where a temple is built for her.

All of this points to a sinister significance for Shinar as being the major center for the development of a culture and civilization built on counterfeit religion, rebelliousness against the true God and his revealed word, the cradle of imperial tyranny and the enemy of God’s people, in short, the epitome of wickedness. (Cf. as well the many biblical references to Babylon.)
So,Shinar is the Babylon of prophecy; that land which we are identifying as the Babylon of the Great Tribulation.  Of particular interest are the words “established” and “base.” Both come from the same ancient Hebrew root.  Again, note the words of Theological Wordbook of the Old Testament (electronic ed.):
the word as used in Hebrew, rarely means simply to bring into being. So rare is it, in fact, ……. the root meaning is “to be firm”. However, evidence of the original etymology may be found in those occurrences where something is said simply to have been formed or fashioned (brought into existence) (Jud 12:6; Job 31:15 ; Ps 119:73 ; Ezk 16:7 ). 
The wickedness of the ephah would come into existence; it would become the reality of a future age, in the land of Shinar.  And so it has happened.  The women’s movement which has so shaped the last 75 years of world history found it’s beginnings in the United States.  It is in the United States that women built the first political, economic and religious base without being under the authority of a man.  

Again, no insult is intended by these words, only the stating of a Biblical truth.  Zechariah Chapter 5 prophesies a great sign that we live in the last days, and an even greater sign of who the Babylon of the last days.    As to the identity of the two “stork” winged “women,”  they represent two abominable spirits that would nurture this movement in the land of Babylon as a mother “stork” would nurture her chicks.  They would protect “it” (the wickedness) and see to it that “it” (the woman in the ephah) would reach her full potential of evil ……. And so it has  happened.  

The National Organization for Women's 1966 Statement of Purpose: We organize to initiate or support action, nationally, or in any part of this nation, by individuals or organizations, to break through the silken curtain of prejudice and discrimination against women in government, industry, the professions, the churches, the political parties, the judiciary, the labor unions, in education, science, medicine, law, religion and every other field of importance in American society.

In the “Feminists Chronicles of 1972, they record the events that were of significance in furthering the feminist movement.  Below is what it records about religion. 

Religion

Women theologians called for the "castration of sexist religion" at the largest and most prestigous gathering of biblical scholars in history, the American Academy of Religion, meeting at the Century Plaza hotel in Los Angeles. Dr. Mary Daly, noted Catholic theologian of Boston College, told a seminar of women that historic sexist religion had led to patriarchal institutions whose teachings had amounted to "a gang rape of our minds." (09/02/72)

Biblical truth is not important to the women's movement, just the equality of women.  Their goal to conquer the pulpit, in spite of what the Bible teaches, evidences the evil in God’s eyes of this movement.  What they did not know was that their plans had already been seen before the foundation of the earth that it would take root first in “the land of Shinar”.  

In our society today, woman does not seek to be protected by man. She seeks to demonstrate her right to equality and ultimately to dominate him.  In an attempt to promote what is called sexual equality, a banner has been raised that is anti God and anti Bible.  A banner that says God is wrong; woman is not a “help mate” to man but is “co-ruler” with man.  All that women hold dear today has forever changed America.  As God said to Israel so also he would say to America today:
12 As for my people, children are their oppressors, and women rule over them. O my people, they which lead thee cause thee to err, and destroy the way of thy paths.

If American is the Babylon of Revelation, there is an evil in this society that causes God to see to it that for 1000 years no man ever lives in America again.  Further, if we live in the days just prior to the return of Christ, then that evil exists today.    Isaiah 13:20 declares the following:
Isaiah 13:20 It shall never be inhabited, neither shall it be dwelt in from generation to generation: neither shall the Arabian pitch tent there; neither shall the shepherds make their fold there.

God has set an order in the relationship between man and woman.  Man was not made for woman, but woman was made for man.  How is it possible then that people who claim to be children of God, can take the truth and make it a lie.
2 Peter 2:1 But there were false prophets also among the people, even as there shall be false teachers among you, who privily shall bring in damnable heresies, even denying the Lord that bought them, and bring upon themselves swift destruction.

 2 And many shall follow their pernicious ways; by reason of whom the way of truth shall be evil spoken of.
The belief today that woman should be able to rule as man rules will soon end.  God will be the instrument of its destruction.  If the punishment of God against woman can be so severe for what is being done to His established order in the world, what will be His response to women who change His established order in the Church which is His body?  
Even Jude saw this wickedness when he wrote verse 11 
“Woe unto them! for they have gone in the way of Cain, and ran greedily after the error of Balaam for reward, and perished in the gainsaying of Core.”  

Only one group of people qualify without debate to “perish in the gainsaying of Core (Korah)”, and that is the women of the church.  As was Korah, all members of the body of Christ are priests.  But as with Korah, not all members can be a priest or pastor before the Lord.  There were qualifications given to Moses as to who could serve in the temple as a direct representative between God and man.  Korah ignored what God had said, for he lusted for the attention of the position.  
So it is today. Ignoring the biblical qualifications, women have lusted for the same thing as Korah did and have used the exact same reasoning as he did.  Needless to say, just as with Korah, who had the support of the people even after God judged and punished him, women today have been carefully guided by their “storked” winged protectors and are receiving greater and greater support for their drive to become pastor’s of the Body of Christ.   And just as the people rejected God’s judgment and were ready to stone Moses in protest, Jude says that when Christ returns he will have “to convince (with vigor and thoroughness) all that are ungodly among them of all their ungodly deeds which they have ungodly committed, and of all their hard speeches which ungodly sinners have spoken against him.”  It seems unbelievable that after the tribulation, Christ will have to convince those of the false Church that all they had done was evil. 

Christ spoke of having to do this form of convincing when He spoke of His return in the Gospel of Matthew:

Mathew 7:22 Many will say to me in that day, Lord, Lord, have we not prophesied in thy name? and in thy name have cast out devils? and in thy name done many wonderful works?

 23 And then will I profess unto them, I never knew you: depart from me, ye that work iniquity.

 Again, no offense is intended by these words, just the stating of Biblical truth. Still, it must be considered a true blessing to humanity, that God did not allow the “wickedness” of the freewill of women to be released in any other land or at any other time than the “latter days” in the “land of Shinar”.
The Prophetic Significance of Women Pastors:  Jude 11
Outside of the book of Revelation, very few people look to the New Testament when they want to study prophecy.  However, the New Testament is the key to understanding biblical prophecy as well as many of the deepest doctrines in the Bible.

First, in the “Kingdom of Heaven” prophecies, our Lord Jesus Christ testifies that the church as an institution would become a corrupt body of believers who willingly accept “doctrines of demons” as the truth.  However, the most revealing clues as to the condition of the Church and the world are found in the New Testament epistles.  Therefore, before we begin our study in earnest, let us briefly examine the following scriptural reference to establish the validity of what will come later.

2 Timothy 3:1 This know also, that in the last days perilous times shall come.

2 For men shall be lovers of their own selves, covetous, boasters, proud, blasphemers, disobedient to parents, unthankful, unholy,

3 Without natural affection, trucebreakers, false accusers, incontinent, fierce, despisers of those that are good,

4 Traitors, heady, highminded, lovers of pleasures more than lovers of God;

5 Having a form of godliness, but denying the power thereof: from such turn away.

6 For of this sort are they which creep into houses, and lead captive silly women laden with sins, led away with divers lusts,

7 Ever learning, and never able to come to the knowledge of the truth.

8 Now as Jannes and Jambres withstood Moses, so do these also resist the truth: men of corrupt minds, reprobate concerning the faith.

9 But they shall proceed no further: for their folly shall be manifest unto all men, as theirs also was.

With little doubt, the scriptures referenced above are very familiar to most Christians. Paul is warning Timothy of how “perilous” living in the “last days” will be.  Many authors have written about the people in verses 2-7, which primarily describe the men that are and will be in the Church.  Yet, there is a lack of identity as to the methodology that these false teachers will use in the Church.  Keeping in mind that we are speaking about men who will predominate in “the last days,” verse 8 in conjunction with verse 6 enlightens us as to how they will be able to be so evil and yet be so widely accepted.  Further, these verses will also allow us to see the gravity of their influence in the latter days.  

The following three references for verse 8 are typically taught in theological circles.   First, “Jannes and Jambres” are identified as the Egyptian magicians who withstood Moses.  Second, statements are made that these false teachers are “opposed” to the “truth”.  Despite our extensive research, only one commentary, the New American Commentary 34 makes a brief reference to the idea that the Holy Spirit is warning us against the method these false teachers will use.  Yet, their conclusion is: “The similarity between Jannes and Jambres and the false teachers may refer to their common use of magical or occult methods. It is more likely, however, that their commonality is that both groups resisted the truth.”  

Two Egyptian magicians or soothsayer priests who withstood Moses before Pharaoh. The names occur in the Bible only in 2 Tim. 3:8, although the incident referred to is undoubtedly that described in Ex. 7:11, 22, in which Pharaoh “called for the wise men and the sorcerers, and they also, the magicians of Egypt, did the same [as Moses and Aaron] with their secret arts.” In both Jewish and Greek traditions the names Jannes and Jambres are given to two of these magicians.   Bromiley, Geoffrey  W.: The International Standard Bible Encyclopedia, Revised. Wm. B. Eerdmans, 1988; 2002, S. 2:966

Ver. 8.—And like for now, A.V.; with stand for resist, A.V.; corrupted in mind for of corrupt minds, A.V. And; but would be better. Jannes and Jambres; the traditional names of the magicians who opposed Moses; and, if Origen can be trusted, there was an apocryphal book called by their names. But Theodoret ascribes their names to an unwritten Jewish tradition. Their names are found in the Targum of Jonathan on Exod. 7:11; 13:22; and are also mentioned, in conjunction with Moses, with some variation in the name of Jambres, by Pliny (‘Hist. Nat.,’ xxxi. 2), who probably got his information from a work of Sergius Paulus on magic, of which the materials were furnished by Elymas the sorcerer (Acts 13:6–8). Withstood (ὰντέστηαν); the same word as is used of Elymas in Acts 13:8 (so ch. 4:15 and elsewhere).  Spence-Jones, H. D. M. (Hrsg.): The Pulpit Commentary: 2 Timothy. Bellingham, WA : Logos Research Systems, Inc., 2004, S. 41

The names Jannes and Jambres do not appear in the Old Testament, but there are references to them in Jewish, pagan, and Christian literature as two of Pharaoh’s magicians who tried to demonstrate that they could work miracles as effectively as Moses (Exod 7:11; 9:11).﻿34﻿Their names may have come into the New Testament from Christian acquaintance with Jewish traditions about Moses in which these were the names given to Pharaoh’s magicians. The word for “oppose” (anthistēmi) shows strong resistance to a person or an idea and is used in Acts 13:8 to show the resistance of Elymas the Sorcerer to the gospel. The similarity between Jannes and Jambres and the false teachers may refer to their common use of magical or occult methods. It is more likely, however, that their commonality is that both groups resisted the truth.

Paul asserted two additional statements in v. 8 about the false teachers. First, he saw them as possessing “depraved minds” (“Their minds are distorted,” Phillips). That avenue through which the truth could reach the will had ceased to function. This led to Paul’s second statement, the evaluation of their faith content as worthless or rejected. The term for “rejected” is used in the New Testament to describe someone whose actions or abilities prove the person unfit for spiritual usefulness (see “disqualified” in 1 Cor 9:27). It is an apt term to use in reference to false teachers whose empty professions were only a caricature of the true faith. Lea, Thomas D.;   Griffin, Hayne P.: 1, 2 Timothy, Titus. electronic ed. Nashville : Broadman & Holman Publishers, 2001, c1992 (The New American Commentary 34), S. 228

Maybe it is because we live in the day which the Holy Spirit is speaking of in the verses referenced above, that enables us to see with a different eye, or maybe it is because the true understanding is only illuminated by the Spirit in the days to which the verses speak.  Whatever the reason, today our understanding of verse 8 is as follows:

8 Now as Jannes and Jambres withstood Moses, so do these also resist the truth: men of corrupt minds, reprobate concerning the faith.

The Exegetical Dictionary of the New Testament translates the relative phrase ὅν τρόπον (as) with an expanded meaning thusly, “in the same way as”.  So we can now expand the “Now as” to “Now in the same way as.”  This statement does not modify the end of verse eight, “men of corrupt minds”, but it does modify “so do these also resist the truth”.  Therefore, we can further expand verse eight to read thusly:

Now in the same way as Jannes and Jambres withstood Moses, so do these also, using the same method, resist the truth:

With the above expanded translation, it is now evident that in the last days false teachers will use false miracles to “resist the truth.”  The word “resist” is (ἀνθίστημι): and means to oppose or withstand.  The truly remarkable grammatical feature about this verb is that it is in the middle voice.  The middle voice implies that the subject of the verb is being affected by its own action or is acting upon itself.  These false teachers are not using miracles to resist the truth for the sake of defeating God’s word, but for a purpose that is of direct benefit to them.  Could it be that the benefit is based on them going the “way of Balaam”?  Whatever the benefit, they don’t mind using false miracles to change the truth for their own purposes.   Scripture says that the false prophet will use miracles to deceive the inhabitants of the earth.  

Revelation13:14 And deceiveth them that dwell on the earth by the means of those miracles which he had power to do in the sight of the beast; saying to them that dwell on the earth, that they should make an image to the beast, which had the wound by a sword, and did live.

Even worse, scripture also states that the coming of the antichrist will be with lying wonders, but it will only affect those that do not love the truth.  

2 Thessalonians 2:7 For the mystery of iniquity doth already work: only he who now letteth will let, until he be taken out of the way.

8 And then shall that Wicked be revealed, whom the Lord shall consume with the spirit of his mouth, and shall destroy with the brightness of his coming:

9 Even him, whose coming is after the working of Satan with all power and signs and lying wonders,

10 And with all deceivableness of unrighteousness in them that perish; because they received not the love of the truth, that they might be saved.

Christ spoke of these false prophets and teachers as those who would even argue with him upon his return and proudly proclaim that they did many miracles in His name.

22 Many will say to me in that day, Lord, Lord, have we not prophesied in thy name? and in thy name have cast out devils? and in thy name done many wonderful works?

 23 And then will I profess unto them, I never knew you: depart from me, ye that work iniquity.

With these thoughts in mind, we can now conclude this brief but necessary diversion from our study which sets the stage for our understanding of what will follow.  The Spirit says that these false teachers “lead captive silly women laden with sins, led away with divers lusts.”  The question must be asked how this is accomplished.  The answer is in two parts.  First, the word “divers” informs us that these women are distracted by many desires.  These are not necessarily sexual in nature; in fact, it could mean anything that replaces the desire of the child of God to know the Word and will of the Father.  However, what is evident is that it is based on what is seen with the eyes, and not what is known with the mind.  Seeing with the eyes supports the idea of seeing with the “belly” or emotions.  When you put how you feel about something above what His word says about something, you will be deceived.  Second, whenever a person’s desires become the motivation for their actions, they do not necessarily need to be deceived.  Indeed, scripture says they choose to believe the lie.  Again, it is declared that this will be the condition of many in the church at the end of the age.

2 Peter 2:1 But there were false prophets also among the people, even as there shall be false teachers among you, who privily shall bring in damnable heresies, even denying the Lord that bought them, and bring upon themselves swift destruction.

 2 And many shall follow their pernicious ways; by reason of whom the way of truth shall be evil spoken of.

 To that end, the women who initiated this movement of women into the pulpit, have “divers lusts” directed toward leadership in the church.  This lust was acclaimed in 1966 when it was stated by The National Organization for Women's 1966 Statement of Purpose: “We organize to initiate or support action, nationally, or in any part of this nation, by individuals or organizations, to break through the silken curtain of prejudice and discrimination against women in government, industry, the professions, the churches ………” This statement of purpose opened the door for any Christian woman that was involved to become one of the “silly women” whom the Spirit attempts to warn.  Whether ignorantly or knowingly, any woman who becomes part of this movement is suspect of being identified as one of the “silly women laden with sins; led away with divers lust” that will be led by their eyes and not their heart.  Again, I apologize if these words offend some, but as the Spirit has said, we live in “perilous” times.  

We are now ready to begin our main study found in the epistle of Jude.  

Jude 11 Woe unto them! for they have gone in the way of Cain, and ran greedily after the error of Balaam for reward, and perished in the gainsaying of Core.   
Jude was written to warn the Church about false teachers in the last days.  In verse 11, he identifies the three trends these false teachers will follow as pastors in the Church.  Time does not permit a detailed investigation of all three so a brief statement will have to suffice.   

The Way of Cain

The “way of Cain” is the way of the arrogant and self-righteous.  Cain’s murder of Abel was because God rejected all his hard work.  Cain decided to give God the works of his hand as an offering for sin. Even though he had been taught what sacrifice God would accept, he decided to offer God what in his (Cain) opinion was better than what God asked for.  This work of Cain took an entire, agonizing growing season to complete, so when God rejected it, Cain felt betrayed and he was furious with God. “How could God turn down all that work I did just to please him?” So are all religious people.  They are doing something for God.  How dare anyone say that what I am doing for God is unacceptable to Him?  Wuest quoted the Scofield Bible in speaking of Cain this way, “Scofield Bible speaks of Cain as the “type of a religious, natural man who believes in a God and in ‘religion,’ but after his own will, and who rejects redemption by blood. Compelled as a teacher of religion to explain the atonement, the apostate teacher explains it away.”  Abel followed the teachings of his father Adam, and offered up a substitute, acknowledging the gracious gift of God.  But Cain, the first legalist, rejected grace for what he thought should be acceptable to God.  And the principle here is this: Apostates do not view grace or its adherents favorably. 

So it is today; those who have gone the way of Cain have substituted humanism and ecumenical teaching for the Gospel of Christ and reject the gracious gift of God secured by the death of our Savior Jesus Christ.  Again, Peter speaks of those who “have gone in the way of Cain”, for because of them “the way of truth shall be evil spoken of.”  Today, a homosexual can claim that God does not condemn his lifestyle. He proclaims this because many pastors today have gone the way of Cain. They have destroyed the preaching of a Gospel that condemns sin even as it proclaims freedom from the penalty of sin through Jesus Christ our Lord.  As grave as this is, the next type of pastor is worse.  Some Bible teachers believe that Jude introduces his false teachers from worst to least, but actually, Jude introduces the evil of false pastors from the most obvious to the least obvious; from the easiest to understand to the hardest to understand; from the least evil to the most diabolical and insidious evil.  So, from the obvious “way of Cain,” we next consider the more diabolical “error of Balaam for reward.” 
The Error of Balaam

Balaam was a prophet of God deceived by his own greed.  Three times he is mentioned in the New Testament in the verses below.  From these verses, we find that the doctrine of Balaam, the error of Balaam and the way of Balaam are all excellent descriptions of a Prophet of God gone astray.  
Revelation 2:14 But I have a few things against thee, because thou hast there them that hold the doctrine of Balaam, who taught Balak to cast a stumbling block before the children of Israel, to eat things sacrificed unto idols, and to commit fornication. 

2 Peter 2:15 Which have forsaken the right way, and are gone astray, following the way of Balaam the son of Beor, who loved the wages of unrighteousness. 

Jude 11 Woe unto them!  For they have gone in the way of Cain, and ran greedily after the error of Balaam for reward, and perished in the gainsaying of Core.
However, of the three times Balaam is mentioned in the New Testament, it is only “the error of Balaam,” that deals with the problem of the love of money, or covetousness which Paul defines as “idolatry” in Colossians 3: 5: “Mortify therefore your members which are upon the earth; fornication, uncleanness, inordinate affection, evil concupiscence, and covetousness, which is idolatry:”.  Paul also warns us in 1Timothy. 6:10 that “… the love of money is the root of all evil: which while some coveted after, they have erred from the faith, and pierced themselves through with many sorrows.”   Dr. Glenn Carnagey in writing about the error of Balaam wrote:
Greed first appears in the willingness of Balaam to see if God had “changed his mind” about going with the emissaries of Balak to Moab.  Balaam knew perfectly well that God, as Moses put it, was not a man that He should change His mind (Numbers 23:19).  Balaam’s greed continues to build as he acquiesces to the repeated attempts by Balak to have him curse Israel from differing geographical positions.  Each time Balaam gives the genuine message from the Lord to the Moabite king, but the fact that he is willing to try again suggests a certain willingness to accept the favors of Balak.  

Chafer Theological Seminary: Chafer Theological Seminary Journal Volume 4. Chafer Theological Seminary, 1998; 2002, S. 4:23

Herein lays the deceit of the second false teacher of Jude.  First, even after knowing what God’s Word demands him to do, he deceives himself and finds a way to justify the lust for money as acceptable to God.  Today, we call these ministers and those who follow their teachings the “Name it and Claim it” crowd.  Peter speaks of them in 2 Peter 2:3 as those who buy and sell members as merchandise, “And through covetousness shall they with feigned words make merchandise of you: whose judgment now of a long time lingereth not, and their damnation slumbereth not”.  However, the saddest commentary of all about the deceitfulness of these false pastors/teachers in the church is from the words of our Lord in Revelation 3:14-22.  According to the following verses, the Laodiceans were the only church of whom Christ could find nothing good to commend them for.  

14 And unto the angel of the church of the Laodiceans write; These things saith the Amen, the faithful and true witness, the beginning of the creation of God;

 15 I know thy works, that thou art neither cold nor hot: I would thou wert cold or hot.

 16 So then because thou art lukewarm, and neither cold nor hot, I will spew thee out of my mouth.

 17 Because thou sayest, I am rich, and increased with goods, and have need of nothing; and knowest not that thou art wretched, and miserable, and poor, and blind, and naked:

 18 I counsel thee to buy of me gold tried in the fire, that thou mayest be rich; and white raiment, that thou mayest be clothed, and that the shame of thy nakedness do not appear; and anoint thine eyes with eyesalve, that thou mayest see.

So completely does the lust for money deceive the believers that they brag about it as though it is something they are receiving from God.  Yet Christ advises them to buy (lust) for gold (money) from heaven already tried in the fire.  Thus, this is the “error of Balaam” and he would hold up his ill gotten financial gain and material accumulations as proof that he is blessed by God.  ‘Look at what God has given me’ echoes throughout Christianity today as some hymnal of praise acceptable to God and ‘God bless me with __________’ is the main prayer on the lips of all those who follow the “error of Balaam.”  

Finally, we come to the most insidious false teaching of the latter days.  It is the only one where Jude states that its followers “perished.”  We now look at the second part of the prophetical teaching about “Women Pastors,” for they have mistakenly followed “the gainsaying of Core.”

The gainsaying of Core

Jude 11 Woe unto them! for they have gone in the way of Cain, and ran greedily after the error of Balaam for reward, and perished in the gainsaying of Core
Both Cain and Balaam present us with Old Testament characters that the Spirit used to prophesy of two types of false teachers that would exist at the end of the church age.  We now come to the final character, the third false teacher, whose type is found in Core or Korah.  Korah is the ancestor of the Kohathite Izhar, who was a brother of Amram, an ancestor (not the father) of Aaron and Moses (see at Ex. 6:18).  He was a man of influence and power who rallied to himself no less than two hundred and fifty princes of the congregation, men of renown, in order to oppose and defy the God-given authority of Moses and Aaron.  His complete story is found in Numbers 16:1 – 17:13.  However, the key scriptures to his “gain saying” and the results thereof are Numbers 16:1-11 and 16-36.
Numbers 16:1 Now Korah, the son of Izhar, the son of Kohath, the son of Levi, and Dathan and Abiram, the sons of Eliab, and On, the son of Peleth, sons of Reuben, took men:

 2 And they rose up before Moses, with certain of the children of Israel, two hundred and fifty princes of the assembly, famous in the congregation, men of renown:

 3 And they gathered themselves together against Moses and against Aaron, and said unto them, Ye take too much upon you, seeing all the congregation are holy, every one of them, and the LORD is among them: wherefore then lift ye up yourselves above the congregation of the LORD?

 4 And when Moses heard it, he fell upon his face:

 5 And he spake unto Korah and unto all his company, saying, Even to morrow the LORD will shew who are his, and who is holy; and will cause him to come near unto him: even him whom he hath chosen will he cause to come near unto him.

 6 This do; Take you censers, Korah, and all his company;

 7 And put fire therein, and put incense in them before the LORD to morrow: and it shall be that the man whom the LORD doth choose, he shall be holy: ye take too much upon you, ye sons of Levi.

 8 And Moses said unto Korah, Hear, I pray you, ye sons of Levi:

 9 Seemeth it but a small thing unto you, that the God of Israel hath  separated you from the congregation of Israel, to bring you near to himself to do the service of the tabernacle of the LORD, and to stand before the congregation to minister unto them?

 10 And he hath brought thee near to him, and all thy brethren the sons of Levi with thee: and seek ye the priesthood also?

 11 For which cause both thou and all thy company are gathered together against the LORD: and what is Aaron, that ye murmur against him?

The “gainsaying” itself is found in verse 3, and Moses immediately exposes the “gainsaying” for what it is attempting to do in verses 9 & 10.  Based on these scriptures it’s easy to see what the rebellion was attempting to do.  Korah, utilizing Ex.19:6a “And ye shall be unto me a kingdom of priests, and an holy nation,” reasoned that layman and Levite alike were holy, that all the congregation of Israel was sanctified, set apart by Yahweh for service. Therefore, Moses and Aaron should not hold positions of leadership from which others were excluded without good reason.  This argument is in-line with what is being used by feminists, when they claim that according to Galatians 3:28, there is no difference between men and women, between male and female, because both are holy and set apart in the Lord.   

In contrast to Korah, Moses and Aaron began from another starting point.  First, in verse 9, Moses states what the rebels were not acknowledging:  God had set them apart from the rest of Israel and had brought them “near unto Him” in order that they might serve before the Lord and minister unto the people. Today, the majorities of Christian women do not, or cannot appreciate the change that occurred in the New Testament, as it concerns their relationship to men. In the Old Testament, a man could have more than one wife, and could replace any wife with a letter of divorcement.  Not so in the Church.  Today, a man is commanded to have one wife, to see her as his own body, and be willing to give all he has for her, even as Christ gave His life for the Church, and finally, to give honor to her as the “weaker” vessel.  

It is interesting to note that the word for “giving” honor, avpone, mw (aponemo), instructs the man to study his wife all the days of his life in order to know what she needs emotionally so that she will desire to give him all that he needs from her. This was unheard of in the times of Christ, that a man was commanded by God to study ONE woman and to live with only her all his days.

Second, in verse 10, Moses concludes with the words “and seek ye the priesthood also”?  This phrase is the predicate of Exodus 28—29 and Lev 21:16-24, in which Jehovah had limited the “senior clergy” (“priesthood”) with a threefold restriction. It was to be comprised of (1) men (2) from Aaron’s family (3) without physical defect. Thus, by virtue of gender/family/physical wholeness, and being completely unrelated to their ability to perform the service of the tabernacle, all others within God’s people were excluded.  These words seem to be contradictory to the inclusive statement that “all Israel was to be a kingdom of priests,” just as the words of I Tim 2:11-15, seem to fly in the face of the inclusive statement that “there is neither male nor female” in Christ Jesus, from Galatians 3:28.  In the case of Korah, God decided who was right and who was wrong.  Korah and all his family were swallowed up in the earth, and the 250 princes were burnt to ashes by fire that came out from the Most Holy place where the rebels sought to serve.  Seeing that Jude is also prophesying, his words also become a judgment from God against those, who in latter days would attempt to do what Korah did.

Although down through the centuries this prophecy about Korah has been applied to anyone who was rebellious against the truth of God, today, only one group of people qualifies without debate to “perish in the gainsaying of Core (Korah),” the women of the church.  As was Korah, all members of the body of Christ are priests.  But as with Korah, not all members can be a pastor before the Lord.  There were qualifications given to Moses as to who could serve in the temple as a direct representative between God and man.  Korah ignored what God had said, for he lusted for the attention of the position.  
So it is today, ignoring the biblical qualifications, women have lusted for the same thing as Korah did, and have used the exact same reasoning as he did (Galatians 3:28).  Needless to say, just as with Korah, who had the support of the people, even after God judged and punished him, women today have been carefully guided by their “storked” winged protectors and are receiving greater and greater support for their drive to become pastors of the Body of Christ.   And, just as the people rejected God’s judgment and were ready to stone Moses in protest, Jude says that when Christ returns he will have “to convince (with vigor and thoroughness) all that are ungodly among them of all their ungodly deeds which they have ungodly committed, and of all their hard speeches which ungodly sinners have spoken against him” (Jude 15).  It seems unbelievable that after the tribulation, Christ will have to convince those of the false Church that all they had done was evil. Christ spoke of having to do this form of convincing when He spoke of His return in the Gospel of Matthew:

Mathew 7:22 Many will say to me in that day, Lord, Lord, have we not prophesied in thy name? and in thy name have cast out devils? and in thy name done many wonderful works?

 23 And then will I profess unto them, I never knew you: depart from me, ye that work iniquity.

Again, no offense is intended by these words, just the stating of Biblical truth. Still, it must be considered a true blessing to humanity that God did not allow the “wickedness” of the freewill of women to be released in any other land or at any other time than the “latter days” in the “land of Shinar”.

We concluded Part One of our study by stating that God has established an order between the relationship of men and women.  Biblically, this order placed man as the head of woman and gave man the positions as well as the responsibility of leadership.  The leadership responsibility was not just a familial one, but extended to the responsibility of leadership in the Church.  The Egalitarian or feminist movement has challenged this order on every level of our society.  But, when that challenge was directed at the Biblical hierarchy that God established within His Church, it was initially believed that 2000 years of Church history, as well as biblical interpretation, would prevent the challenge from becoming successful.  However, the challenge was successful in narrowing the focus of the attack.  Two seemingly contradictory passages in the New Testament, Galatians 3:28 and I Timothy 2:11-15, became the focal point of the feminist movement’s challenge against the Biblical leadership of the Church. 

Now, Part Two of our study has shown that Jude prophesied of how this argument would be used in the latter days, by those (Women) who lust as Korah lusted for the position of leadership denied them by God.

Part Three of our study will address this challenge without violating the Biblical hermeneutics that have been trodden underfoot, by male and female supporters of the egalitarian/feminist challenge/attack against the Word of Truth.

The Prophetic Significance of Women Pastors Part 3

  

Galatians 3:28 versus 1Timothy 2:11-15 Is the Spirit Coherent? 

  

2Peter 3:15 And account that the longsuffering of our Lord is salvation; even as our beloved brother Paul also according to the wisdom given unto him hath written unto you;

 16 As also in all his epistles, speaking in them of these things; in which are some things hard to be understood, which they that are unlearned and unstable wrest, as they do also the other scriptures, unto their own destruction. 

Most of the theological debate concerning Galatians 3:28 and 1Timothy 2:11-15 centers around statements attributing the words of these verses to Paul; however, we shall do no such thing.  This brief article is by no means to be considered a definitive work on the subject; it will however acknowledge two things as absolutes: 

1. As 2Peter3:16 states, “they that are unlearned and unstable wrest, as they do also the other scriptures, unto their own destruction.”
2. Galatians and 1Timothy are written by Inspiration of the Spirit and are not to be considered as personal bias of the Apostle Paul. 

That being said, if you are one of those that believe the writers of the Bible interjected their cultural beliefs into what God was saying then you need not read further. The author believes that according to 2Timothy 3: 16 All scripture is given by inspiration of God, and is profitable for doctrine, for reproof, for correction, for instruction in righteousness and is, therefore, not to be interpreted by conveniently removing what someone believes is bias to their beliefs, based on some outdated cultural teaching. 

Although we could approach these portions of scripture exegetically, utilizing the hermeneutics of exegetical interpretation, such an article would not be written for the lay reader but the theologian.   However, the Spirit has placed such a volume of information about this topic in the scriptures as to make it understandable to all who hold to the Scriptures as being the entire “Word of God” once delivered unto man.  Therefore, firstly, a topical presentation will be used, which when taken as a whole, is in actuality more “authoritative” and informative than any comparative exegetical study would be.  After which, we shall look more specifically at Galatians and 2 Timothy. 

We shall approach this study by following the below topics: 

1. Weight of the Spirit’s teaching in the Old Testament
2. Weight of the Spirit’s teaching in the New Testament
3. Galatians versus IITimothy
4. Conclusion 

Weight of the Spirit’s teaching in the Old Testament 

The Old Testament is ripe with the teaching of how God sees men and women.  These are not cultural but divine teachings that will ultimately help us understand the ways of God in creation past and eternity to come.  God does not arbitrarily establish an order just for the sake of doing it.  Everything He does has meaning and can only be understood through much study and prayer.  He says in Isaiah 28:13 “But the word of the LORD was unto them precept upon precept, precept upon precept; line upon line, line upon line; here a little, and there a little; that they might go, and fall backward, and be broken, and snared, and taken.”  So it is in these last days, perverse people have so deceived themselves and others that whole denominations today seek to sanctify the union of “same sex marriages” all in the name of Jesus.  
But, in the light of the “weight” of scripture on any topic, these immoral teachers run for the cover of cultural interpretation, making the true author of the Bible (God the Holy Spirit) non-omniscient and bigoted.  Of course, no one would do this ….. or would they?  On June 19,2006, USA Today, reporting from Birmingham Ala, reported that:  “The divine Trinity — "Father, Son and Holy Spirit" — could also be known as "Mother, Child and Womb" or "Rock, Redeemer, Friend" at some Presbyterian Church (U.S.A.) services under an action Monday by the church's national assembly.”   In light of that statement, nothing is sacred, not even the teaching that is the foundation of the Christian faith.  So what does the weight of the Old Testament teach us?  The following order is taken from a sermon preached by John MacArthur. 
God sees woman rule as a curse: 

Isaiah 3:12:
"As for my people, children are their oppressors, and women rule over them. O my people, they which lead thee cause thee to err, and destroy the way of thy paths." 

Only Males Received The Sign And Seal Of The Covenant: 

Genesis 17:10
"This is my covenant, which ye shall keep, between me and you and thy seed after thee; Every man child among you shall be circumcised." 
Abram Is Called; Not Sarai: 

Genesis 12:1
"Now the LORD had said unto Abram, Get thee out of thy country, and from thy kindred, and from thy father's house, unto a land that I will shew thee." 
God Appointed Only Men To The Priesthood: 

Exodus 28:1
"And take thou unto thee Aaron thy brother, and his sons with him, from among the children of Israel, that he may minister unto me in the priest's office, even Aaron, Nadab and Abihu, Eleazar and Ithamar, Aaron's sons." 
Numbers 3:9-10
"And thou shalt give the Levites unto Aaron and to his sons: they are wholly given unto him out of the children of Israel.  And thou shalt appoint Aaron and his sons, and they shall wait on their priest's office: and the stranger that cometh nigh shall be put to death."  
Elders Were To Be Men: 

Exodus 18:21, 25

"Moreover thou shalt provide out of all the people able men, such as fear God, men of truth, hating covetousness; and place such over them, to be rulers of thousands, and rulers of hundreds, rulers of fifties, and rulers of tens...And Moses chose able men out of all Israel, and made them heads over the people, rulers of thousands, rulers of hundreds, rulers of fifties, and rulers of tens." 

Only The Males Were Commanded To Appear Before The Lord: 

Exodus 23:17
"Three times in the year all thy males shall appear before the LORD God." 

Deuteronomy16:16-18
"Three times in a year shall all thy males appear before the LORD thy God in the place which he shall choose; in the feast of unleavened bread, and in the feast of weeks, and in the feast of tabernacles: and they shall not appear before the LORD empty: Every man shall give as he is able, according to the blessing of the LORD thy God which he hath given thee.  Judges and officers shalt thou make thee in all thy gates, which the LORD thy God giveth thee, throughout thy tribes: and they shall judge the people with just judgment." 
Nehemiah 10:36

Also the firstborn of our sons, and of our cattle, as it is written in the law, and the firstlings of our herds and of our flocks, to bring to the house of our God, unto the priests that minister in the house of our God." 
The Firstborn Males Were Sanctified To The LORD: 

Exodus 13:1-2, 12, 14

"And the LORD spake unto Moses, saying, Sanctify unto me all the firstborn, whatsoever openeth the womb among the children of Israel, both of man and of beast: IT IS MINE...That thou shalt set apart unto the LORD all that openeth the matrix, and every firstling that cometh of a beast which thou hast; the males shall be the LORD'S...And it shall be when thy son asketh thee in time to come, saying, What is this?  That thou shalt say unto him, By strength of hand the LORD brought us out from Egypt, from the house of bondage." 
Exodus 22:29
"Thou shalt not delay to offer the first of thy ripe fruits, and of thy liquors: the firstborn of thy sons shalt thou give unto me." 
Exodus 34:20
"But the firstling of an ass thou shalt redeem with a lamb: and if thou redeem him not, then shalt thou break his neck.  All the firstborn of thy sons thou shalt redeem.  And none shall appear before me empty." 
The Firstborn Son Got The Inheritance: 

Deuteronomy 21:16-17
"Then it shall be, when he maketh his sons to inherit that which he hath, that he may not make the son of the beloved firstborn before the son of the hated, which is indeed the firstborn: But he shall acknowledge the son of the hated for the firstborn, by giving him a double portion of all that he hath: for he is the beginning of his strength; the right of the firstborn is his." 
2 Chronicles 21:3
"And their father gave them great gifts of silver, and of gold, and of precious things, with fenced cities in Judah: but the kingdom gave he to Jehoram; because he was the firstborn." 
The Firstborn Male Had The Birthright: 

Genesis 25:31-33

"And Jacob said, Sell me this day thy birthright.  And Esau said, Behold, I am at the point to die: and what profit shall this birthright do to me?  And Jacob said, Swear to me this day; and he swear unto him: and he sold his birthright unto Jacob." 
Hebrews 12:16-17

"Lest there be any fornicator, or profane person, as Esau, who for one morsel of meat sold his birthright.  For ye know how that afterward, when he would have inherited the blessing, he was rejected: for he found no place of repentance, though he sought it carefully with tears." 
Genesis 43:33
"And they sat before him, the firstborn according to his birthright, and the youngest according to his youth: and the men marvelled one at another." 
1Chronicles 5:1
"Now the sons of Reuben the firstborn of Israel, (for he was the firstborn; but forasmuch as he defiled his father's bed, his birthright was given unto the sons of Joseph the son of Israel: and the genealogy is not to be reckoned after the birthright." 
Men Were To Rule The Children Of Israel: 

Deuteronomy 1:13-15
"Take you wise men, and understanding, and known among your tribes, and I will make them rulers over you.  And ye answered me, and said, The thing which thou hast spoken is good for us to do.  So I took the chief of your tribes, wise men, and known, and made them heads over you, captains over thousands, and captains over hundreds, and captains over fifties, and captains over tens, and officers among your tribes."
God Commanded Men To Represent Israel And Carry The Twelve Stones In The Jordan River: 

Joshua 4:1-3

"And it came to pass, when all the people were clean passed over Jordan, that the LORD spake unto Joshua, saying, Take you twelve men out of the people, out of every tribe a man, And command ye them, saying, Take you hence out of the midst of Jordan, out of the place where the priests' feet stood firm, twelve stones, and ye shall carry them over with you, and leave them in the lodging place, where ye shall lodge this night." 
What are we to conclude from such a sexually oriented presentation of scripture?  

God did not allow, except in a few instances which we shall later explore, women to rule his people Israel or to act as priest before Him or the people.  The covenants of God in the Old Testament are evidenced in the circumcision of men.  The argument by the Spirit in the book of Romans, utilizes the act of circumcision as that which acknowledged that Abraham had faith not as evidence of faith. 

Romans 4: 9 Cometh this blessedness then upon the circumcision only, or upon the uncircumcision also? for we say that faith was reckoned to Abraham for righteousness.

 10 How was it then reckoned? when he was in circumcision, or in uncircumcision? Not in circumcision, but in uncircumcision.
 11 And he received the sign of circumcision, a seal of the righteousness of the faith which he had yet being uncircumcised: that he might be the father of all them that believe, though they be not circumcised; that righteousness might be imputed unto them also 

No such evidence of the covenants was given unto women.  God included all in salvation, but only in the Jewish male was evidence of the covenant required by ‘Divine Law.”  Yet, Moses came close to death for not circumcising his son on account of the objections of his wife.  Also, please take note of the anger of Zipporah at having to save Moses’ life by circumcising her son. 

Exodus 4:24 And it came to pass by the way in the inn, that the LORD met him, and sought to kill him.
25 Then Zipporah took a sharp stone, and cut off the foreskin of her son, and cast it at his feet, and said, Surely a bloody husband art thou to me.
26 So he let him go: then she said, A bloody husband thou art, because of the circumcision. 

Zipporah did not relate to God but Moses did. She did not want her son’s foreskin cut off and Moses had abided by her wishes.  Now however, he was being called as the messenger of God, and the first requirement is that the messenger himself demonstrates obedience.  This same mentality was demonstrated by Job’s wife, who in spite of all that God had given her before Job was tested, grieved so much at the loss of her children and possessions that she was willing to curse God. 

Job 2: 9 Then said his wife unto him, Dost thou still retain thine integrity? curse God, and die.
Yet we find Job rebuking his wife for her words, even as he was in the midst of his suffering. 
10 But he said unto her, Thou speakest as one of the foolish women speaketh. What? shall we receive good at the hand of God, and shall we not receive evil? In all this did not Job sin with his lips. 

Both Job and Moses’ wife found their relationship with their husbands more important than their relationship with God.  Again, the Spirit also testifies to the fact that the woman’s attachment to her husband is before her relationship to the members of the Trinity when He states: 

1 Corinthians 7:34 There is difference also between a wife and a virgin. The unmarried woman careth for the things of the Lord, that she may be holy both in body and in spirit: but she that is married careth for the things of the world, how she may please her husband. 

Weight of the Spirit’s teaching in the New Testament 

As was mentioned in the previous passages, the New Testament completely broke with many of the things that related to women.  However, some things did not change.  The relationship that man has with God and with woman did not change for the most part except that in the New Testament a man was only allowed “one” wife.  However, this is not really a change; it is just a restoration of what God had originally set up in the garden, for He only created one woman for Adam.  A special point of interest here is the fact that Adam named Eve, this was a sign of authority in the Old Testament (Genesis 2:23 23 “And Adam said, This is now bone of my bones, and flesh of my flesh: she shall be called Woman, because she was taken out of Man” 

Woman was created for the man and FROM the man

1 Corinthians 11:8-9
8 For the man is not of the woman; but the woman of the man.
9 Neither was the man created for the woman; but the woman for the man. 

This verse establishes the foundation for one of the most beautiful analogies in scripture, for when Adam said that woman was “now bone of my bones, and flesh of my flesh,” he was also teaching a much deeper truth of the relationship that is now understood as man continued to unlock the mysteries of God’s work.  
In my two-semester course on relationship, I teach the relationship of “bone of my bone” in the first semester.  The teaching comes from Proverbs 10:4 “A virtuous woman is a crown to her husband: but she that maketh ashamed is as rottenness in his bones.”  Without taking the time to fully justify this conclusion here, this verse teaches that the woman is the marrow of the bone and the “spirit” of the relationship.  The bone is one unit with two functions.  As cartilage, all the joints, ligaments and muscles come together to give the body motion. 

Man is the cartilage of the relationship: it is he who decides which way to go and is responsible to insure that he is able to carry the weight of the body to that destination.  But without the “marrow,” man could not take one step. For the marrow makes the blood of the body and gives the body the ability to utilize the oxygen needed by the muscles to move.  
The cartilage can’t be the marrow, and the marrow can’t be the cartilage, but together they make it possible for the body to live and grow.  If the cartilage is weak, the bones break with the slightest bit of pressure (so does the relationship) and if the body is anemic from low blood production in the marrow, the body dies, (and so does the relationship).  It is only when both are healthy and function in the order given by the designer that the body functions properly, (AND SO DOES THE RELATIONSHIP)!! 
Women were to permitted to speak in the Church
1 Corinthians 14:34  Let your women keep silence in the churches: for it is not permitted unto them to speak; but they are commanded to be under obedience, as also saith the law.
So much has been written about 1 Corinthians 14:34, that I do not believe any extended new presentation is warranted.  The following is a short excerpt from:  Dallas Theological Seminary: Bibliotheca Sacra Volume 124. Dallas Theological Seminary, 1967; 2002, S. 124:252-253

A practical fact concerning many of the contemporary cults is that they have been founded by women or have women prominently connected with their leadership. Examples are Mary Baker Eddy of Christian Science, Ellen G. White of Seventh-Day Adventism, the Fox sisters of Spiritualism, Helena P. Blavatsky and Annie Besant of Theosophy, the Brooks sisters of Divine Science, and Mrs. Charles Ferguson of the School of Practical Christianity. This prominence of women in the cults is understandable in the light of the Scriptural exhortation to “let your women keep silence in the churches” (1 Cor 14:34) and the example of Paul that “I suffer not a woman to teach, nor to usurp authority over the man, but to be in silence” (1 Tim 2:12).
Many persons are misled by the sincerity, enthusiasm, and missionary zeal of some adherents to the cults, concluding from these external things that the system must be true. Such dedication by exponents of error should be a rebuke to complacent Christians. May God use it to goad us into consistent personal witnessing. But these traits are not essential ingredients of truth. The crew of the airship Enola Gay flew to their deaths in the middle of the Sahara Desert far beyond their home base, sincerely but mistakenly believing that the airport still lay ahead of them. Even the cults do not match the dedication and self-sacrifice of the atheistic Communists. Truth resides in content, not in attitude. 

Many persons also are misled by the exemplary lives and good works of some adherents to the cults into concluding that the system must be true. Admirable as such things are, they are not essential ingredients of truth. The Pharisees of Jesus’ day were good people, but He likened them to “whited sepulchres” (Matt 23:27). In this connection Paul instructs us: “For such are false apostles, deceitful workers, transforming themselves into the apostles of Christ. And no marvel; for Satan himself is transformed into an angel of light.  Therefore it is no great thing if his ministers also be transformed as the ministers of righteousness” (2 Cor 11:13–15).  

Conclusion

Christians should not be dismayed by the contemporary growth and proliferation of the heretical cults. This is to be expected as the Christian church moves into the last days of its formation (cp. 1 Tim 4:1–3; 2 Tim 3:1–8; 2 Pet 2:1–3; Jude 4, 8, 10–12, 16–19). Furthermore, truth by its nature is singular and unitary, while error is multifarious and multitudinous. Finally, Christians can be prepared to withstand the onslaught of the cults by following Peter’s injunction to “sanctify the Lord God in your hearts: and be ready always to give an answer to every man that asketh you a reason of the hope that is in you with meekness and fear” (1 Pet 3:15) and John’s instructions to “believe not every spirit, but try the spirits whether they are of God” (1 John 4:1). This is the truth about error.
As noted, the above excerpt was written in 1967, when the number of women pastors was far less than they are in 2009, and was primarily limited to the cults founded by the those women mentioned in the beginning of this quote.  Today however, women pastors are in all main line denominations. It is no more just a cult activity, the attack on the pulpit is now complete, and this verse of scripture has also been carefully discredited so that some are now saying that it was inserted by a scribe.
Some of the verses in this section (vv. 34-35) were felt by some early copyists to be out of place at this point in the letter and so were transposed to the end of the chapter. A more drastic approach taken by some recent commentators is to regard these verses as spurious and unworthy of comment.  Walvoord, John F. ;  Zuck, Roy B. ;   Dallas Theological Seminary: The Bible Knowledge Commentary : An Exposition of the Scriptures. Wheaton, IL : Victor Books, 1983-c1985, S. 2:540-541 
The above quote does not reflect the belief of Dr. Walvoord or Dr. Zuck but are statements they quote as facts on how this portion of Paul’s letter to the Corinthians was now being attacked by liberal translators.  SEE APPENDIX
Adam was created first, then Eve 

1Timothy 2:11-13
11 Let the woman learn in silence with all subjection.
12 But I suffer not a woman to teach, nor to usurp authority over the man, but to be in silence.
13 For Adam was first formed, then Eve. 

Malachi 2:15 teaches us that within man was the “residue of the spirit” or the remnant or remainder of the spirit.  But it is not speaking of the Holy Spirit here: it is speaking of what God had created in Genesis chapter one.  God did not have to breathe the breath of life into the woman, for he took her life from the “residue” in Adam.  That is why he instantly knew she was bone of his bone (the spirit/soul) and flesh of his flesh (the body). This also establishes an order within the relationship between man and woman.  
Furthermore, verse 13 is the reason for the statements in verses 11 and 12.  A woman is to “learn in silence” and not “to teach, nor to usurp authority over the man”  because “Adam was first formed.”  Where is the cultural bias here?  It is God the Holy Spirit who is making the accusation against the woman, so it is also Him who says “Let the woman learn in silence with all subjection.” 

Adam was not deceived 

 1Timothy 2:14 And Adam was not deceived, but the woman being deceived was in the transgression. 
Verse 14 is the final proof text of the Spirit that Eve is not to have authority over man.  Of all the scriptures, this verse presents us with the most telling and informative look at the differences between man and woman.  
In order to fully appreciate what the Spirit wants us to understand, we must all go back in time to the garden.  There we find Adam and Eve in perfect environment and without sin, enjoying a relationship with each other as well as having daily talks with God.  Adam was the perfect husband and Eve was created by God to be the perfect ‘help mate.”  The only difference between them is that Eve has never experienced being alone as Adam had before God brought Eve to him.  (This difference was ultimately to become the down fall of both of them).  
Finally the time came for the purpose of their creation to be manifested.  Satan, the accuser of God and soon to be the accuser of man, was allowed to test (cross examine) them.  There was only one thing that they could do wrong, and that was the only thing Satan could use in his testing of them.  Could he get them to eat of the forbidden tree? 

He first considered man, and determined that as ruler of this world, to try and deceive man by means of a direct attack would prove unsuccessful.  Unlike the angles, who no longer had direct access to God and could not ask Him questions of all they had in their heart to ask, Adam walked with God daily and might go to Him with questions about Satan’s “trafficking” against God. Yet, since it is the only way to win in his continued attack against God, Satan knew he must get man to fall. 

After very careful observation, Satan noticed that the woman would occasionally leave the man and wander over to the “Tree of the knowledge of good and evil.”  He further noticed that she would stand there for sometime and he realized that this would become his means of destroying God's purpose once again.  Having heard the reason for the creation of Eve, Satan knew Adam had experienced loneliness, and that he was very attached to Eve.  He therefore surmised that if he could get Eve to eat of the forbidden tree, Adam would willingly eat of it so he would not loose Eve.  He counted on Adam’s “love” for Eve to become his undoing. 

Still, what of Eve?  Why would she choose to disobey God? What reason would become her justification for believing a lie?  The answer to that question he knew all too well.  Creatures with freewill, especially those who are not satisfied with their God ordained position, would willingly believe anything that would help them to change that position.  
He was already successful in getting 1/3 of an innumerable company of angels to become dissatisfied with their God ordained position.  His ultimate lie was: “and ye shall be as gods.”  That was enough for Eve. Her reason for eating was not for the love of man, but eating the fruit would make her the “first” to be higher than man.  
Her self justification for disobeying God would be “that the tree was: 

(1) "Good for food" 

(2) "It was pleasant to the eyes"
(3) "To be desired to make one wise”  
If you remember the second part of this article, then you remember what the Spirit said of Satan’s strategy and woman’s response: 

6 For of this sort are they which creep into houses, and lead captive silly women laden with sins, led away with divers lusts, 

In a state of perfection, Eve was deceived by her own lust in order to achieve her ultimate goal to be ruler over the man.  This is the Spirit’s real indictment against woman ruling in the Church; she will justify her lust and deceive herself when it is convenient for her to do so.  Additionally, woman became Satan’s partner, his secret weapon against man. 

John MacArthur adds another scriptural insight to this debate: 

"Our society's current thinking on the woman's role is contrary to the priorities revealed in the Bible.  Genesis 3 explains why that conflict exists. After the fall, God told the woman, "Your desire shall be for your husband, and he shall rule over you" (Genesis 3:16).  Genesis 4:7 helps us to understand what that verse means.  There God told Cain, "Sin is crouching at the door; and its desire is for you, but you must master it."  Exactly the same phrase is used in both passages.  So in the same way sin tries to dominate us all, fallen women desire to overpower their husbands, and fallen men tend to oppress them in the same way sin oppresses the sinner.  The intended balance, of course, is achieved when men and women lead and submit in a godly manner (Ephesians 5:22-33)."   

God told Eve that Adam shall rule over her and that Adam is the head.

Genesis 3:16
16 Unto the woman he said, I will greatly multiply thy sorrow and thy conception; in sorrow thou shalt bring forth children; and thy desire shall be to thy husband, and he shall rule over thee.
 
Ephesians 5:23 &24
23 For the husband is the head of the wife, even as Christ is the head of the church: and he is the saviour of the body.
24 Therefore as the church is subject unto Christ, so let the wives be to their own husbands in everything. 

1 Corinthians 11:3 
3 But I would have you know, that the head of every man is Christ; and the head of the woman is the man; and the head of Christ is God. 

I beg the feminist pastors to show me the cultural teaching of the Spirit in what He has announced as the reason a woman could not hold an office of leadership in the people of God (Jewish Believers) or the children of God (Body of Christ).  The Bible clearly forbids women to have authority over men in a church setting.  There were no women priests in the Old Testament.  Jesus chose only male apostles.  Only men were allowed to be elders in the Old Testament.  No known author of scripture is a woman.  No woman had an ongoing prophetic ministry in the Old Testament.  With the weight of evidence we have seen so far in the Old and New Testaments how is it possible for anyone to disregard all of it based on one verse of scripture? 

Women are to be in subjection to their husbands 

1 Peter 3:1 Likewise, ye wives, be in subjection to your own husbands; that, if any obey not the word, they also may without the word be won by the conversation of the wives;

Titus 2:3 The aged women likewise, that they be in behaviour as becometh holiness, not false accusers, not given to much wine, teachers of good things;
 4 That they may teach the young women to be sober, to love their husbands, to love their children,
 5 To be discreet, chaste, keepers at home, good, obedient to their own husbands, that the word of God be not blasphemed. 
Ephesians 5:22 Wives, submit yourselves unto your own husbands, as unto the Lord.
  
Feminist Christians find the above verses offensive and relegate their inclusion in the Bible to the cultural bias of Paul.  But we have already shown that it was not Paul’s cultural bias but the determined “revelation” of the Spirit of God which included them in the Bible.  If we could not find cultural bias in 1Timothy 2:14, then every New Testament verse of scripture relating to woman’s relationship to man is based on the following: 
1Timothy2:13 For Adam was first formed, then Eve.
14 And Adam was not deceived, but the woman being deceived was in the transgression. 

A Bishop had to be the husband of one wife, not the wife of one husband 

1 Timothy 3:1-2
"This is a true saying, if a man desire the office of a bishop, he desireth a good work.  A bishop then must be blameless, the husband of one wife, vigilant, sober, of good behaviour, given to hospitality, apt to teach." 
Elders were to be the husband of one wife 

Titus 1:5-6
"For this cause left I thee in Crete, that thou shouldest set in order the things that are wanting, and ordain elders in every city, as I had appointed thee: If any be blameless, the husband of one wife, having faithful children not accused of riot or unruly." 
We have seen the overwhelming weight of the New Testament.  A woman could not be in authority over a man, she is commanded to “submit yourselves unto your own husbands, as unto the Lord.”  Her submission as well as the teaching of the Spirit that she was “deceived” by Satan has removed all women from a position they lust for, rulers of man.  Also, again please note, woman was created for man not to rule or to be equal partners in their relationship but to be his helpmate, a vice president to the corporate relationship called marriage.  The words “as unto the Lord” literally mean “as though your husband was the Lord.”   A woman can’t serve the Lord if she chooses to be head of her husband. As a pastor, she would be his head and would not able to serve Christ but serves her own “desire.”    There are other scriptures in the New Testament we could use, but a semi-conclusion is now required. 
The Spirit of God is not schizophrenic: He has not said two totally different things about the same issue.  It is a gross violation of hermeneutical principles and a direct assault against God to try and force a meaning on scripture for the sake of one LUST PATTERN.  Korah tried it once, and God showed how He felt about it then. Does He really need to do that again?  If He were to open up the earth at a convention of women pastors, would the Church get the message, or would they respond as the people in Korah’s day responded?  The choice is yours. For now, we will continue our study. The Bible must fight for itself. 
Galatians versus 2 Timothy


In 1999, Richard W. Hove wrote “Equality in Christ?  Galatians 3:28 and the Gender Dispute.  Below is a book review by Dallas Theological Seminary: Bibliotheca Sacra Volume 158. Dallas Theological Seminary, 2001; 2002, S. 158:246.  I shall let this report speak for me in the first part of this section 


 In the last few decades Christians have increasingly debated what the Bible teaches about the roles of men and women. Galatians 3:28 is a critical text in this discussion, and it is the central text in this work by Hove, director of Campus Crusade for Christ at Duke University. 

In chapter 1 Hove examines the broad context of Galatians 3:28 by examining the flow of Paul’s argument in Galatians 3–4. Paul argued that with the advent of Christ (3:23, 25) and the coming of the Holy Spirit (3:14; 4:6) believing Gentiles are included as the people of God. Thus the context supports the notion in 3:28 that before God there is neither Jew nor Greek but all are one in Christ Jesus. 
Chapter 2, the longest chapter, deals with the more immediate context, namely, Galatians 3:26–29. Hove demonstrates that the structure of these verses shows that verse 28 is not an isolated verse but is an integral part of the passage that is framed by the two clauses in verses 26a and 29. He then examines each verse in this passage in more detail, investigating the contextual, lexical, and syntactical issues with a thoroughness that is often missing in commentaries. In his lexical study of the term “one” he concludes that the diverse parts share something in common, that is, “they are united in some respect, in contrast to their diversity.” Hence the expression “you are all one” denotes unity as opposed to plurality. Thus those who accept the claims of Christ, whether Jews or Gentiles, have no distinction in race, nation, class, or gender in their status with God. Notably this absence of distinction results in unity, not equality. 
Chapter 3 examines two basic interpretations of Galatians 3:28. Hove demonstrates how egalitarians emphasize the sociological implications of the verse whereby everyone who is “one in Christ” enjoys equal opportunity regardless of race, class, or gender. In contrast he observes that complementarians emphasize the theological implications of the verse, that is, the inclusion of all people, men and women alike, united in Christ. Hove next defends this latter view by showing that the expression “you are all one” implies some sense of equality, that is, oneness before God. Oneness involves a theological equality which differs from an unqualified sociological equality. Men and women while one before God; nevertheless represent differing roles in the church and in the earthly family. 
In chapter 4 the author responds to egalitarian Rebecca Groothius, who recently wrote Good News for Women: A Biblical Picture of Gender Equality (Grand Rapids: Baker, 1996). In his concluding chapter Hove states that although Galatians 3:28 portrays some sense of equality, “it does not follow that spiritual roles of men and women in the home and church are interchangeable.” The book ends with an appendix, bibliography, general index, and Scripture index. 
Anyone interested in the issue of gender within the Christian context should read this book. Hove argues his case well, but he is also fair and charitable toward those with whom he disagrees, namely, those who hold the egalitarian position. 
As Hove stated, the expression “you are all one” implies some sense of equality, that is, oneness before God. However, that oneness involves a theological equality which differs from an unqualified sociological equality. Men and women while one before God; nevertheless represent differing roles in the church and in the earthly family.  The overwhelming weight of scriptures in both the N.T. and the O.T supports Hove’s position that “theological equality” of men and women does not imply a “sociological equality” which removes the divine mandate of the order of relationship between man and woman.  Scripture teaches that all believers are “one with Christ” but Christ is still the Head of the Church.  So also is there oneness of man and woman in Christ, but man is still the “head” with all the responsibilities that term implies.  

 We therefore find 1Timothy 2:11-15 is not the paradox that the egalitarians have tried to make it.  In fact, there are a few features of 1Timothy 2:12 that are not normally addressed.   The first can be seen through the words of Kenneth S. Wuest.  On verse 12 he writes the following. 


The correct understanding of Paul’s words, “I suffer not a woman to teach,” are dependent upon the tense of the Greek infinitive and the grammatical rule pertaining to it. In the case of the infinitive, the Greek has a choice between the present and aorist tenses, and he can use either at will, since the time element in the tense of the infinitive is not considered. When the Greek desires to refer only to the fact of the action denoted by the infinitive, without referring to details, he uses the aorist. Should he use any other tense, he is going out of his way to add details, and the student must pay particular attention to his choice of the tense. 

Dana and Mantey in their Manual Grammar of the Greek New Testament (p. 199) have this to say on the subject: “The aorist infinitive denotes that which is eventual or particular, while the present infinitive indicates a condition or process. Thus pisteusai (πιστευσαι) (aorist) is to exercise faith on a given occasion, while pisteuein (πιστευειν) (present) is to be a believer; douleusai (δουλευσαι) (aorist) is to render a service, while douleuein (δουλευειν) (present) is to be a slave; hamartein (ἁμαρτειν) (aorist) is to commit a sin, while hamartanein (ἁμαρτανειν) (present) is to be a sinner.” Thus, didaxai (διδαξαι) (aorist), is to teach, while didaskein (διδασκειν) (present 2:12), is to be a teacher. Paul, therefore, says, “I do not permit a woman to be a teacher.” The context here has to do with church order, and the position of the man and woman in the church worship and work. The kind of teacher Paul has in mind is spoken of in Acts 13:1, I Corinthians 12:28, 29, and Ephesians 4:11, God-called, and God-equipped teachers, recognized by the Church as those having authority in the Church in matters of doctrine and interpretation. This prohibition of a woman to be a teacher, does not include the teaching of classes of women, girls, or children in a Sunday School, for instance, but does prohibit the woman from being a pastor, or a doctrine teacher in a school. It would not be seemly, either, for a woman to teach a mixed class of adults.   Wuest, Kenneth S.: Wuest's Word Studies from the Greek New Testament: For the English Reader. Grand Rapids : Eerdmans, 1997, c1984, S. 1 Ti 2:11 

Wuest therefore concluded that the Spirit used a grammatical structure with the word (didaskein) which specifically means a woman cannot “be a teacher” over a man.  I must apologize for the difficult reading of the above, and what is about to follow, but it is necessary for us to look at one more word in the original languages and the grammar that was used with it. The word is “usurp,” which is only used in this one place in the Bible.  When ever a word is only used once in the scripture, it is called a hapaxlegomena, which means that this is the only place in Scripture that this particular word is used.  I often find it curious when the Spirit does that, of all the common words He could have used, He uses a word that is never used anywhere else in scripture.  I always tell my students, when you come across a hapaxlegomena to slow everything down and pay special attention.  I have found no better definition of this hapaxlegomena (usurp), than that presented by Dr. George W. Knight: The Pastoral Epistles: A Commentary on the Greek Text. Grand Rapids, Mich.;  Carlisle, England : W.B. Eerdmans;  Paternoster Press, 1992, S. 141 


αὐθεντεῖν** (a biblical hapax; see Knight, “ΑΥΘΕΝΤΕΩ” and the response by Wilshire, “TLG Computer”),Contrary to the suggestion of KJV’s “to usurp authority” and BAGD’s alternative, “domineer” (so also NEB), the use of the word shows no inherent negative sense of grasping or usurping authority or of exercising it in a harsh or authoritative way, but simply means “to have or exercise authority” (BAGD; LSJM: “to have full power or authority over”; cf. Preisigke, Wörterbuch I, 235f., giving three nuances for four different papyri, all in the sphere of the above definition; cf. finally Lampe, Lexicon, whose four main meanings are in the same orbit; so NASB, RSV, TEV, NIV: “to have authority”). 

Paul refers, then, with αὐθεντεῖν to exercise of a leadership role or function in the church (the contextual setting), and thus by specific application the office of ἐπίσκοπος/πρεσβύτερος, since the names of these offices (especially ἐπίσκοπος) and the activities associated with them (cf., e.g., 3:4, 5; 5:17; Tit. 1:9ff.; Acts 20:17, 28ff.) indicate the exercise of authority. It is noteworthy, however, that Paul does not use “office” terminology here (bishop/presbyter) but functional terminology (teach/exercise authority). It is thus the activity (emphasis mine) that he prohibits, NOT JUST THE OFFICE (cf. again 1 Cor. 14:34, 35). 

The very words used by the Spirit not only prohibited a woman from any office that would have allowed them to teach men, but He also prohibited them from any activity that involved the teaching of men. 


1 Cor. 14:34-35
34 Let your women keep silence in the churches: for it is not permitted unto them to speak; but they are commanded to be under obedience, as also saith the law.
35 And if they will learn any thing, let them ask their husbands at home: for it is a shame for women to speak in the church. 

 
PLEASE, PLEASE, PLEASE, remember that these are not edicts based on some cultural teaching that is only applicable in the days of its writing.  These are commands by the Omniscience of God the Holy Spirit, who knew that the day would come when Satan would once again be successful through his first human partner (woman) in getting the Church to follow a lie.  Knowing this, He warned us to be watchful in the latter days so that we would not fall into the trap of the “gainsaying of Korah.” 
To what extent can the instructions the Spirit gave to Timothy be made normative for the conduct of Christian worship in other eras? This question, the hermeneutical one, cannot be ignored in view of the fact that every passage of Scripture is written against a particular and to some extent unique cultural and historical background.  On the other hand, however, it is not legitimate to limit the scope of 1 Tim 2:11–15 simply by mentioning cultural or historical factors which could have been operative, especially, since it has been shown that no cultural background was included in the Spirit of God's reasoning of why a woman could not “usurp authority over the man.”  
While the passage we are considering seems at first sight to surmount cultural barriers with appeals to creation and the fall, other factors which might serve to limit the scope of the Spirit’s instructions must be considered. Perhaps the most significant of such factors would be teachings in the NT that seem to contradict the evident meaning of 1 Tim 2:11–15.  Scripture must always be read in the light of Scripture, and if such contradictory evidence were to be found, we would have to question the accuracy of our exegesis or assume that the Spirit’s advice to Timothy was limited to a particular time and place.  However, the weight of scripture is always the final authority as to interpretation.  If 97% of the verses about salvation teach we are saved by grace, and one verse says “work out your own salvation with fear and trembling,” the weight of the 97% teaches us that our interpretation of the one verse is flawed and requires further prayer and study. 
There are two crucial texts that are often used in an attempt to try and discredit 1 Tim 2:11-15.  The first is found in the First Letter to the Corinthians: 11:2–16 and the second in chapter 14:33–34 of the same book. The former passage makes mention of women who “pray and prophesy” (v 5) while the latter forbids women to speak in the assembly. If 1 Cor 14:33–36 is not omitted as a later interpolation, for which there is insufficient evidence, one must seek to reconcile the prohibitions in chap. 14 with the approval in chap. 11. Indeed, it has been argued that there is no approval given to women speaking in the assembly in chap. 11, but current practices are merely cited. However, it is hard to believe that the Spirit would have given such extensive instructions for a practice He did not approve. Others suggest that chap. 11 involves a private gathering and chap. 14 a public meeting, but it is best to view the different instructions as directed to different activities. In 1 Cor 14:29–33a, worshippers are encouraged to evaluate the messages of the prophets, and in vv 33bff it is probably this questioning of the validity of the prophetic word that is forbidden women. Such an activity would, it seems, have constituted a transgression of the commandment that the woman should be submissive (v 34b-ἀλλά ὑποτασσέσθωσαν) which commandment finds support in “the law.”  While Gen 3:15 is usually thought to be the passage which is being referenced, Feuillet, noting the parallel in 1 Corinthians 11, makes a very strong case for Genesis 2.80 

It has become popular to view Gal 3:28 as an expression of the most basic and authentic Pauline attitude toward women and to interpret it as establishing an equality between man and woman that annuls any gender-based distinctions within the church. Four objections to this view may be offered. 
First, Paul in this text is making an assertion about the equality of all people before God, probably with a view to the Jewish prayer in which the man expressed his thanks to God that he had not been created a woman, a slave or a Gentile.  Although it is frequently pointed out, it must be reiterated again: equality in status before God does not require the abolition of all hierarchical relationships.  
Secondly, it is false to view Gal 3:28, therefore, as the central Pauline text on women, since that is not the basic topic.  
Thirdly, it is methodologically objectionable to exalt one text to programmatic status and dismiss or interpret in a forced manner the “weight” of all others. 
Fourthly, and by far the most important, it is the Spirit of God, not Paul who is the true author of Galatians.  Therefore, all complaints of sexism must be directed toward God. 
Although we have barely touched all that we could say on this topic, as earlier mentioned, this article is not written to be a definitive work on this highly controversial subject.  However, enough has been said to conclude this section with the following statement: 
THERE IS NO CONFLICT BETWEEN GALATIANS AND 1TIMOTHY.  

The true problem is not in the Bible, but in the heart of those women who have decided that God made a mistake when He made them as He did.  The drive by feminist Christians to re-interpret what is already known, to apply new understandings where none is needed and to seek to accuse the male writers of the God authored Bible of sexism as the reason they cannot be leaders in the Church, is the true problem. 
Conclusion 

Enough has been said to prove that there is no Pauline cultural bias in 1Timothy 2:11-15.  We have also proven that The Holy Spirit did not limit woman because of some transitory cultural prejudice that man had against woman.  Instead, two reasons are given that become the divine foundation for all that the Spirit teaches about women in the New Testament: 
 13 For Adam was first formed, then Eve.
 14 And Adam was not deceived, but the woman being deceived was in the transgression. 
For Adam was first formed, then Eve 

God created the world with a particular design and structure. He imposed a certain order and form on His creation. He created the cosmos with particular operative principles and laws, and in His wisdom and plan, the man was created first. This peculiarity of God's cosmos had significant and determinative consequences. Man, being first in the creation order of rational, earthly existence (i.e., made in the image of God), stood as the natural head. He, by virtue of the creational precedence and status, assumed a leadership role and function. The man immediately exercised this headship or rule in the naming of the other creatures. God brought to the man all His creatures "to see what he would call them, and whatever the man called a living creature, that was its name" (Gen. 2:19). The woman was created after the man to fulfill the role of "a helper suitable for him" (Gen. 2:18, 20). The woman was created under (not unequal or inferior to) the man. Priority in creation, according to the divine design, naturally entailed leadership (cf. 1 Cor. 11:3, 7ff.). The man's creation involved the endowment of leadership; the woman's creation involved the endowment of support to that leadership, though both the man and the woman, as the image-bearers of God, have "rule over the fish of the sea and over the birds of the sky and over the cattle and over all the earth, and over every creeping thing that creeps on the earth" (Gen. 1:26). Even the source of the woman's creation symbolizes this leadership-follower creational principle. Woman was created from a rib taken from man's side, which suggests a dependent relationship. 
 Consequently, the original creation, prior to the intrusion of sin, provides the cosmological basis for the regenerative creation (at least that which precedes the consummation). The laws, principles, and structures of creation, which God deemed "very good," have been neither altered nor modified. In fact, they are to be consciously reaffirmed and reinstituted by those who comprise the church of Jesus Christ. Grace permits and enables one to conform and submit to God's wise designs for His creation by beginning to reverse the effects of sin in actual experience. So, when Paul instructs Timothy on proper administration in the church, acknowledging the preeminence and the necessity of conformity to God's original design (which still bears a universal character), he reasons, "For it was Adam who was first created, and then Eve." In the church, the echoes of the original (sinless) creation must resound as the recreation is in progress, though in the consummation of all things, the original creation will be supremely surpassed. 

The woman being deceived was in the transgression. 

 The rule of the man and the submission of the woman have a juridical basis. "It was not Adam who was deceived, but the woman being quite deceived, fell into transgression." The woman listened to the serpent (i.e., the devil) and disobeyed the commandment of God to refrain from eating the fruit of the knowledge of good and evil (Gen. 2:16, 17; 3:2, 3). The whole creation, through Eve's lead, became corrupt, though the structures and inherent principles of the creation remained intact. Yet, the man, as the natural head, was held ultimately responsible. It was when he ate of the forbidden fruit that "the eyes of both of them were opened, and they knew that they were naked" (Gen. 3:7). Hence, Paul posits that "through one man sin entered into the world, and death through sin" (Rm. 5:12).  
Part of the divine pronouncement of judgment for Eve (and thus for all women) was: "Yet your desire shall be for your husband, and he shall rule over you" (Gen. 3:16). As long as the curse of sin is upon the creation, the judgment against Eve remains in force. The judgment applies to this earthly existence until the establishment of the new creation order. Even those who comprise the church of Jesus Christ remain subject to this judgment because they continue to live and function in this fallen and accursed world, and thus, remain subject to its natural laws and conditions. The Spirit's regenerative and renewing work in the believer is not perfected while he or she remains part of this fallen creation.  If the curse remains upon the earth, then the divine judgment remains in force. The curse and the judgment are self-evidently inseparable. Though, the believer has been ultimately delivered from the curse (of decay and death), he or she nevertheless remains affected by it while he or she remains in this world (in the flesh). The woman, therefore, through divine juridical pronouncement, must submit to the rule of the man and not usurp authority, particularly in the Christian home and church, where God's Word, whether pronounced at creation or on the isle of Patmos, should be willingly obeyed. The woman is not to be an elder or pastor in the church because Adam was not deceived, "but the woman being quite deceived, fell into transgression." Notwithstanding, though Christians are still affected by the curse and divine judgment while remaining in this world, God has made special provision in this period of grace for Christians in order to curtail the effects of that judgment. For instance, the divine juridical pronouncement to the woman included personal pain and suffering. God declared, "I will greatly multiply your pain in childbirth, in pain you shall bring forth children" (Gen. 3:16).  Dr. Brian Allison 

1Cor. 14:34 Let your women keep silence in the churches: for it is not permitted unto them to speak; but they are commanded to be under obedience, AS ALSO SAITH THE LAW. 
Very little is every said about 1 Cor. 14:34, but in this verse the Spirit also defeated the argument of the latter day Korahites (women pastors).  The key is found in the last statement of the verse.  The words “but they are commanded to be under obedience” are normally interpreted as the cultural norm of that day, but immediately after this statement are the words “as also saith the law.”  In this last statement the Spirit inks the basis for the prohibition to the laws given to Moses at Mt. Sinai.  Once established, acceptance of this prohibition against women is eternally tied to the divine mandate of God.  So in Timothy and here in First Corinthians the Spirit has made an edict against women in any capacity of leadership and based it on the NON-CULTURAL judicial pronouncements or edicts of God. 

Some have been offended by the words that have been said in these three articles.  The most offensive of which is the fact that I have stated the woman’s movement into the pulpit was prophesied as one of the evils of the latter day.  Yet, much of what the Spirits reveals about the Church in the latter day indicates that the church will be the progenitor of its own evil.  Indeed, it will be as Jude announced, and they “perished in the gainsaying of Core.”  Having said all that need be said, I leave you with the words of a modern day prophecy written by Robert Latham for Westminster Theological Seminary: Westminster Theological Journal Volume 52. Westminster Theological Seminary, 1990; 2002, S. 52:75-78 His warning was fulfilled 
(1) The nature of the feminist movement. Pressures from the feminist movement in and upon the church have focused on egalitarian marriage (in which the husband is not head of the wife but both are equal on all counts without exception), on the ordination of women to ruling and teaching authority in the church, on the eradication of sexist language from Bible and liturgy, and ultimately on the redefinition of God in nonsexist or even in feminine language. It is incontestable that the rise of evangelical feminism could not and would not have taken place without the impact of the wider feminist movement. This wider movement is marked by wholesale repudiation and redefinition of the historic Christian doctrines of God and man. For instance, the intent of religious feminism is to think of a female God or Goddess. Elizabeth Achtemeier has written of the fact that every feminist theology published in the United States since the sixties has called for female terms to be used for God, based on the claim that the use of masculine images has perpetuated the domination of women.  For example, Rosemary Radford Reuther, a Christian feminist, argues that the root image of the divine in human consciousness is the great Womb from which all things are generated.  She questions whether a male savior can save women and unfolds an androgynous (sexless) Christology. Christ is not necessarily male. In fact, we encounter Christ in the form of our sister.  God is She in whom we live and move and have our being.  Virginia Mollenkott writes of God as the God who has breasts, who breast feeds the universe. Elisabeth Schussler Fiorenza calls for a complete overhaul of the Bible. Feminist theology has to question whether a male Christ can be a role model for today’s woman. Only nonsexist and non andocentric traditions of the Bible can have theological authority. The alternative is that the Bible will continue to be a tool for the oppression of women.  At the cutting edge is religious feminism, and its revival of ancient goddess religion, associated with witchcraft in the writings of the self-professed witch, Starhawk, and those of Janet and Stewart Farrar. Reuther, working from a Christian perspective, suggests that this goddess movement may be the first stirrings of what may become a new stage of human religious consciousness.  Such a concern for a female God is the direct antithesis of the Christian faith, not because God is male (which he is not, since he is not a sexual being) but because the headship of the male exemplifies the authority structures God has given to man grounded on his own nature. Nothing short of the authority of God is at stake. As C. S. Lewis put it, if it is suggested that we might as well pray to “Our Mother” as to “Our Father,” that the incarnation could equally have taken a female form, then we would have embarked on a new religion quite different in character from Christianity. 

Certainly, one cannot think of any evangelical feminist who would wish to be associated with extremes such as these. One is not attempting to imply some kind of guilt by association. Yet the question should be faced as to how far the feminist doctrine of man, involving an elimination of the relation of authority in the equality of man and woman, does not entail a comparable redefinition of God. If man and woman are coequal with no functional or ontological order or headship, and both are the image of God, it seems hard to avoid the conclusion that at some stage the doctrine of God will be reshaped or, alternatively, that if not it will be despite the new view of man and not because of it. I am not disputing that the Bible, on occasions, uses feminine imagery to refer to God. Luther, in his comments on Gen 17:1, speaks of the phrase “God Almighty” as deriving from a Hebrew stem denoting a breast. He indicates that God is saying that he has breasts to support and sustain Israel and US.  However, it is one thing to say that God is like a father, a mother, or (as in Hosea) dry rot and a lion. It is quite another to say the he is dry rot. Moreover, Jesus Christ testifies that God is Father. It is not that human fatherhood is the form through which to understand the Fatherhood of God but that the Fatherhood of God is the ground for all human fatherhood.  The difference is that between an anthropomorphism set within a limited frame of reference and ontological realities verified by Christ and the apostles. 

(2) Conclusion. Let me sum up. All feminism has diverged from the historic Christian doctrine of man in its rejection of male headship and authority. As a result, its view of man has been disrupted due to a stress on the equality of man and woman without that equality finding expression in its created order. Entailed in this reshaping of the doctrine of man is a departure from the historic Christian doctrine of God. Religious feminism and Christian feminism have either taken this step or are in the process of doing so. Their egalitarian leanings inevitably impinge on God. Moreover, since both God and man are to be understood from a perspective forged from feminist concerns, the place where God and man are personally united in the incarnation of the Son will most probably be next on the agenda for change. In fact, this development has already surfaced.  This should come as no surprise. Theology is a whole. Changes in one place affect others. If the doctrine of God is not central, discrepancies are likely to emerge in a range of areas. Feminism of all shades has adopted an anthropocentric (a gynecentric) theology. Reorientation can be expected across the board. As Oddie puts it, “The incarnation of Christ and the doctrine of the Trinity; sin and the fall of man; the doctrine of grace; the very notion of revelation and the authority of the Bible as the inspired word of God: the feminist theologians…are bent on the undermining of all these great supporting arches of the Church’s tradition.” 

Can there be a danger that evangelical feminism may eventually follow such a realignment? If its evangelicalism is secure it should not do so. However, it is incontestable that the agenda has been set by the wider feminist movement, inside and outside the church. The nature of that agenda is increasingly plain. The direction of that wider movement, its own internal logic, is taking it away from any semblance of biblical Christianity. Moreover, let us see what doctrine of God is likely to emerge as evangelical feminism develops its themes. This is the problem it must face. First of all, it could deny that man is a created finite analogue of God, the self-existent creator. In doing so, it would jeopardize the doctrine of the incarnation, which asserts precisely that, with the divine Logos personalizing the assumed human nature. Second, if it accepts this as so, it could proceed to deny that the relation of authority in the Trinity finds a created counterpart in man, the headship of the man being seen instead as culturally qualified and time-conditioned. There are several difficulties that arise from such a position. If man is truly the image of God yet at precisely those points where the focus of the image becomes specific in terms of relation he is not held to mirror or to represent God, we may be justified in asking exactly what positive value such a concession may have. Moreover, if authority structures in man are held to be relative to culture and the headship of the man is consequently regarded as purely ephemeral, then such structures do not reflect the character of God and are then seen as projections by male theologians limited and colored by their own societal conditioning or personal prejudice. However, if we wish to preserve the eternal coequality of Father, Son, and Holy Spirit without such internal relations, then (a) God’s self-revelation in the economy of revelation and redemption is not a true self-revelation and we are back to modalism, or (b) we are driven toward ditheism, with three coequal but subsistentially undifferentiated personae. That a connection exists between a revised doctrine of man and a correspondingly revised doctrine of God is evident not only from what is happening in practice but from the internal logic of theology itself. 

Evangelical feminism, as we have defined it, is on a dangerous path. One is not suggesting that individual conservative theologians who embrace feminist concerns are themselves about to abandon an orthodox view of God. However, one fails to see how evangelical feminism as such can consistently or for long preserve the historic Christian doctrine of the Trinity. 

The above words were written in 1990, and on June 19, 2006, USA Today posted the following headlines with the following story 


Presbyterians allow experimenting with alternatives to  'Father, Son and Holy Spirit' 

BIRMINGHAM, Ala. (AP) — The divine Trinity — "Father, Son and Holy Spirit" — could also be known as "Mother, Child and Womb" or "Rock, Redeemer, Friend" at some Presbyterian Church (U.S.A.) services under an action Monday by the church's national assembly. 
Delegates to the meeting voted to "receive" a policy paper on gender-inclusive language for the Trinity, a step short of approving it. That means church officials can propose experimental liturgies with alternative phrasings for the Trinity, but congregations won't be required to use them. 
"This does not alter the church's theological position, but provides an educational resource to enhance the spiritual life of our membership," legislative committee chair Nancy Olthoff, an Iowa laywoman, said during Monday's debate on the Trinity. 

THESE ARE THE LAST DAYS, the days of THE GREAT FALLING AWAY; THE DAYS WHEN THE CHURCH NO LONGER HAS A “LOVE FOR THE TRUTH”.
Appendix

The Textual Problem 
of 1 Corinthians 14:34-35

by 
Daniel B. Wallace, Ph.D. 
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Dallas Theological Seminary 
wallace@bible.org 
As in all the churches of the saints, 14:34 the women should be silent in the churches, for they are not permitted to speak. Rather, let them be in submission, as in fact the law says. 14:35 If they want to find out about something, they should ask their husbands at home. —NET Bible

In discussions taking place over the role of women in the church, most tension points focus on syntactical, contextual, and historical reconstructions. In recent years, however, the wording of the text has come into question in one of the major ‘gynecological’ passages. First Corinthians 14:34-35 should be excised from the text, according to various scholars (principally Straatman, Fitzer, Barrett, Ruef, Fee, and Payne). This is because many of the Western witnesses have these verses after v. 40, while the rest of the tradition retains them here.
 There are no manuscripts that omit the verses. 

Why, then, would some scholars wish to excise the verses? Because they believe that this best explains how they could end up in two different locations, that is to say, that the verses got into the text by way of a very early gloss added in the margin. Most scribes put the gloss after v. 33; others, not knowing where they should go, put them at the end of the chapter. Fee points out that “Those who wish to maintain the authenticity of these verses must at least offer an adequate answer as to how this arrangement came into existence if Paul wrote them originally as our vv. 34-35” (First Corinthians [NICNT] 700). In a footnote he adds, “The point is that if it were already in the text after v. 33, there is no reason for a copyist to make such a radical transposition.”  This is an excellent question, though the flip-side is also one that deserves pondering: an adequate answer needs to be given as to how this reading could show up in all the witnesses if it were not original.

Although it is not our intention to interact with proponents of the shorter text in any detail here, a couple of points ought to be made. (1) Since these verses occur in all witnesses to 1 Corinthians, to argue that they are not original means that they must have crept into the text at the earliest stage of transmission. How early? Earlier than when the pericope adulterae (John 7:53-8:11) made its way into the text (late second, early third century?), earlier than the longer ending of Mark (16:9-20) was produced (early second century?), and earlier than even “in Ephesus” was added to Eph 1:1 (upon reception of the letter by the first church to which it came, the church at Ephesus [c. AD 60])—because in these other, similar places, the earliest witnesses do not add the words. This text thus stands as remarkable, unique—simply because all the witnesses add these words. Indeed, since this is so, the evidence points to them as having been inserted into the original document. Who would have done such a thing? And, further, why would scribes have regarded it as original since it was obviously added in the margin? This leads to our second point. 

 (2) Following a suggestion made by E. Earle Ellis (“The Silenced Wives of Corinth (I Cor. 14:34-5), in New Testament Textual Criticism: Its Significance for Exegesis [ed. E. J. Epp and G. D. Fee; Oxford, 1981] 213-20 [the suggestion comes at the end of the article, almost as an afterthought]), it is likely that Paul himself added the words in the margin. Since it was so much material to add, Paul could have squelched any suspicions by indicating that the words were his (e.g., by adding his name or some other means [cf. 2 Thess 3:17]). This way no scribe would think that the material was inauthentic. (Incidentally, this is unlike the textual problem at Rom 5:1, for there only one letter was at stake; hence, scribes would easily have thought that the “text” reading was original. And Paul would hardly be expected to add his signature for one letter!) (3) What then is to account for the uniform Western tradition of having the verses at the end of the chapter? Our conjecture (and that is all it is) is that the scribe of the Western Vorlage (or one of its ancestors) could no longer read where the verses were to be added (any marginal arrows or other directional device could have been smudged), but, recognizing that this was part of the original text, felt compelled to put it somewhere. The least offensive place would have been at the end of the material on church conduct (end of chapter 14), before the instructions about the resurrection began. Although there were no chapter divisions in the earliest period of copying, scribes could still detect thought breaks (note the usage in the earliest papyri). (4) The very location of the verses in the Western tradition argues strongly that Paul both authored vv. 34-35 and that they were originally part of the margin of the text.
 Otherwise, we have a difficulty explaining why no scribe seemed to have hinted that these verses might be inauthentic (the scribal sigla of codex B, as noticed by Payne, can be interpreted otherwise than as an indication of inauthenticity). There are apparently no manuscripts that have an asterisk or obelisk in the margin. Yet in other places in the NT where scribes doubted the authenticity of the clauses before them, they often noted their protest with an asterisk or obelisk. We are thus compelled to regard the words as original, and as belonging where they are in the text above. 
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 THE GIFT OF ETERNAL LIFE

This prayer is dedicated to anyone without Christ, without hope, without eternal life.  Jesus Christ had you personally in mind when He went to the cross.  Every sin that you have ever committed—past, present, or future—was imputed to Him and judged so that at this moment you can have eternal life.

Eternal life is as close to you as your own soul.  In your soul you have volition.  The nonmeritorious expression of volition is called faith.  The object of faith always has the merit.  In eternal salvation, the object of faith is our Lord Jesus Christ, who carried our sins in His own body on the cross.

2Cor. 5:21, “For He [God] hath made Him [Christ] to be sin for us [as a Substitute for us], Who knew no sin; that we might be made the righteousness of God in Him.”

Wherever you are right now, eternal life is available to you.

John 3:16, “For God so loved the world, that He gave His only begotten Son, that whosoever believeth in Him should not perish, but have everlasting [eternal] life.”

In the privacy of your soul you have freedom.  You are free to exercise your option for eternal life.  You are free, therefore, at this moment to become the possessor of eternal life through faith in the saving work of Jesus Christ on cross, a work done on your behalf from the love He had for you personally.  The issue:

John 3:36, “He that believeth on the Son [Jesus Christ] hath everlasting [eternal] life: and he that believeth not the Son shall not see life; but the wrath of God abideth on him.”

The option: Your attitude toward Christ determines your eternal future; to believe in Him—eternal life; to reject Him—eternal condemnation.

How very simple salvation is.  In the privacy and freedom of your soul, forming the sentences in thought only, speaking inaudibly, you can tell God the Father that you are believing in saving work of Jesus Christ on the cross, and that is the moment of eternal life for you.  You can believe in Jesus Christ; you can express your faith to God the Father right now.  This faith is a private matter between you and God.  God has provided His part of salvation—the Father sent the Son; the Son went to the cross.  The Father imputed our sins to Christ on the cross and judged them.  The rest is up to you.  You can either believe in Christ for eternal life or reject Him for eternal condemnation.  The choice is yours right now.

2 Cor. 6:2 (For he saith, I have heard thee in a time accepted, and in the day of salvation have I succoured thee: behold, now is the accepted time; behold, now is the day of salvation.)
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The Prophetic Significance of Women Pastors
As for my people, children are their oppressors, and women rule over them. O my people, they which lead thee cause thee to err, and destroy the way of thy paths.

To God, women’s ruling over men in any capacity was a curse, which would “cause thee to err”.  How does God actually view women as leaders in His Church?  The Church is the inheritance of God, the end work of all that He has allowed to happen.  Building of the church is the last part of a plan that began before the “world was created”.  Would His immutability allow the last 40 years of His ultimate purpose, the church, to now include something that He prevented from happening in the garden and throughout all Biblical history?
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The Last Judgment of the White Throne(Rev. 20:11-15). The Judgment of all unbelievers who rejected Christ.





 The Church living in Union with God the Father, God the Son & God the Holy Spirit 


     forever as Perfect Righteous Judges.


    (John 17:20-23; 1Cor. 6:3; Rev. 2:26)
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This entire period of time was permitted by God as proclaimed in Rom. 9:22, it was Creation’s only Hope (Rom. 8:20)





The Time Span Between the Angelic Creation & the Creation of Man was probably millions of years. Scripture is silent on this matter.
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�Fee gives the textual evidence as follows: “Most MSS (including P46 A B K Y 0243 33 81 1739 Maj) include these verses here [after v. 33]; they are found after v. 40 in D F G 88* a b d f g Ambrosiaster Sedulius-Scotus, thus the entire Western tradition” (The First Epistle to the Corinthians [NICNT] 699, n. 1). A couple of comments are in order regarding this evidence. First,  Í seems to have been overlooked (it has the verses after v. 33). Second, that the ‘entire Western tradition’ supports the reading after v. 40 seems to be an overstatement, for itdem, x, z are Western witnesses, but are listed with the majority in the UBS text; the Nestle-Aland text even lists “lat”—indicating the majority of Old Latin witnesses (all of which are Western)—as having these verses immediately after v. 33. Further, it should be noted that d f g are simply the Latin side (or, in the case of G, the Latin line of an interlinear text) of the MSS D F G. Their testimony ought to be discounted, for both the Latin and the Greek of the same manuscript would be expected to line up with one another. The evidence of the Western text thus appears almost evenly split. 


�Fee mentions Ellis’ view, but does not list it as an option to consider (ibid.).





