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[Side A] 

 

Crossley: Okay, there’s these two kids that walk into a bar. That’s it. I don’t have any more jokes. 

Mark told me to start with a joke – that was it. Okay, just in case some of you don’t know me, 

maybe I’d like to really quickly introduce myself. My name is Ken Crossley, I’m a senior, I live 

with Paul Chaffey. I am a history major, English minor, I was born in Papua New Guinea, my 

parents were missionaries, so if something that I say sounds dumb to you, blame it on my parents, 

okay? So that’s roughly who I am. I guess the other question is why am I here. Well last semester I 

wrote something in the newspaper which Malcolm thought was kind of nasty, and basically to 

paraphrase what I said was we’re all stupid, why aren’t we looking at what’s going on in the 

world? And Malcolm said Ken you were pretty nasty. And I talked to him and I said well 

Malcolm, I’m not really nasty, I had a reason for saying that. And I explained the reason, and he 

said why don’t you just say that, instead of all the nasty things you said, so I’m here to say that, 

okay? And the other thing is that I have to confess that I’m standing here, and I feel kind of dumb. 

I feel like, Ken, you’re sort of a hypocrite, because you’re going to be saying these things, but 

you’re just as guilty as everybody else. And so, I guess what I want to talk about today with you is 

things that God has been telling me that I have to work on. Or, if you’re uncomfortable with God 

telling me things, I know some people are, then there are things that have occurred to me about 

religion, and I have chosen to call that God telling me something. So that’s kind of who I am, and 

the state of my mind when I come to you.  

 My basic thesis for today is that, well I’ve said it, we’re all stupid, why aren’t we looking at 

the world? But it’s more than that. It’s that the church right now that we’re living in is in serious 

need of reformation, serious need of reformation, and we—we’re the young people, we are the 

ones that have open minds, we’re the ones that can start changing opinions, so we’re the ones that 

need to deal with the situation. Now why do I want to say that we’re in trouble? Well, I have this 

favorite heresy, I don’t know if you saw on the advertisement that I’m calling today’s theme 

social—favorite heresies, social justice and youth in the North American Church. And my first 

heresy is that Christianity, right now, is inherently selfish. What we do is we come to chapel and 

we sing choruses, clap our hands. We’re happy to be Christians, how are you, you know, isn’t God 

great to us, and that’s it. I mean, we’re selfish. We let our phrase be praise, and we really mean it 

when really praising Him, I’m not saying that, we’re praising glory to God, and then we go out 

there, and we’re not clapping our hands anymore. And, I guess what I’m saying is that we seem to 

have cultivated an attitude where we are so selfish with our worship that we hold it in. What I’m 

saying is that when we worship, we should be worshipping God and letting it, as Dave Busby(??) 

said, spill all out, splash out all over the people that we meet, and right now I don’t see that 

happening. But I have to right away say there is an opposite danger of the selfishness of 

Christianity. It’s something I’ve been very guilty of, and that is that you can have the selfishness of 

humanitarianism, I guess you’d call it. It’s, you’re so concerned with letting things splash out all 

over people. You’re so concerned with living the love of God that you forget that there is a God up 
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there to worship and you forget to actually feel the love before you let it splash out. So I confess 

that’s a danger, that’s a thing I’ve been very guilty of, is the latter, and I’ve been guilty of it 

because of my reaction to the selfishness of Christianity.       

 At any rate, I think the selfishness that we have leads to another problem. It leads to 

something like dualism in the church. What I mean by that is that we tend to set up things as 

Christian and things as non-Christian. We have over here church, we have worship, we have 

praise, we have church choir, Sunday school, bible studies, missions groups, tours, and over here 

we have, you know, politics, science, education, environmental concerns, we have all these things 

where God isn’t over here. These are things that man can handle because they’re totally not to do 

with religion, and over here, this is where we’re holy, this is where we’re worshipping. We’ve set 

ourselves up to be dualistic, we’ve set ourselves up to separate between the holy and between the 

secular, there’s a sacred-secular split. In this book, a lot of you have probably read it because it’s 

from interdis. Interdisciplinary Studies, there’s a pretty insightful passage that I want to read, that 

sort of describes what I think I am referring to as dualism. They say “we have developed a notion 

of fulltime Christian workers – we’re all embarrassed by the phrase, that’s why we put it in 

quotation marks – for the belief persists that some of us are fulltime Christian workers. [5:02] 

Even when we reject the notion of fulltime service, however, and say that all Christians are 

fulltime servants of the Lord, an unconscious dualism may still constrain us. We often mean that 

we are all called to evangelize, no matter what situation we find ourselves in. In this case, the 

mission to Christ may be limited in a so-called “spiritual activity” that is unrelated to the actual 

work of the secular occupation.”  

 The problem, and this is what I’ve been trying to get at I think, isn’t that the Christian 

community is lacking in doctors, farmers, businesspeople or musicians, the problem is not that 

some people are missionaries and some people are doctors, that some people are fulltime and some 

people aren’t. The problem is that is when we have all these other people, there are so few 

Christian doctors, farmers, businesspeople and musicians. Most of us are Christians and something 

else. We do not engage in our daily tasks actively as Christians, or we attempt to live an integrated 

life without abandoning our dualism. We become doctors or farmers on the mission field, but we 

fail to develop a Christian alternative in medicine and agriculture. Or, we become a Christian 

businessperson, someone who runs a religious bookstore, or makes a lot of money in a secular firm 

and then gives that money to a Christian ministry. The question of how one Christianly sets up a 

business seldom goes beyond the basic moral questions of honesty. Seldom does the Christian ask 

foundational questions: What is the purpose of business enterprise? What is the role of profits? 

Will my particular enterprise be both ecologically sensitive and socially responsible? I guess what 

I’m saying, and I’ve said it, but I’m gonna say it again, is that we’ve made the mistake of being so 

selfish and saying “I’m worshipping God myself, and I’m not going to let that spill out into the rest 

of my life, I’m going to hold it inside where it feels good. We’ve sheltered ourselves from letting 

our Christian-ness be in everything that we do in life. We have Christian music, we have Christian 

radio stations, we have, I don’t know, I suppose we even have, well, no we don’t, but we have 
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Christian radio stations and speakers and music, and then we have secular music. And what I’m 

saying is that as a Christian that’s not right. As a Christian, it’s not right for me to do Christian 

music. As a Christian, its right for me to do music Christianly. I see a difference, and I hope I can 

explain that.  

What’s the result of this? If we’re selfish enough to become dualistic, to have holy things 

over here and to have, you know, secular things over here, the result is twofold, I think: one is that, 

inevitably, we can no longer defend our holiness. People we come into contact with say, “what’s 

this church stuff all about, why are you so holy there, and out here you’re not holy, you’re just like 

anyone of us doing the same mathematical job,” or whatever. For example, I’ll give you a question 

about that: You know how we all fill out those questionnaires about how did your prof do this 

semester, and we all put nice things, because we all think he can read our handwriting. There’s one 

question that says, “how did he or she do integrating Christianity into the topic? How many times 

have I filled out “not applicable.” You can’t integrate Christianity and, you know, the history of 

the beaver. And that’s the mistake that I think we’re all guilty of – I know I’m guilty of – is I 

actually believe it’s not applicable. That’s garbage – of course it’s applicable. But like what I’m 

saying is the result of it is that we end up where we can no longer defend ourselves. We say: “Why 

do you think this holy thing is a holy thing and this secular thing is a secular thing?” We say: “Uh, 

I was raised in a Christian home, or “My pastor told me it’s this way”, or something like that. We 

can no longer say, “This is holy because; it’s, well that’s what my dad said.” I think that’s wrong, 

but there’s an even bigger problem with dualism, and that is that we are directly denying the law of 

God. We have the commandment – there’s ten of them, but I’m calling there’re two of them, like 

Christ did in the New Testament – and the first one is: Love the Lord your God with all your heart 

and all your soul and all your mind. We often forget mind, I find – we often go with heart and soul 

and forget about mind, but we have to think about what we love as well. All your heart, all your 

soul, all your mind and all your strength. Love God with your entire being. And, we don’t – we 

love God on the holy days and we leave – we’re still holy, we can still sing hallelujah, but we 

don’t bring the hallelujah-ness into our work.     

 So I’m saying that we’ve got a problem, and there is a solution, though, I think. It is a 

solution that has been quite painful for me to discover, but I think I’ve started to. The solution is a 

funny thing, but starting with the Bible. There’s a million places I could start, might as well start at 

the very beginning so I’m picking Revelation. [10:00] If you’ll forgive me, I’ll want to read the 

entire chapter, with a little bit of commentary. Revelations Chapter four: “After this I looked, and 

there before me was a door standing open in heaven. And the voice I had first heard speaking to 

me like a trumpet said, “Come up here, and I will show you what must take place after this.” 2 At 

once I was in the Spirit—“ Excuse me, I’m going to reach chapter five instead.  

“Then I saw in the right hand of Him who sat on the throne a scroll with writing on both 

sides and sealed with seven seals. And I saw a mighty angel proclaiming in a loud voice: Who is 

worthy to break the seals and open the scroll? But no one in Heaven or on the Earth or under the 

Earth could open the scroll and look inside it. I wept and wept because no one was found who was 
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worthy to open the scroll.” George Bush wasn’t even worthy, and he’s the king of the biggest 

Empire in the world. And he wasn’t worthy. “No one on Earth or under the Earth could open the 

scroll or even look inside it. Then one of the elders said to me: Do not weep, see the lion of the 

tribe of Judah, the root of David. He is triumphed, he is able to open the scroll—” and we are 

going to say Hallelujah, look at this, we got a King, a Lion. And the lion is a “lamb, looking as if it 

had been slain, standing in the center of the throne, and circled by the four living creatures and the 

elders.” And he goes on to describe seven horns and seven eyes and so on. “He came and took the 

scroll from the right hand of Him who sat on the throne, and when he had taken it the four living 

creatures and the twenty-four elders fell down before the lamb. Each one had a harp and a golden 

bowls full of incense which are the prayers of the saints and they sang a new song: You are worthy 

to take the scroll and open its seals because you were slain, and with your blood you purchase men 

for God from every tribe and language and people and nation. You have made them to be a king 

and priest to serve our God and they will reign on Earth. Then I looked and heard the voices of 

many angels numbering upon thousands and thousands and ten thousands times ten thousands. 

They encircled the throne of the creatures and the elders and in a loud voice they sang”, here it is 

all over again, “Worthy is the lamb”, the important part, “who was slain to receive power and 

wealth, and wisdom and strength”, and it goes on and on, “and glory and blessing. And then I 

heard every creature in heaven and on Earth and under the Earth and on the sea and to all ends 

singing to Him that sits on the throne and to the lamb be praise and honor and glory and power for 

ever and ever. Then the four leaving preachers said amen and the others fell down and 

worshipped.” 

 For me, I have to read that and say wow, I never really thought of that before. To me God 

was, you know, a nice old guy up there who wants to keep me happy and if I sing the right praises 

he’s going to bless me. But no – this is God! This is an amazing thing, this is the lamb that was 

slain, who was worthy to receive power and honor and blessing and glory and all those things. 

What I’m thinking is yeah, okay, now, here, guilty, selfishness of religion, but what I’m saying is 

that if we really believe in that God, and if we really think that he is worthy to receive power and 

glory, why aren’t we giving it to him everywhere in everything that we do instead of just in the 

holy things and leaving the other things separate? 

 Forgive me, I usually don’t get impassioned, but it’s actually something I believe in. The 

awesomeness of God, it seems, should overwhelm us, and should come splashing out into our 

secular part. And we have to remember, you know when we were kids and we were taught for God 

so love – Ken Crossley – that gave his only begotten son – no – it’s – yes, yes – but no, it’s that 

God loves the whole stinking world that he gave his son. We have to remember that we have to 

love the whole stinking world too and not just let God love us and us love God and that’s it. We 

have to say good place to start, but let’s keep it going for the rest of the way. 

 Okay, we’re running out of time like crazy, but the thing is that God has established his 

kingdom on Earth already. It’s “worthy is the lamb that was slain.” God has established his 

kingdom, it is the kingdom of the cross. It is not like any earthly kingdom, it is not the kingdom 
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that says “I’ve got bigger guns than you do.” It’s the kingdom that says “Look, I’m going to die for 

you, I want justice and mercy and love and forgiveness”, and I find that an incredible God. If I 

really found it incredible I would say, “look whole stinking world, I’ve got something from God, 

God’s love, Ken Crossley, I got it from Him, now I want to give it to you because God loves you. 

Basically, it’s an incredible thing, and I want to get it off my shoulders into everybody else’s 

because I’ve got a fresh perspective of looking at things that you don’t have. I have the idea of 

love and mercy and justice and forgiveness and you don’t – you’ve got give me greed, you’ve got 

give me money, give me power, and I’ll kick your butt if you don’t get out of my way and that sort 

of attitude.” I’m saying no, Christians have a different sort of attitude to offer, so why aren’t we 

doing it? Where can we do it? Everywhere! That means not just in church groups, not just, you 

know, singing in Church choir, it’s in politics, we have to learn to say “Christians, speak up.” We 

have to learn to say the same government that is right now, you know, knocking nasty Saddam 

Hussein out of Kuwait [15:00], that same government gives millions of dollars every year to El 

Salvador so that they can shoot, for example, Archbishop Romero, so that they can shoot 

thousands and thousands of civilians every day because the civilians have the danger to say, “look, 

you’re a dictator.” No, I’m saying we need to have some consistency and a consistent Christian 

response, and when we see injustice in politics we speak out against it, even if it is our own 

government that is being unjust, and not just if it’s Saddam Hussein although he also is a pretty 

darn nasty fellow.  

 It’s more than politics, it’s things like the environment. Professor Lynn White in 1967 

wrote an article in Science Magazine that blamed the ecological crisis on the Christian worldview, 

because it’s Christianity that has given us the idea that the world is there for us to exploit. What 

I’m saying is, is that seriously the truth? Are we going to sit back and let her say that or say - look, 

as Christians we are concerned about our world, and so we have to respond to the issues of 

environmentalism, um, AIDS, homosexuality. Some want to say well, c’mon they’re f——  No, 

what I’m saying is that we have to learn to respond Christianly to these people. We have to say 

look, I know about love and justice and mercy and so on, and I want to help you through your 

problem even if the way you got it was because of a sin – although I don’t know if I believe that, 

excuse me. 

 Then there’s intellectual issues, when we get scared of philosophy, we get scared of 

skepticism because it ‘leads us away from God.’ What I am saying is if we are to love our God 

with our mind, if we are to be willing to address issues instead of run away to Willowbrook 

theatre, there’s an answer for us because God is our God, because He’s the God that was slain. 

There’s a thousand more but we don’t have time. But what I’m saying is that I believe in Yahweh, 

I believe in the lamb that was slain, and that’s an incredible thing for me to get me personal 

feelings of blessedness. If I stop there’ I’m not being a Christian. If I stop with my personal 

blessedness, that’s wrong because I’m supposed to love God with my entire being and that means 

love God in every single thing I do, that means I have a new perspective to offer the world, they 

have “science” and I have “Christianly approach to science.” I can approach things with an 
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attitude, an attitude that comes only from the lamb that was slain, who is worthy to receive glory 

and honor and praise and power and blessing. 

I don’t know if I can say it any clearer, but I guess I’m thinking if that’s my God, if I really 

believe in that God, that’s going to spill out into every single thing I do. It’s time to not let the 

church sit back in its cloister the way the way it has, and it’s said, “Oh, I’m going to avoid that 

issue, oh, oh, don’t talk about AIDS, that’s, no, can’t talk about that, oh, no, don’t talk about 

skepticism, don’t talk about atheism, because my dad told me that’s not right. We have to learn to 

face the world, and to say, “Look world, you have legitimate problems, but your problems are 

because you don’t know God. Look, I know God, maybe I can give you a solution. The solution is 

not in the kingdom of this earth; the solution is in the kingdom of the cross, the kingdom of the 

lamb that was slain. 

 I wanted to sing a song, but the time’s up, so I’ll just say the song. You know we always 

sing that song “Praise Him, Praise Him with your life and all that?” Sorry, I can’t sing. I think we 

get it lost and we forget the line “Praise him with your life.” We never think of that, it’s praise Him 

with your “song”, praise Him with your life, praise him with your “song”. No, praise Him with 

your life, okay? I wish I could say more. Um, now let’s pray. Lord God thank you for this day, 

because you are Creator. Thank you for a university where we can learn to address issues because 

we know that it is your command to us that we learn to to involve our religion in every aspect of 

our lives. And Lord it is more than a command, because you are the God that was slain. 

 I’m finished praying but I didn’t say amen. You can look up and raise your eyes, I’m 

finished praying. The reason I didn’t say amen is that I’m sure we’ve heard this a hundred times, 

that we have to live our Christian life. But it seems that so far that we’ve stopped at saying “amen” 

and what I want to say is let’s go live amen. 

(applause)                             

[End Side A] 

 

[Side B] 

 

Dr. Klassen: First of all, I want to say I am immensely grateful to all of you for not walking out as 

soon as you found out that Drs. Pell and Shantz were not going to speak today – you know what 

that would have done to me. I also want to point out that I think Dr. Pell’s silence at this moment is 

not a reflection of her position on this issue of whether women should speak or not laughter. I have 

entitled the talk today, basically Christians and Gender Relations, or, The War Between the Sexes 

is Over.  

Now I want to talk a little bit first all about the state of affairs that exist today in this war of 

the sexes. By saying it’s over, I’m thinking in terms of the coming of God’s kingdom in its 

fullness. And ‘at peace’ in this case does not mean submission, in fact I want to state at the outset 

that I, very firmly and strongly believe in fundamental equality between men and women. Now, 

it’s come as a surprise to me in the last couple of days when I’ve said that to people, to Christians, 
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they look a little bit surprised at me – how could you possibly come to that conclusion? It seems to 

me a very logical one. But first of all, let’s take a look at the state of affairs today that we see in 

our world today. Although, as I said, on one hand very clearly it still seems to be a war – men and 

women are at war with each other – but the relationship is actually quite more complex and varied, 

on one level the relationship between men and women is quite simple: you simply find a table 

within view of hers in the library and wait until she looks in your direction, or you sit beside her at 

the cafeteria, and from thereon everything just gets better and better. Right Malcolm? laughter.  

 The relations between men and women, or a man and a woman, can the most rewarding 

social and physical relationship there is. It can lead to phenomenal experiences in terms of love 

and companionship that human beings can know. That’s the positive side – on the other hand it’s 

also some of the most cruel and horrendous violence that’s perpetrated by humans on one another 

is that kind of violence perpetrated by males on females today. Violence against women is still a 

serious problem in our society. Just the other day I read that sixty percent of Canadian women who 

are murdered, are murdered by men in their lives, husbands or boyfriends or lovers, who want to 

continue a relationship which the woman finds hurtful, wants to get out of it, and then the man’s 

response is to kill them – sixty percent of Canadian women killed last year were killed that way. 

Part of the reason for that situation is that we stereotype women as weak, as victims. Our culture 

portrays them that way. Rarely have I seen a strong heroine on television or in a Hollywood movie. 

We simply can’t cope with that, and Hollywood doesn’t sell pictures that show strong women. In 

fact, Hollywood and TV foster women-hating. Elizabeth Aird who writes for the Vancouver Sun 

and a CBC movie-reporter, recently underlined that. Elizabeth Aird writes, in reviewing this move 

The Silence of the Lambs, asks the question at the end of her review, “how far will popular 

entertainment go with this women-hating imagery?” end of quote. The CBC reviewer says “this 

movie dips into the most retrograde recesses of the male brain, exploring his primal hatred for the 

female. And he asks: “Why do North Americans flock to this kind of movie?” That’s the same 

question I wonder – I haven’t seen it, but the review is what the viewers say. I’m not sure I want to 

see it. 

 My question is: to what extent do we as Christians contribute to attitudes that encourage 

seeing women as victims, or as weak. And my answer to this question --  that part of the question 

but also to the question of why we are at war, seem to be at war so often, is that this is 

fundamentally a factor of pagan culture. It’s the result of sin, not of redemption. For centuries, 

from the earliest documents that we can get ahold of, historical documents, men who have ruled 

the western world have seen woman as distinctly inferior and evil, and in a variety of other 

negative imagery. I’ll just give you a few examples: the ancient Greeks, for example, a writer by 

the name of Semonides, seventh century BC, Greek, kind of like the book of Genesis for Christians 

and Jews, this is what he writes: “In the beginning God made the female mind separately. One 

female he made of a long bristle of a sow. In her house everything lies in disorder; [5:00] she 

herself is unwashed, and clothes unlaundered, sits by the dung heap and grows fat,” end of quote. 

That’s the image the Greeks held with them when they thought of women. They thought very 



AUD 28 
Side A Lecture: Ken Crossley Feb 18 1991 

Side B Lecture: Dr. Klassen Feb 19 1991 

 

Transcribed by [NN], [May-June2013]; Reviewed by DB [June 2013] 
 

much that her place was in the home, and they kept their wives in closed quarters in the kitchen. 

The Romans were a little more enlightened than that, but still even in the Roman idea of how they 

related to their wives, you can see this negative approach to women. For example in the marriage 

ceremony, the woman concretely, or very literally, was passed from the hands of her father into the 

hands – her person was passed into the hands of her husband. Under Roman law, the husband 

could kill her if she touched a glass of wine or was caught in adultery, but she could not lay a 

finger on him if he did the same. And in this respect, Apostle Paul, if you look at first Corinthians 

seven for example, he takes that image – I’m sure he knows it, because his language is very similar 

where he says “the woman’s body belongs to the man, and the man’s body belongs to the woman.” 

So he makes that equal, that relationship, but the Roman law made it only one way. Other 

examples of this pagan culture: in early China, for example, women’s feet were tightly bound from 

childhood on, so as to hobble her, and to keep her in the house where she was seen as the sex 

object of the male. So from the ancient Greeks until the modern era, men have justified their 

privileges in the belief that woman’s natural position was inferior to man. And Christian men very 

often justified their own notions, but based them on Peter and Paul, and I want to look at those a 

little later on. 

 Now that’s one side of the picture. On the other hand, we see today, women are 

increasingly working in public and taking their places in positions of authority. We have Supreme 

Court judges who are women, we have cabinet ministers who are women, executives – very 

efficient executives – in business who are women. Pilots are women, soldiers are women, and 

athletes are women. Some of us still find this awkward, and we are uncomfortable with this, with 

strong women. Recently a passenger on a flight to Alaska indicated, when he found out the pilot 

was a woman, he insisted that the plane stop so that he could get out. When the rest of the 

passengers fortunately found out his reason for the delay, they booed him. But that’s the kind of 

attitude we still have. I think this is a phenomenally big challenge for us as evangelicals, especially 

for those of us who have been taught a strict hierarchical scheme of things, where women –when 

we find ourselves in a world where women are more and more discovering themselves, as 

competent people, as gifted people, as people equal to men in a whole series of areas. So what then 

can the Christian religion contribute to this question? As I said in the outset, I fundamentally 

believe in gender equality. I think gender equality in society, and in the church for that matter, is 

the stance for Christians, and I believe that Biblical writers support gender relations marked by that 

equality.  

First let me look at what the place of gender plays in the accounts of creation and in the 

fundamental description of redemption. In Genesis 1:27 the creation account is quite different from 

the Greek one for instance: “So God created man in his own image and in the image of God he 

created him. Male and female he created them, in His image.” So both male and female, in God’s 

image. These verses of course are very common to you. Similarly, Paul’s words in Galatians 3:28: 

“There is neither Jew nor Greek, slave nor free, male nor female, for you are all one in Christ 

Jesus.” That is the story, now the redemption: There is therefore no person, no woman or man in 
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this room who can think of himself or herself as of less value, less well-equipped, to equally 

preach the good news. That’s what those two documents tell me. Because, if before God there is 

no difference, before you and me there can be none. 

 Now I want to look at this relationship under three points. First of all, I want us to 

reconsider some culturally-established stereotypes, namely strength and weakness. Then I want to 

look also at some hierarchical terms, like lord, lordship, headship, and submissiveness, the other 

side of it, and examine specifically the Peter text, the text from the letter of Peter, so that we can 

gain a consistent interpretation of how to read Peter. I’m going to do this strictly as a historian and 

not as a biblical scholar. Now first of all, with respect to the stereotypes, Christ helps us to redefine 

a number of terms, including that of strength. Now historically, strength has been equated with 

masculinity, and weakness with femininity, I can—especially strength in terms of fighting ability. 

Now, I can go through historical sources over and over again, and this jumps out at me. [10:00] 

Where, I’ll just give you one example, in the records of the martyrs, of the sixteenth century 

reformation, women who went to the stake were described as a woman, with courage, as a woman 

with “manly courage.” In a number of cases the observer indicates that the women had more 

courage, more bravery in going to the stake than the men did, but they still keep saying that she 

went with “manly courage,” because only men can be courageous, and strong, women can’t, we 

know that, despite the evidence. There are other examples – for example, and this is one where the 

king has just lost a battle, and the chronicler describes the reason for his loss this way: “He was 

effeminated, therefore could not fight.” I mean, it’s very clear, weakness is female. Now it is true 

the fastest male can run one hundred meters about one second faster than the fastest female, and I 

suppose that’s an example of greater male strength. However, there are other examples of female 

strength. For example you live longer, about seven years on the average, than we men do, and I 

suspect also that giving birth is one of the most incredible physical feats of which the human being 

is capable, and none of us men can do that.[ laughter.]  

 Now Bob McNamara, I don’t know if any of you remember or know Bob McNamara, 

when I was in college, he was the epitome of machismo. He was the Minister of  Defence, he was 

organizing the US war on Vietnam. He was just an admirable person. I think he still is, actually. In 

a recent article in TIME magazine, he indicates how we might redefine strength. These are his 

words: “We need to stop thinking of strength as aggressiveness and think of it more in terms of 

showing an emotional vulnerability.” Now let’s look at the Bible, and how it treats that question of 

strength. It’s used especially of Jesus in Luke 22, it’s the passion story. Now nothing can be more 

strong than the picture we have of Jesus who prayed earnestly that God would take that cup from 

him. But, as the record says, but he was given strength, by angels, to resolutely proceed towards 

the cross, towards not conquest, not giving orders, not to have his will done but that of his father, 

fortunately in our service. That’s what that whole action was about. So strength, then, as Jesus 

shows it there, is to resolutely continue on a path of self-sacrificing love. And as we know from the 

biblical record, and the writer Mark is especially impressed with this, because only women follow 

Jesus all the way to the cross. Now the other writers tell us that there were men too, but Mark 
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seems to be especially impressed with the fact that, at the end, on this path of self-sacrifice, on this 

very, very hard path to which the angels gave strength, women were there too. So both men and 

women can have that kind of strength. And from this, we, both men and women, can free ourselves 

from debilitating stereotypes of what is strength and what is weakness, according to what the 

secular culture tries to tell us is strength and weakness. 

 Now the words of the apostles that are most frequently quoted in support of the male-

dominated social structure include the third chapter of Peter’s first letter; there are other passages 

too that you all know about. For the sake of time I’m going to not go into them in too much detail 

but first of all I want to make two points: one of them first of all is that, in reading the Bible, 

central in our interpretation must be, first of all, Jesus the crucified Christ. On the cross, the creator 

God comes to his enemies, his fallen creation, and gives himself fully. He changes us into new 

creatures who want to imitate Him then. He is Lord, He is King, He is Master, He is Head, He is 

Strong, all terms He fills with new meaning, totally strange to the meaning that the world has 

attributed to these words, quite another meaning than their accepted usage. So, for example, in 

Matthew 20 he tells his disciples that the great seek to be slaves and servants. Jesus, in other 

words, over and over again, turns the meaning of terms upside down, so that anybody who claims 

headship on the model of Christ, anybody who claims headship on the model of Christ, must be 

prepared to give up themselves, to give up their careers, their wills, their ambitions, for those 

others, including your wife, maybe. In reality, speaking as one who’s been married for several 

years, most of these things can be worked out to mutual satisfaction if not all, and it doesn’t really 

come down to where one has to give in to the other. Now as we prayed here last Friday when we 

were listening to the choir, we prayed that the Eastern Europeans would discover freedom as being 

able now to be bondservants to God and to one another. We prayed that together, and we did not 

distinguish between male and female when we prayed. And we do not want our prayers to be 

empty; we want to fill them with deeds, and we want to be bondservants to one another. [15:04] 

 Now, in reading Peter’s words, again I find the sixteenth century thinker John Calvin very 

helpful. He distinguished between time-bound and eternal principles, and he meant that political 

and social structures were time-bound. Now in the first Peter 2 section of submission, Peter says, 

first of all, we are to obey the king, slaves are to obey the masters, and wives are to be submissive 

to their husbands in order to win them over to the Word. Now this obedience to kings is clearly a 

time-bound notion. In the seventeenth century England and eighteenth century America and 

France, people disobeyed that injunction and overthrew their kings. They stopped obeying their 

kings. Political theory of the day turned upside down the notion that people should obey kings, and 

said rather that kings should obey people – just the other way around. The origins of political 

power shifts radically in the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries, and this doesn’t disturb too 

many of us. In fact, some of us glory in that. We have changed our ways of thinking politically 

without giving up our sense of believing in the scriptures. And I do not mean to say that we 

overlook scriptures, but what this does, what this time-bound notion helps us to do is see these 

words of the scriptures in the light of the demands of the cross. 
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 What are the motives of those who want to retain traditional family hierarchy based on 

those scriptures, but are willing to give up the governmental ones, that is of obeying the king? So 

in the same way I’m arguing that the family hierarchies of Peter’s days are not ours, just as the 

kingship is not ours, although we still have a queen in Canada, but she obeys the people, we don’t 

obey her. This does not mean disorderly family life, no more than this people-oriented political 

theory represents political disorder. Order in the family life comes for Christians from mutual 

service, again the image of the cross. When we are filled with the spirit, and the character that 

Christ himself displayed, and not with the secular meaning that the world gives to these terms, then 

as spouses, as men and women working together in one task, we will support each other in the 

fullest development of one another’s potential as human beings.  

 Now I want to conclude with an illustration of an incident which I read a few years ago. 

The story was written by a bright young woman who went to a Christian college, and she had been 

accepted into a graduate school to study for a PhD. Her fiancé had also been accepted, but in a 

different city. She wished to postpone this wedding, but he wanted to marry immediately, and 

insisted that according to the Christian scheme of things, she had to do his will. So she gave up her 

ambitions to study, so he could achieve his. Now she felt in the article that she had made a 

Christian decision, and I have no argument with her. I have an argument with him. His behaviour 

was more in line with the traditional male domination than with the self-giving spirit of Jesus 

Christ. The bridegroom of the church gave up more than a few years for his bride; he gave her his 

life, and it was from his example that Paul could write those beautiful words in Corinthians 

reminding us that love does not insist on its own way. It is such love that is to mark the man’s love 

and treatment of woman and woman’s treatment of man. Now I want to just conclude by saying 

that men do not need to fear giving up their natural manhood or their goals and expectations for 

themselves. Jesus gave us the example of what it means to be not only truly man but also truly 

human. He is the Word from God, and the son of man, and we see in him how we can realize our 

true humanity. As women and men, we discover our true potential when we relate to each other as 

Jesus related to us. In marriage, it seems to me that this will mean mutual service, encouraging one 

another to explore and develop our true and full potential for our lives and careers. Such attitudes 

enhance marriage and the lifelong commitments a man and a woman can make to each other. In 

Jesus there is no sign of the war of the sexes, it is over. Thank you. Let’s bow for prayer. 

Our God we come before you as people vulnerable, and knowing that we can make 

mistakes. We come also to you with assurance that you accept our weakest offerings, and it is that 

we bring. Give us the grace to serve one another. Give us the grace also to move in confidence, to 

point the world to you, to your cross, and to the resurrection, in which we glory. May your 

kingdom come and your name be glorified. Amen.  

 

[applause ]            [20:18] 
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