
· This is part 3 of my “Women In Ministry” series.
· An exhaustive survey of all the Bible teaches on the topic and all the big debates from people on two major sides
1. Egalitarians who think that women have no authority restrictions related to their gender in church leadership
2. Complementarians who think that, at minimum, women are not supposed to fill the biblical role of “elder”
3. Real believers on both sides
· But someone is wrong, and it matters.
· In my first video 
· PIC- 1st vid
· I tried to remove obstacles and beliefs that will cause us to bypass the Bible
· That might be the most important video in the series.
· In my second video 
· PIC – 2nd vid
· I gave a case that Genesis 1-3 seems to establish a husband’s leadership in relation to His wife but that this should not be used to keep a woman from having dominion and authority over the earth. 
· Today, we’ll broaden things past husbands and wives and look at women in various leadership positions in the Old Testament, but not able to be priests. 
· Deborah a judge of Israel (big deal)
· Female prophets
· Moses’ sister Miriam, as a leader
· There’s more than you probably realize!
1. Warning – examples are harder to decipher than teaching passages.
· The key will be the NT but this must be added.
· But WHY weren’t they priests?
· I’ve been watching your feedback and I think it will help to summarize my last video
· Summary of Gen 2 and 3 indications 
· Gen 1 – Woman’s relationship to creation
1. Women, like men, are made in God’s image.
2. Women have authority to subdue creation just as men do and should not therefore be kept from exercising dominion in relation to creation. 
· Gen 2 – Man and Woman’s relationship (particularly in marriage)
1. Adam is made first
· New Testament support for this in 1 Tim 2:12-13
2. Eve is made “for” Adam
· NT support for this is in 1 Cor 11:9-10
3. Adam names Eve
4. Adam, not Eve, is given commands from God that he must relay to Eve
· NT support for this in 1 Cor 15:22; Rom 5:14-19
· Gen 3 – 
1. Adam is first approached after the fall to give account even though Eve sinned first
2. Adam’s curse is on all mankind and all the earth whereas Eve’s curse is only in relation to women
3. The curse does not initiate role distinctions related to authority between Adam and Eve, it brings difficulty into them.
· I reject the “helper” argument.
· I reject the argument that the “Serpent subverted God’s pattern of leadership by tempting Eve rather than Adam.”
· The cumulative force of these arguments is very powerful.
1. It seems like we are neglecting to let the Bible lead us when we don’t acknowledge so many arrows pointing in the same direction
2. The first readers of Genesis would probably have noticed this MORE than we do today.
· Conclusion:
· PIC – 2nd Vid Conc
· A husband’s higher degree of authority in relation to his wife is pre-fall and part of God’s good design. It should not limit a woman’s ability to subdue the earth and have dominion over it, nor should it be used to invalidate a woman being made in God’s image, but it does inform us about how a husband and wife are to relate to each other with different authority roles. Each having great authority and the highest possible dignity while the husband has leadership within their relationship. Abuses and difficulties post fall don’t invalidate the harmony of Genesis 2.
1. It’s important to realize the debate isn’t over.
· Husband and wife roles don’t automatically answer all the other questions we have about Women In Ministry.
· So, let’s survey the OT to see how this plays out with how God used women in leadership roles in the OT.
· Because EXAMPLES of God using women may help us balance out and inform TEACHING passages about the role of women.
· I think both sides can learn from this
· Cs tend to minimize these women by not fully acknowledging their roles
1. Especially the strong Cs or those who hold to Patriarchalism
· Women shouldn’t have authority over men in society in general
· The worst C treatment of these women in the OT is to simply ignore them
· Es tend to maximize and stretch the data
1. Belleville, 
2. But, they force us to look at it! 
· And that is a kindness
· Initial perspective
· The OT is a record of events in a patriarchal culture.
1. Leaders in Israel are almost always men.
· Let’s not miss that.
· But does that reflect God’s ideals and commands or merely the environment of the time?
1. Examples can help
· May show countercultural elements in God’s word in Israel
2. Clear teaching is better
· Miriam, the sister of Moses and Aaron
· Belleville
1. PIC – qt – B on OT
2. “It is clear that historically women have been gifted for ministry. Gifting, however, does not necessarily make a leader. While women appear in a variety of ministry roles in the Bible, the key questions are whether these roles warrant the label of leadership—especially leadership over men—and whether the community of faith affirms women in these roles. The answer on both accounts is a decided yes. 
· Two Views pg 51
3. PIC – qt – B on M
4. As early as Mosaic times, women were affirmed as leaders of God’s people. Miriam, for instance, was sent by the Lord (along with her two brothers) to “lead” (MT ) Israel during the wilderness years (Mic. 6:4). She was held in such high regard as a leader that Israel would not travel until she was back at the helm (Num. 12:1–16). Micah 6:4 is particularly important because it shows that Miriam’s role was traditionally and historically understood as a leadership one by the community of faith centuries later.” – Two Views on Women in Ministry, 51-52
· Two points she makes
1. That Miriam was leading men because Micah 6:4 should be translated “lead”
2. That the people were so dependent on her as a leader that they would not travel until she was back in her role as leader.
· We’ll tackle Micah 6:4 first
1. Micah 6:4 (NASB95) 4“Indeed, I brought you up from the land of Egypt And ransomed you from the house of slavery, And I sent before you Moses, Aaron and Miriam. 
· Payne echos Belleville – on pg 55 of his egalitarian book, Man and Woman, One in Christ
· PIC – qt – P on M
· The prophetess Miriam is sent by God “to lead” Israel (Mic 6: 4; cf. Exod 15: 20– 21). Man and Woman, 55
· I’ve seen this echoed from several Es
· The Hebrew can mean “lead”
· The LXX also can mean “lead”
· But, it’s GOD who is the subject, not Moses, Aaron and Miriam.
· The word Belleville is leaning on is “I brought”, not “sent before”
· Much softer term. 
· Belleville stretches things.
· Miriam was in role that had some relation to leading but not “at the helm” as Belleville says.
2. “She was held in such high regard as a leader that Israel would not travel until she was back at the helm (Num. 12:1–16).”
· Belleville's summary of this is to emphasize that the people had a collective will that effectively said, "you are an important leader and we won't travel on without you in that place of leadership". 
· Is that right?
· Is that what the Bible says?
· Read Numbers 12:1-16
· Moses is a different kind of leader than others, even than Aaron or Miriam.
· They might prophesy (Miriam does) but Moses has a much stronger and higher role.
· She’s being rebuked for usurping Moses’ authority.
· Now, to Belleville’s claim
· “She was held in such high regard as a leader that Israel would not travel until she was back at the helm”
· PIC – qt - Mow on M
· Another egalitarian scholar, Marg [Mosskoh], says the same https://margmowczko.com/miriam-prophetess-ministry-to-women/ 
· Yes, these are typical arguments, not fringe.
· Numbers 12:15–16 (ESV) 15So Miriam was shut outside the camp seven days, and the people did not set out on the march till Miriam was brought in again. 16After that the people set out from Hazeroth, and camped in the wilderness of Paran. 
· Note, nothing about the will of the people.
· Belleville’s point DEPENDS on that.
· When Israel travelled was NOT decided by democracy!
· Num 9:15-23
· Belleville’s two points fail.
· What role did Miriam have?
· A prophetess (as Num 12 hints at) but not a leader like Moses.
· A prominent women was able to tell the people what God was saying.
· One example of her leading in some way is Ex 15:20-21
· Moses leads the people in a song of deliverance from Pharaoh by God. Then…
· Exodus 15:20–21 (ESV) 20Then Miriam the prophetess, the sister of Aaron, took a tambourine in her hand, and all the women went out after her with tambourines and dancing. 21And Miriam sang to them: “Sing to the Lord, for he has triumphed gloriously; the horse and his rider he has thrown into the sea.” 
· She is leading women.
· Grudem and Piper say 
· PIC – qt – PG on M
· “For example, Miriam, the prophetess, focused her ministry, as far as we can tell, on the women of Israel (Exodus 15:20).” Recovering Biblical Manhood and Womanhood (Revised Edition) (p. 89). Crossway. Kindle Edition.
· Marg Mosskoh (Mowczko) pushes back and says that while Miriam is leading the women in song she is singing to the men.
· So she encourages men to sing to the Lord.
· We are leaning too hard on little data.
· BUT, her complaint against Moses in Num 12 implies God spoke through her to the people in general. 
· We CANNOT limit female prophets to speaking to women! I’m just noticing the text here. 
· Nor would I limit her to prophetic singing as some commentators do.
· Miriam had a degree of leadership. 
· Not like Moses
· She’s rebuked for pushing for that
· Not a priest like Aaron
· With some limits
· At least sometimes focused on women
· Connected to prophesy.
· Now, we’ll ask how much a prophetess is a “leader” and if that kind of leadership may have had limitations.
· Huldah (2 Kings 22:14)
· Belleville makes much of the king preferring counsel from Huldah over other prophets at the time (Jeremiah, Zephaniah, Nahum and Habakkuk)
· PIC – qt – P on H
1. From page 56 of Man and Woman: One in Christ
· PIC – qt – K on H
· PIC – qt – B on H
1. But Huldah is present in Jerusalem at the time. If they passed over others in search of her it would be more important.
· It’s likely that she was the closest
2. She also has a relative who was likely in the court of the king. 
· Her husband was a “keeper of the wardrobe”
· Both 2 Chr and 2 Kings point this out
· Kings and prophets often had difficult relationships, a connection would help.
3. Look to the text for explanations BEFORE adding your own.
4. Still, she was a prophetess and sought by the king for direction from God.
· That’s enough to be important for our study.
· Those extremists who think women have nothing to contribute are wrong.
· If there are some restrictions, they aren’t universal.
· Isaiah’s wife?
· Isaiah calls her the prophetess in 8:3
· Noadiah (Neh 6:14)
· A bad “prophetess” who was hired to go against Nehemiah and his cause
· She would only go to establish frequency of female prophets
1. But how important is “frequency” if it includes false prophetesses? Not very.
· Exclude Noadiah
· But, I’m opposed to thinking that the only female prophets were the ones we read about.
1. There were very likely more.
· But still, infrequent.
· Too many possible explanations 
· 1- they are busy
· 2- they are less respected
· 3- they are not as preferred by God
· There was no problem with women being prophets.
· That’s a big deal.
· It can’t be explained as God only using women when there were no good men
1. Miriam and Huldah refute that
· Do your church rules make that a no-no?
· I’ll lean on this more later on.
1. But I can’t see a rule that says to a woman “You believe God’s given you a message for us all but you can’t share it publicly”
2. Next week! 
· Are women prophets a proof that we can have women elders?
· Women in other roles
· Deborah
· A strong case for at least occasional high level female leadership in OT Israel. Though the fact that all other judges were male shouldn’t be overlooked.
1. One conclusion is that a female leader is clearly not forbidden though it seems very extraordinary. 	
· But the Scripture seems more nuanced then either Es or Cs tend to notice.
· She functions a lot like Samuel did in judging and prophesying
1. Judges did more than “private counseling” or “non-public service”
· Some Cs try to say that
2. 5She used to sit under the palm of Deborah between Ramah and Bethel in the hill country of Ephraim, and the people of Israel came up to her for judgment. 
· They would handle “difficult cases” that local leaders couldn’t
· Some judges are more focused on one tribe but Deborah was national
· “the people of Israel came up to her for judgment”
· Clearly, a woman in leadership, appointed by God.
· Deuteronomy 17:8 (ESV) 8“If any case arises requiring decision between one kind of homicide and another, one kind of legal right and another, or one kind of assault and another, any case within your towns that is too difficult for you, then you shall arise and go up to the place that the Lord your God will choose. 9And you shall come to the Levitical priests and to the judge who is in office in those days, and you shall consult them, and they shall declare to you the decision. 
1. Deborah’s function as judge is a rather high judge function. She would have handled hard cases that local community leaders could not decide.
· Judges 4:4–5 (ESV) 
4Now Deborah, a prophetess, the wife of Lappidoth, was judging Israel at that time. 
5She used to sit under the palm of Deborah between Ramah and Bethel in the hill country of Ephraim, and the people of Israel came up to her for judgment. 
1. One C source said Deborah wasn’t appointed by God, or raised up by God because it doesn’t say so specifically while several other judges are said to be “raised up” by God.
· This is false
· Judges 2:16, 18 	
· A blanket statement that the “judges” in this book are “raised up” by God
· And Deborah’s works fits the pattern in Judges 2
· 1- people sin and are afflicted by enemies
· 2- a judge is raised up
· 3- deliverance happens for that judge’s life time
· Judges 4:31 “and the land had rest for forty years”
· Deborah was a rare judge in that she didn’t blow it later on as far as we know.
2. She plants herself between communities so that people from those communities can come to her to decide on situations. Like supreme court.
· She also gives commands to Barak and the troups of Israel as a prophet/leader
1. Judges 4:6–7 (ESV) 6She sent and summoned Barak the son of Abinoam from Kedesh-naphtali and said to him, “Has not the Lord, the God of Israel, commanded you, ‘Go, gather your men at Mount Tabor, taking 10,000 from the people of Naphtali and the people of Zebulun. 7And I will draw out Sisera, the general of Jabin’s army, to meet you by the river Kishon with his chariots and his troops, and I will give him into your hand’?” 
2. E overreach – Aimee Byrd, Recovering from Biblical Manhood and Womanhood
· PIC – qt – AB on B
· Barak couldn’t run down to the local Walmart in Bethel and buy a 5.99 bible. Revelation was not complete at this time. They had the books of Moses, but those would not have been accessible to the general public. They would have known the 10 commandments, but other than that, where would one go for the word of God? They could go only one place: Deborah. She WAS the word of God to Israel. (here she quotes Sam Powell)
· Byrd, Aimee. Recovering from Biblical Manhood and Womanhood: How the Church Needs to Rediscover Her Purpose (p. 78). Zondervan. Kindle Edition.
· No, and no.
· The priests were a source
· Spread through Israel and teaching the Law.
· Judges only brought occasional prophetic messages, not Bible studies.
· The people were tasked to teach themselves and their children.
· Preaches well, but it’s not accurate. (her whole book)
· PIC – book Aimee Byrd
· Sometimes people are so good at preaching that it makes them bad at teaching the Bible well.
· It’s too easy to make it say what they want.
3. Did she command him or not?
· “Has not the Lord, the God of Israel, commanded you…”
· It does make it seem that Barak already knew this and hadn’t obeyed yet.
· But…
· Judges 4:14 (ESV) 14And Deborah said to Barak, “Up! For this is the day in which the Lord has given Sisera into your hand. Does not the Lord go out before you?” So Barak went down from Mount Tabor with 10,000 men following him. 
· As a prophet, she relays God’s instructions. She isn’t making the call.
· There’s a real difference. And perhaps this is a key to why women being prophets isn’t a total E trump card.
4. But, usually the judge would lead the army.
· Could this imply some special limits to Deborah because she is a woman?
· E response could be 
· That’s because the culture required it.
· Possibly, but it still shows Deborah was different in an interesting way than all other judges we are aware of.
· No other judge seems to have someone else leading the army.
· Samuel? That’s after a king was appointed and Samuel is no longer a traditional judge.
· But what are we to make of the following?
1. Judges 4:8–9 (ESV) 
8Barak said to her, “If you will go with me, I will go, but if you will not go with me, I will not go.” 
9And she said, “I will surely go with you. Nevertheless, the road on which you are going will not lead to your glory, for the Lord will sell Sisera into the hand of a woman.” Then Deborah arose and went with Barak to Kedesh. 
· Is Barak being rebuked for not stepping up as a man?
· Is it important for God to remind us, even with Deborah as a judge, that there was a man who should have been leading but refused?
· E’s interpretation
· PIC – qt AB on B2 - Amy Byrd’s book, pg 78
· Many of us have been taught that he is cowardly to insist that Deborah come along. But these words are wise and full of faith. We see this in the story told through Deborah’s perspective, which is a beautiful song of praise to the Lord.
· Recovering from Biblical Manhood and Womanhood, 78
· PIC – qt AB on B3
· Deborah’s response that she will gladly go, but that a woman is going to have the honor of taking down Sisera, is not a rebuke. Barak wasn’t after his own glory; he sings along with Deborah, glorifying God for the victory. – pg 79
· What was the shame?
· Was it that Barak wouldn’t move forward without the protection of a women?
· Was it that Barak simply hesitated to have the faith to go forward without extra insurance?
· We might just assume our view here.
· What was the significance of the death of Sisera not only at the hands of someone other than Barak but at the hands of a woman?
· Aimee Byrd says, “God, not Barak, gets the glory”
· But that’s not right. 
· God gets the overall glory… but
· Jael gets the credit that would have gone to Barak in Judges 5
· One phrase about Barak
· Vs 12 “Arise, Barak, lead away your captives, O son of Abinoam.”
· A whole section of the song is about Jael
· Vs 6 calls this time “the days of Jael”
· 24-27 “Most blessed of women be Jael”
· At minimum
· In their culture, it’s embarrassing to Barak that a woman beat Sisera
· Is that God’s commentary against women as leaders?
· Maybe, maybe not.
· Conclusions on Deborah
1. She was a leader 
· Not priest, not a king/queen, not military leader
· But a judge
2. She was a prophet
3. Test the C claim that women leading is only when men won’t or aren’t available to do so.
· Balance
· Some indications of male abandonment of responsibility in the story of Deborah 
· But it’s qualified
· She has less leadership in some ways and seems to emphasize this in 
· 1 – her interactions with Barak 
· 2 – how she didn’t lead the military as other judges did
· 3 – how she calls herself a “mother” not a leader
· Yet calls others leaders in the same song
· 4 – how she is deeply concerned with the lack of leadership in Israel stepping up
· It’s a theme throughout Judges 4-5
· 5 – how she chastens Barak for not stepping up and says his glory will be given to a woman
· It seems thematic.
· Therefore, Es using this passage to refute normal distinctions between men and women seems a stretch
· BUT – Cs overreach
· BUT, in her role as governmental judge, she doesn’t seem to be overstepping anything.
· That includes a measure of authority over men!
· Women in politics?
· Perhaps it wasn’t typical, but it wasn’t ruled out
· How does it apply to women as apostles or biblical elders in churches?
· Let’s gather more biblical data first. 
· Royal women
· Jezebel
1. Most Es avoid Jezebel for obvious reasons
2. E claim - Ruled with more authority than her husband (Ahab)
3. One E says, Yes, she was evil but her role was accepted (I searched and can’t find which one I read/heard this from)
· Was it?
· 1 Kings 21:8 (ESV) 8So she wrote letters in Ahab’s name and sealed them with his seal, and she sent the letters to the elders and the leaders who lived with Naboth in his city. 
· Why did she have to send instructions in her husband’s name?
· Didn’t have royal authority like Ahab.
· What was she?
· A cult leader
· Had hundreds of false prophets she led.
· Athaliah 
1. PIC – B on A
· Women in the ancient Near East provided political leadership. Some were heads of state. Athaliah, for example, “ruled the land” of Israel from 842 to 836 BC (2 Kgs. 11:3), - Two Views, pg 52
2. Read 2 Kings 11:1-4
3. An evil ruler and murderer but a female royal in charge of the kingdom. She, “reigned over the land” vs 4.
4. We can’t learn much from this example
· She usurped authority and it’s seen as bad all the way through 
· Esther
1. Foreign land
2. Follows Mordecai 
3. Still, carries some authority and is seen as a hero
4. Only relevant to those who want to say women can’t have any authority of any kind.
· But hers was always under the king.
· OTHERS
· “Women who were advisors to heads of state” – according to Belleville (Two Views, 53)
1. The “wise woman” from Tekoa of 2 Sam 14
· Joab uses her to get David to allow his son to come back. 
· Belleville calls her an “advisor” but this seems a bit bloated. She only does what Joab says to do, having no function of providing her own wisdom, as it says, 
· 2 Sam 14:3 “So Joab put the words in her mouth.”  
· She has no official position. Just a woman talking to David
· I don’t see a leadership role in this case. Belleville’s claim that she was one of those women who “were advisors to heads of state” seems false.
2. The “wise woman” in 2 Sam 20:16-22
· Her city is under siege for harboring a rebel and Joab is going to destroy it. So she barters with Joab and offers the head of the rebel. 
· She wasn’t in an adviser position as one who was sought for council by a head of state. 
· This too is typical conflation from Belleville.
· All the Es quote Belleville
· BUT, even though you can’t call her an advisor to a head of state you should conclude that she had the authority to speak for the whole town in negotiating peace during this crisis.
· But she isn’t called a leader, or elder. She’s a wise woman.
· A woman who exercises political power in a moment of crisis but may not have had a political position
· Can I say that women holding political power (judge, queen, town representative) doesn’t seem to be a problem?
1. But it’s limited in some ways
2. C pushback – but it’s not typical!
· Is it only in times of crisis or men abandoning their roles?
· So, the point is that it’s not restricted.
· Were women rulers considered a bad thing?	
1. Isaiah 3:12 (ESV) 12My people—infants are their oppressors, and women rule over them. O my people, your guides mislead you and they have swallowed up the course of your paths. 
· Textual issue
· It might be “creditors” instead of “women”
· NET, GNB, LXX, 
· The words are real close in Hebrew. Same consonants, different vowels.
· Vs 14 supports the idea of creditors (only two verses later)
· Isaiah 3:14 (ESV) 14The Lord will enter into judgment with the elders and princes of his people: “It is you who have devoured the vineyard, the spoil of the poor is in your houses. 
· Lenders who charge interest to the poor and take their possessions.
· Forbidden in Israel
2. But, let’s take the “women” reading.
· Does this mean that women leading is generally bad and is a punishment on a community?
· Some say it does. – extreme views
· Options
· Women were in official positions of rulership and that was bad
· Women were unofficially ruling in bad ways
· The king’s harem
· With Solomon they led him and Israel into idolatry through their influence on their husband
· With Ahab – the same and worse
· What about during Isaiah’s time?
· Jotham, at 25 years old, started reigning over Judah after Uzziah, his father, died. He did good except for the high places. His mother is mentioned in connection to him. No commentary as to why. Possibly because she was the daughter of Zadok, an important figure. 
· That’s a bit young to rule but not crazy young like with an 8 year old.
· But, Isaiah 1-5 may be about 739, during the beginning of Ahaz’s reign. Not Jotham’s.
· Ahaz was 20 when he started to reign. (2 Kings 16)
· He made his son pass through the fire
· He worshipped false gods actively like pagan kings before Israel
· Women rulers were oppressing but that isn’t about them being women
· Women in Israel were ordering their husband’s around, demanding things that aren’t good
· Male leaders lacked vigor or manliness
· Points to include in any interpretation
· Women weren’t in official rulership positions at the time as far as I know
· In fact, Micah, a prophet contemporary to Isaiah points at the flaws of their male leaders. No mention of female leaders.
· Isaiah 1:23 (ESV) 23Your princes are rebels and companions of thieves. Everyone loves a bribe and runs after gifts. They do not bring justice to the fatherless, and the widow’s cause does not come to them. 
· The leaders God is upset about are male.
· Infants weren’t ruling them. If that’s not literal than why is “women”?
· In the same verse we see that this part of the prophecy is about CURRENT rulers, not future ones. 
· “Your guides mislead you”
· These leaders are metaphorically children and women who are currently misleading the people and oppressing them.
· Context
· In Isaiah 3 God predicts He will remove their leaders and bring them to such poverty that they will end up having unqualified people to lead them
· Isaiah 3:4 (ESV) 4And I will make boys their princes, and infants shall rule over them. 
· In 3:12 the irony is that the people leading them now are already unqualified.
· They are like children, or women.
· Another reason to think this isn’t about literal women leaders
· Women are specifically rebuked in chapter 3 in detail. 
· None of the rebukes are about them leading. It’s about pride, materialism and lack of character. 
· But why are women leaders bad?
· It’s bad because women aren’t supposed to lead
· It’s bad because women aren’t desired to lead by the people and likening the current rulers to women is like saying, “you’ve already got lousy leaders”
· When the people have no one to call on, when all the apparently qualified people are gone, they choose anyone to be a leader, including people who aren’t fit for the job. That seems, at least to them, to include women. Why?
· The only point that relates to my current study is this. Are women leaders of government a generally bad thing in God’s eyes?
· WHY aren’t women considered good for leadership of the country and towns?
· They aren’t supposed to because of role distinctions?
· Possible but unexpressed.
· That makes it genetic
·  A parallel to Isaiah’s time would be leaders who never should have been in office for genetic reasons
· But the Davidic lineage is intact!
· They aren’t respected?
· Less likely. Why not call them “fools”
· They aren’t trained and experienced?
· Quite possible. Women were not.
· Fits the idea that conduct, not nature, is the issue.
· Don’t base a view on an unclear passage!
· Truly can be explained in E or C ways.
· But the leaders (in the case of Ahaz especially) may have well had genetic qualifications. It’s their conduct, not their origin that is the problem. I think the first option fits best.
PRIESTS
· Women were priests in other cultures. But under the Law they are forbidden from being priests. 
· A complementarian view is that this is because the highest spiritual authority role was kept for men.
· And that the NT continues this with women not being elders.
· I’ve seen two alternate views among egalitarians. 
· Keener says it is because they were ceremonially unclean
· Others echo this same idea a lot
· Belleville says,
· PIC – qt – B on Ls
· “The only exception was the Levitical priesthood, where purity laws precluded Jewish women from serving in certain ceremonial roles due to uncleanness related to childbirth and menstruation.” - Two Views, 53
· They had a regular uncleanness due to monthly cycles but it’s easy enough for them to not serve at that time. 
· Women regularly do things that unclean people can’t do!
· Participating in worship music, community gatherings, feast day celebrations, preparing Passover, 
· A person that was constantly unclean (leper) couldn’t enter the tabernacle court. But women could. 
· This shows women were NOT treated as constantly unclean under the law. 
· So, to rely on such a view seems to contradict Scripture.
· They were not continually unclean. Only occasionally.
· So were the men! 
· If they touched and unclean thing, had a wound, sickness, bodily issues.
· And that didn’t prevent them from serving. 
· I reject this explanation
· Payne says something new to me
· PIC – qt – P on Ls
· “The only social or religious position of significance that women are not recorded in the OT as holding the office of priest. The most obvious reason for this is the association of priestesses in some heathen cults with prostitutes, which Deut 23: 17 prohibits.” - Man and Woman, One in Christ (p. 57)
· ME - This is new! 
· Women weren't priests because of prostitution in other religions?
· Let’s test it.
· Deut 23:17 
· says none of the men or women shall be cult prostitutes. 
· That isn't barring them from being priestesses! 
· And it applies to men as well as women. 
· If a command not to let men be prostitutes was enough then why also bar women from being priestesses? This seems forced.
· Conclusion: 
· Uncleanness and prostitution both seem forced.
· Do you feel it?
· Egalitarian views are often forced.
· I didn’t expect this, but I’m going to call it out.
· I expected, hoped for, solid explanations that would change my views.
· The male role of authority seems a better explanation 
· but we must acknowledge it is not EXPRESSLY explained in the Bible as that.
· But, this becomes much stronger with a cumulative case.
· In what way did the priest have authority?
· Teachers of the law
· Affirming when someone was or was not clean
· Being a regular go-to source for inquiring of the Lord
· Bridging the gap between the people and God
· Representing the people before God in the tabernacle
· Is there a typological significance that relates to this?
· Adam represents us all more so than Eve
· Priests more so than the rest (and they are all male)
· Jesus represents us all and is also male. 
· I’m not saying that representation absolutely MUST mean authority but it fits rather naturally with it.
· It’s a soft evidence toward complementarian views.
· What women were
· Town representatives, at least in crisis
· Queens with limited authority
· A judge who, for decades, made authoritative rulings for cases passed up to her from local authorities
· Prophets
1. Less often than men but still with God’s clear approval
2. NOT as a result of crisis
3. NOT as a result of men abandoning responsibilities 
4. Clearly approved in NT
· How can a woman be a prophet but not an elder in church?
· We will discuss it in detail next week
5. Are prophetesses a E trump card?
· Wait for the NT for this.	
· But that’s how we’ll have a comprehensive, biblical understanding. 
· What women were not
· Kings 	
1. Es fail to provide any positive example of that
2. Based on example mostly
3. Could be culturally influenced
· Military leaders
1. Perhaps by design given the example of Deborah
2. Military leaders actually fought.
· Women aren’t as good at that.
3. Could be culturally influenced but hard to dismiss
· Priests
1. By God’s design 
2. even though female priests existed in other religions
3. This COULD be very consistent with the NT requiring men to fill the role of Elder.
· Typically patriarchal/male leadership
· Occasionally female leaders but not of the highest kinds
· Prophetesses we’ll address next week
· Preists – seems important
1. If combined with NT support, this could be big.
· Conclusions from this study
· Egalitarians fail to make a positive case that there’s no role differences at all
1. Because they stretch things
· Cs fail to rule out all women in all leadership
1. Though it could be less than ideal.
2. It can’t be ruled out.
3. Biggest takeaway
· But, the overall flow of the OT supports men in the highest roles, particularly priests.
· NEXT WEEK
· Were there women apostles?
· Women elders, deacons, teachers?
1. Es say YES!
· Do female prophets mean women can be elders?
· What do we make of the E argument that God gives spiritual gifts to men and women so you can’t rule them out of any role that uses those gifts?
Yes, it’s slow. Thanks for your patience
	My goal – to have a comprehensive biblical view.













· Women who are called colaborers 
1. Both Keener and Belleville really press this.
2. “Paul also often uses the verb  (“to labor”) to designate those involved in ministry (1 Cor. 16:16). Indeed, the term kopiaomm often describes his own ministry (1 Cor. 4:12; 15:10; Gal. 4:11; Phil. 2:16; Col. 1:29; 1 Tim. 4:10). In some texts, leaders are said to labor, or work hard (1 Cor. 16:16; 1 Thess. 5:12; 1 Tim. 5:17). What is remarkable is that a number of women are noted by Paul as having worked hard: Mary (Rom. 16:6) and Tryphaena, Tryphosa, and Persis (v. 12). Egalitarians conclude from this that women functioned as leaders in the early church.”
· Schreiner, Two Views, 280-1
· It seems like obvious overreach to conclude that these are leaders/elders or apostles. 
3. The chosen lady in 2 John 1
· “30See Aída B. Spencer, Beyond the Curse: Women Called to Ministry (Nashville: Nelson, 1985), 109–12; Tucker and Liefeld, Daughters of the Church, 74–75.”
· Two Views, 322
· 



