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Equality and Leadership in Marriage
Chapter 15

Tonight we are talking about marriage within Christian ethics, specifically views of equality 
within marriage….in a few months we will have an entire section in the book which covers many 
f the elements and details that goes into a Godly marriage… so we will be revisiting this subject 
in more detail.

But tonight we are looking at the questions”

1. How can a man have a leadership role in marriage if men and women are equal in value before 
God?

2. How should a husbands headship and a woman’s support of that headship work out in 
practice?

Since our book was written…2108…which is not that long ago…6 yrs!...very few cultural 
institutions have been remodeled more than marriage…. As God is removed from the cultural 
conversation more and more… marriage is diminished and perverted more and more…. Today 
not only is there a clash between the Christian and secular views of marriage… there is a clash 
between Christian and Christian in views of marriage. 

 Before we get into the Christian views, let’s look at the different marriage unions as defined by 
the state…. This helps us see the diversity in  views of marriage in our culture today. 

In America, there are at least six different models of marriage. First, there is a common-law 
marriage, defined by a long-term relationship of cohabitation. It is socially recognized, and in 
some cases, legally recognized. The timeline to establish these unions varies by district. 
Common-law marriages can be contracted in nine states (Alabama, Colorado, Iowa, Kansas, 
Montana, Rhode Island, South Carolina, Texas, Utah) and the District of Columbia.

A second alternative is a civil union. This is a legally recognized union of a same-sex or 
opposite-sex couple, with legal rights similar to those of marriage. The term “civil” denotes a 
secular, non-religious component, consonant with separation of church and state. The term 
“union” is in contradistinction to “marriage.”

I personally would like to see the govt. to drop the word “marriage” and embrace “civil 
union”…reason?... God designed marriage!

A similar and third type of partnership is a civil marriage. A civil marriage is performed, 
recorded, and recognized by a government official. Again, note the use of the terms. This is a 
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non-religiously recognized union that is an option for both same- and opposite-sex couples. In 
the United States, same-sex civil marriage has been legal nationwide since June 26, 2015, when 
the US Supreme Court ruled in Obergefell v. Hodges. This case declared that state-level bans on 
same-sex marriage were unconstitutional.

Again… I think they should be “civil unions” not marriages…. This could be a direct in the face 
attack on Christians… maybe!

A fourth union can be described simply as “marriage,” which encompasses both religious and 
non-religious unions. Marriage is the formal union of adults, recognized by law and sometimes 
by faith communities. Religious ceremonies—whether Hindu, Wiccan, Jewish, Christian, 
etc.—have additional liturgical and theological components. They have legal protection and 
recognition and indicate a more binding commitment beyond secular partnership.

[Covenantal and Contractual]

A fifth type of marriage is a sacramental marriage. This is a union confected in the Catholic 
Church where at least one person is a baptized Catholic. There is a requirement that the partners 
vow to raise any children that they may have in the Catholic faith. 

The sixth and final model of marriage is covenantal. There are two types of covenantal 
marriage—theological and legal. First, the theological covenant marriage indicates a 
relationship of a religious nature, where two Christians are united in marriage under God. I 
believe all marriages between two Christians are covenantal, even if they are not described in 
that manner. 

Second, in contradistinction, a legally recognized covenant marriage is a union in Arizona, 
Arkansas, and Louisiana, defined by additional juridical structures to make divorce more 
difficult.   

Legal covenant marriages do not require a Christian affiliation; it is state-recognized union, not 
issued by a church. Of course, it is appealing mainly to Christians who use the theological 
language of “covenant” to describe their marriages. The numbers of recorded covenant marriages 
were less than two percent in Louisiana and about 0.25 percent in Arizona and Arkansas in the 
early 2000s.

Within the Christian church traditionally there have been two views regarding equality in 
marriage… 

I.      Two views of equality in marriage. 

This is a topic that is hotly debated today even in the church. The debate centers on the “roles” of 
men and women (especially in the church).It really all boils down to a Biblical authority view. 

        A.      Egalitarian—Men and women are equal and that there are no specific roles in 
                  marriage.



3

        B.      Complementarian—Men and women are equal but there are specific God ordained
                  roles.

II.     Men and women are equal in value and dignity.

         A.      Man and woman were created in the image of God (Gen. 1:27).

In the very first chapter of the Bible we read that both men and women are created “in the image 
of God.” In fact, the first verse that tells us that God created human beings also tells us that both 
“male and female” are created in the image of God: :

So God created man in his own image, in the image of God he created him; male and 
female he created them. (Gen. 1:27)

To be created in the image of God is an incredible privilege. It means that human beings are like 
God and represent God.  No other creatures in all of creation, not even the powerful angels, are 
said to be created in the image of God. It is a privilege given only to us men and women.

Nowhere does the Bible say that men are created more in God’s image than women or visa versa. 
If men and women are equally made in the image of God, then we are equally important and 
equally valuable to God. We have equal worth before him for all eternity, for this is how we 
were created.

Further evidence of our equality in bearing the image of God is seen in the New Testament 
church, where the Holy Spirit was given in new fullness to both men and women (Acts 2:17–18), 
where both men and women were baptized into membership in the body of Christ (v. 41),7 and 
where both men and women received spiritual gifts for use in the life of the church (1 Cor. 12:7, 
11; 1 Pet. 4:10). The apostle Paul reminds us that we are not to be divided into factions that think 
of themselves as superior and inferior (such as Jew and Greek, slave and free, or male and 
female), but rather that we should think of ourselves as united because we “are all one in Christ 
Jesus” (Gal. 3:28).

         B.      Men and women have different roles in marriage as part of the created order. 

I read the other day that Genesis is the most hated book of the Bible by the non-Christian. 
Genesis 1:1 is the most hated verse… along with verse 27…(above).

                   1.      The Danvers Statement 

CBMW—the Council of Biblical Manhood and Womanhood.

                            a.      Both Adam and Eve were created in God’s image, equal before God as
                                     persons and distinct in their manhood and womanhood.

                            b.  Distinctions in masculine and feminine roles are ordained by God as part
                                     of the created order, and should find an echo in every human heart.

                            c.      Adam’s headship in marriage was established by God before the fall, and  
                                                         was not a result of sin.
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                   2.      Baptist Faith and Message

The husband and wife are of equal worth before God, since both are created in God’s image. 
The marriage relationship models the way God relates to His people. A husband is to love his 
wife as Christ loved the church. He has the God-given responsibility to provide for, to protect, 
and to lead his family. A wife is to submit herself graciously to the servant leadership of her 
husband even as the church willingly submits to the headship of Christ. She, being in the image 
of God as is her husband and thus equal to him, has the God-given responsibility to respect her 
husband and serve as his helper in managing the household and nurturing the next generation.

Both egalitarian and complementarian views embrace all the equal argument… where they differ 
are in the roles of men and women.

        C.      Opposition: Men and women do not have different roles. 

                  1.      Christians for Biblical Equality (CBE)     

1. The Bible teaches that both man and woman were created in God’s image, had a direct 
relationship with God, and shared jointly the responsibilities of bearing and rearing children 
and having dominion over the created order (Gen. 1:26–28). . . . 

5. The Bible teaches that the rulership of Adam over Eve resulted from the fall and was, 
therefore, not a part of the original created order. . . . 

10. The Bible defines the function of leadership as the empowerment of others for service 
rather than as the exercise of power over them (Matt. 20:25–28, 23:8; Mark 10:42–45; John 
13:13–17; Gal. 5:13; 1 Pet. 5:2–3).

11. The Bible teaches that husbands and wives are heirs together of the grace of life and that 
they are bound together in a relationship of mutual submission and responsibility (1 Cor. 7:3–5; 
Eph. 5:21; 1 Pet. 3:1–7; Gen. 21:12). The husband’s function as “head” (kephalē) is to be 
understood as self-giving love and service within this relationship of mutual submission (Eph. 
5:21–33; Col. 3:19; 1 Pet. 3:7).

So…which is the best argument?

III.    Ten indications of male headship in marriage before the fall. 

         A.      The Order—Adam was created before Eve. 

The order was important to the readers of scripture. The apostle Paul expresses the importance of 
order:

“I do not permit a woman to teach or to exercise authority over a man. . . . For Adam was 
formed first, then Eve” (1 Tim. 2:12–13).

          B.      Representation of the entire human race was put on Adam not Eve.

Looking at the Genesis narrative, we find that Eve sinned first, then Adam sinned: “She took of 
its fruit and ate, and she also gave some to her husband who was with her, and he ate” 
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(Gen. 3:6). Since Eve sinned first, we might expect that the New Testament would tell us that we 
inherit a sinful nature or that we are counted guilty because of Eve’s sin. But this is not the case. 
The New Testament does not say that “in Eve all die,” but rather, “For as in Adam all die, so 
also in Christ shall all be made alive” (1 Cor. 15:22).

This is further seen in the parallel between Adam and Christ, where Paul views Christ as the “last 
Adam”:

Thus it is written, “The first man Adam became a living being”; the last Adam became a 
life-giving spirit. . . . The first man was from the earth, a man of dust; the second man is 
from heaven. . . . Just as we have borne the image of the man of dust, we shall also bear the 
image of the man of heaven. (1 Cor. 15:45–49; see also Rom. 5:12–21, where another 
relationship between Adam and Christ is developed)

           C.      The naming of woman.

                     1.      The one who names has authority of the named (Biblically).

When God made the first woman and “brought her to the man,” the Bible tells us:

Then the man said,

“This at last is bone of my bones and flesh of my flesh;

she shall be called Woman, because she was taken out of Man.” (Gen. 2:23)

When Adam said, “she shall be called Woman,” he was giving her a name. This is important 
because the original readers would have recognized that, in the context of Genesis 1–2, the 
person doing the “naming” of created things is always the person who has authority over those 
things.

Some egalitarians, such as Gilbert Bilezikian and Stanley Grenz, deny that Adam gave a name to 
his wife in Genesis 2:23.14 But this objection is hardly convincing when we see how Genesis 
2:23 fits into the pattern of naming activities throughout these first two chapters of Genesis.

             D.      The naming of the human race. 

                       1.      God named the human race “man” not “woman”.

The Hebrew word that is translated “Man” is ’ādām. But this was by no means a gender-neutral 
term in the eyes of Hebrew readers, because in the four chapters prior to Genesis 5:2, ’ādām is 
used many times to speak of a male human being in distinction from a female human being. In 
the following list, the italicized word man represents the Hebrew word ’ādām in every case:

And the man and his wife were both naked and were not ashamed. (Gen. 2:25)

And the man and his wife hid themselves from the presence of the Lord God. (Gen. 3:8)

But the Lord God called to the man and said to him, “Where are you?” (Gen. 3:9)
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The man said, “The woman whom you gave to be with me, she gave me fruit of the tree, 
and I ate.” (Gen. 3:12)

The man called his wife’s name Eve. (Gen. 3:20)

When we come, then, to the naming of the human race in Genesis 5:2 (God “named them Man 
when they were created”), it was evident to the original readers that God was using a name that 
had clear male overtones or nuances.  

            E.      The purpose of God creating the woman.

                      1.      As a helper for the man.

“Then the Lord God said, ‘It is not good that the man should be alone; I will make him a 
helper fit for him’” (Gen. 2:18).

             F.      The conflict—results of the sin.

The curse brought a distortion of previous roles, not the introduction of new roles. After Adam 
and Eve sinned, God spoke the following words of judgment to Eve:

To the woman he said,

“I will surely multiply your pain in childbearing; in pain you shall bring forth children.

Your desire shall be contrary to your husband, but he shall rule over you.” (Gen. 3:16)

Therefore, the sense of Genesis 3:16 is that, as a judgment, God introduced conflict into the 
relationship between Adam and Eve (her hostility toward him, his harsh rule over her), just as he 
introduced pain in childbearing to Eve (v. 16a) and pain in tilling the soil to Adam (vv. 17–19).

It is crucial at this point for us to realize that we are never to try to increase or perpetuate the 
results of the curse. We should never try to promote Genesis 3:16 as something good! In fact, the 
entire Bible after Genesis 3 is the story of God’s working to overcome the effects of the curse 
that he imposed in his justice. Eventually God will bring in a new heaven and a new earth in 
which crops will come forth abundantly from the ground (Isa. 35:1–2; Amos 9:13; Rom. 
8:20–21) and in which there will be no more pain or suffering (Rev. 21:4).

So we should never try to perpetuate the elements of the curse!

The curse has made it a natural impulse for the woman to be “hostile” towards the man. The fall 
brought about a distortion of the previous roles (prior to the fall).

            G.      The restoration from sin.

                      1.      In the New Testament, the impulse to be hostile towards her husband is
                               reversed. 

Wives, submit to your husbands, as is fitting in the Lord. Husbands, love your wives, and 
do not be harsh with them. (Col. 3:18–19)
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This command is an undoing of the impulse to oppose (Hebrew, teshûqāh) and the harsh rule 
(Hebrew, māshal) that God imposed at the curse. God reestablishes in the New Testament the 
beauty of the relationship between Adam and Eve that existed from the moment they were 
created. Eve was subject to Adam as the head of the family. Adam loved his wife and was not 
harsh with her in his leadership. That is the pattern that Paul commands husbands and wives to 
follow. 

Read Ephesians 5.

            H.      The mystery revealed between the relationship with Christ and the church.

                      1.       From the beginning of creation, marriage was a picture of the relationship
                                between Christ and the church.

                       2.      Ephesians 5:31-32      

When the apostle Paul discusses marriage and wishes to speak of the relationship between a 
husband and wife, he does not look back to any sections of the Old Testament telling about the 
situation after sin came into the world. Rather, he looks all the way back to Genesis 2, prior to 
the fall, and uses that creation order to speak of marriage:

“Therefore a man shall leave his father and mother and hold fast to his wife, and the two 
shall become one flesh.” This mystery is profound, and I am saying that it refers to Christ 
and the church. (Eph. 5:31–32)

The relationship between Christ and the church is not culturally variable. It is the same for all 
generations. And it is not reversible. There is a leadership or headship role that belongs to Christ, 
a role that the church does not have. Similarly, in marriage as God created it to be, there is a 
leadership role for the husband that the wife does not have. This relationship was there from the 
beginning, in the beautiful marriage between Adam and Eve in the garden.

           III.      The parallel with the Trinity.

                      1.      The Trinity has roles but are all equal. 

Father----------Son---------------H.S.

Husband---------------Wife

Errors in following the Biblical Pattern for marriage:

SEE PG 410 chart
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Believers inundated by harmful worldly influences often band together to encourage and exhort 
one another to live Christlike lives. The closely related Patriarchy and Quiverfull movements 
attempt to do just that. The desire to protect their families from the influences of a godless world 
drives some to search the Bible for alternatives. In general, these movements emphasize the 
leadership of the husband/father, the blessing of children to a family, and the education of 
children in a Christian worldview.

Proponents of the Quiverfull philosophy emphasize that children are a blessing from the Lord, 
and He alone should open and close the womb of a woman. They focus on Psalm 127:3–5: 
“Children are a heritage from the LORD, offspring a reward from him. Like arrows in the 
hands of a warrior are children born in one’s youth. Blessed is the man whose quiver is full 
of them. They will not be put to shame when they contend with their opponents in court.” 
While some teach that children are blessings and gifts from God, others intend to use their 
children to redeem the culture. In addition, many continue to attempt to have children despite 
economic conditions or the physical well-being of the mother.

The Patriarchy movement encompasses the beliefs of both Quiverfull and homeschoolers and 
emphasizes the headship of the father, or patriarch, in a family. As in any unregulated 
movement, there are different interpretations of their beliefs. In general, they include the 
following:

• God has granted men authority over their families; preferably, men should be in charge in the 
workplace, as well.

• Women’s sphere of influence is the home.

• Women should only work outside the home in context of her domestic responsibilities.

• Single women may have more flexibility in their work, but, in general, are not encouraged to 
work as equals among men in fields that invoke authority such as industry, commerce, civil 
government, and the military.

• God opens and closes the womb; therefore, birth control is taking control from God.

• Having and educating many children is the responsibility of all Christians in order to return the 
country to a nation that follows God.

• God has entrusted the direct oversight of the education of children to their parents alone, not 
the state; fathers are to supervise every aspect of curriculum and training.

• Girls are encouraged to center their education around their future role as wives and mothers.

• Segregating children into age-specified activities is inappropriate; children are foolish and 
should not be left to the influence of others who are also foolish.
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• The local church is a “family of families”; all worship and educational activities are to be 
multi-generational.

• Unmarried, grown children are under rule of fathers; although a son may be released to find a 
vocation and “take a wife,” he should seek his father’s counsel.

• Since daughters are “given in marriage” by their fathers, an obedient daughter will allow her 
father to guide the process of finding a husband, although both she or her father may veto the 
other’s choice.

As in anything man attempts, there is room for abuse in the Patriarchy movement. In their zeal to 
live lives that please God, some rely on man-made rules and standards. This lifestyle can be 
particularly oppressive for daughters. Being protected and educated under the leadership of a 
loving, Christian father is wonderful. 

Receiving training to be able to meet the demands of caring for a family and household will go 
far in preparing them for the families they may have some day. But many of the requirements 
espoused by families in the Patriarchy movement are based on biblical-times culture and 
not on biblical standards. 

Think about the patriarchs in the O.T. Are they models for marriage?... this is why the apostle 
Paul when defining marriage went all the way back to Genesis 2 rather that to Abraham… 
Isaac… Solomon… these guys were tragic husbands in so many ways… “pretend you’re my 
sister so I won’t get thumped!”

Nowhere in the New Testament is it mentioned that single adult women are required to live at 
home and either care for younger siblings or work for their father to further his sphere of 
influence. Often, both girls and boys are discouraged from seeking a higher education. Many 
adherents believe that secular colleges are too damaging, and a higher education isn’t necessary 
for a young woman who is being trained to be a mother.

Another troubling issue with some in the Patriarchy movement is their goal to have and train 
children for the express purpose of “returning America to a Christian nation.” It is a 
heretical view of the kingdom of God….. They fail to accept that the kingdom of God is about 
God’s relationship with individuals and His church, not earthly political entities.

Perhaps the greatest danger of the Patriarchy Movement is the potential to raise the 
husband/father to a spiritual authority approaching idolatry. While the man is the spiritual head 
of the family, he is not the intermediary between family members and God. All of us, from the 
most powerful king to the youngest child, are called to develop a personal relationship with God. 
Our High Priest is Christ (Hebrews 4:14). Others can provide wisdom and training and relate 
experience, but no one should feel that there is another person between him and God.



10

The Quiverfull, homeschooling, and Patriarchy movements are attempts to follow God in a 
wicked and perverse generation. It is vital that we be in the world and not of it. We are called to 
see children as a blessing from God and train them to honor God, not to worship them, oppress 
them, or place upon them the responsibility to redeem the culture.

Next week we will begin what will probably be a three week look at Christian Ethics and 
Civil government. This is important!... 

This was not as book of a topic as it is today…. Around March of 2020 as a “new” virus began 
rapidly spreading across the world… we were all ignorant about any of it… we had no idea what 
it would do, where it was going, how to stop it…

Many were wondering if it could be stopped and was this the end of civilization.

Because of all these unknowns and the rapidity it was spreading… Government took a 
prominent… if not domineering role in managing the world in it and through it… what surfaced 
were many, many questions regarding the authority and motivation of the government 
agencies… 

As the year went on… going into the second year… many questions had surfaced and we began 
to see a great divide in, not just our nation but all functioning nations, on how they were 
navigating and ruling us through it all. 

Many issues surfaced… one big one for the church was “does Govt. have the right to not allow 
us to gather as a church…for any reason?... is the government overstepping their boundaries and 
powers?

So we will be looking at:

1. Why did God establish civil government?
2. What should govt. do?
3. Is it ever right to disobey govt.?
4. Is it ok to change govt?
5. Does the Bible support monarchies? Or does God and the Bible favor some other form of 
govt. as democracies?

Three weeks: read pages 426-486

The third week Michael will be sharing his experience, working for the govt. and his challenges 
to remain a Christian!


