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Prologue

Contractions of Prophetic Purpose
 

“And I will put enmity between you and the woman, and between your seed and her seed; he shall bruise your head, and you shall bruise His heel.” (Genesis 3:15/NKJV)

As it has been from the beginning, the prophetic destiny and purpose of women in God’s redemptive design is truly unique. The very first announcement regarding redemption was that a woman’s seed would bruise the serpent’s head and bring his demise. As Christians we realize that “the seed” of which God spoke is none other than the Savior Himself, the Lord Jesus Christ, pointing prophetically to His incarnation and virgin birth. But the idea of redemption coming through a “woman’s seed,” rather than that of a man, speaks volumes. In Christian theology we are taught that the reason God chose this path was due to Adam’s willful fall in contrast to Eve’s deception. The consequence of his sinful state was that his seed, which perpetuates mankind’s bloodline (Acts 17:26, NKJV, Darby, Young’s), would be contaminated with sin and spread that sinful nature to all his descendants. This corruption in the “seed of man” would then reproduce death for all humanity (Romans 5:12, 1 Corinthians 15:21-22). Because of this condition, God chose the woman, whose seed (according to genetic science) is unable to establish blood type, nor determine the child’s gender without the additional DNA provided by the seed of the father. In addition, once pregnant, the mother’s blood never mixes directly with that of the child’s. As a result, she was the perfect vessel to receive the Divine Seed to birth the redeemer. When you consider the scientific merit of the scripture, the virgin birth and the purity of the Savior is even more compelling. Yet, the incarnation of Christ is not just about the miracle of a virgin getting pregnant, but that a sinless redeemer could be manifested in the earth and a woman would be His conduit. It is for this reason that the enmity God spoke about between Satan and the woman would be so intense. The war between them did not exist because God cursed the woman for partaking of the Tree of the Knowledge of Good and Evil, but because God pronounced that “her seed” would be the agent of mankind’s redemption. When we reread the scriptures in Genesis, we find that God directed the curse of enmity to the serpent because the evil one instigated the fall (Genesis 3:14-15). It would be from this point that the wicked one would take all the potency of his fiery venom and assault women any way he could to prevent her seed from coming forth.

Many theologians believe that when God first acts or speaks, He sets a precedent for spiritual principles that follow (scholars call this, “the Law of First Mention”). For example: The fact that God first created Adam and then fashioned Eve from his rib establishes the man as the head of the marital relationship. If this principle is true, then we must also take into account how humanity’s redemptive process occurred. In short, it all started with a Divine decree over a woman to bring forth the Redeemer. Despite disagreements among some theologians about God’s first acts establishing divine precedent, the scripture itself will bear out a consistent reoccurring pattern in which women have been chosen to bring forth new seasons and dispensations in the redemptive process of humanity.

With this evident pattern (which we will discuss further in the next chapter), humanity, even in its unregenerate state, began to see vague truths of its decaying dilemma and God’s use of women. Nevertheless, Satan was not slow in capitalizing on the undefined shadows of truth we ascertained and he quickly began perverting what we discovered. With his help, we brought those shadows to extremes, creating longer, more enduring distress, which resulted in greater torment for both men and women.

Three major extremes resulted from this perversion of understanding, with many smaller adjuncts spinning off as time went on. The first was the exaltation of the divine aspects in the female creation to the level of goddess. This evolved through the ministry of the priestess along with the act of sacred sex for male divine enlightenment, as was practiced in the Isis cults. The intended result was that the most pure of women would be perpetually impregnated with the “seed of man” rather than that of the redeemer.

The second was the sacrificial offering of virgins to appease angry gods. This was a useful tool for evil to quench the prophecy of the woman’s seed. The concept of seeking the purest virgin and sacrificing her as an offering was a crafty way of eliminating a potential candidate for the redeeming seed. Satan, being the ultimate legalist, perceived that only the most pure of virgins could fulfill the requirements for the birth of the redeemer, so to kill off a favored virgin was an excellent way to prevent her from bearing the threatening offspring.

Lastly is the subordination of women in patriarchal societies like Talmudic Judaism and Greek Stoicism, which became most influential in both Middle Eastern and Western culture and remains to this day. Although human sacrifice (particularly that of virgins) is no longer a common practice, both Western and Eastern culture still swing back and forth between the subordination and deification of women. Things really get distorted in religious cultures, ancient and contemporary, where both concepts of women exist simultaneously. There are many religious cultures in which women are subordinate to men, yet the highest of deities worshipped are female.

Though briefly stated, when you put all these items together, there has been, and continues to be, a great struggle between God’s design for women and the powers of Hell. On the following pages we will focus on several key women in scripture who gave birth to spiritual revolution at important times in redemption’s process. These women are Mary the mother of our Lord, Mary Magdalene, and the Woman at the Well. In addition, we are also going to highlight characteristics of certain men in the lives of these women and see how they interacted with them. In each example, we will seek to extract the visionary intention God encased within them and address the prophetic purpose of women as it pertains to the new millennium.

It is not my intention to solve several thousand years of theological perspectives, or to change any particular denominational concept of a woman’s role in the church. Rather, it is my desire to share what our Lord and Savior, Jesus Christ, has been awakening in the hearts of both men and women as we lay the foundation of the last millennium. It is my prayer that through reading what follows, using a literal and figurative approach to scripture and Spirit, both men and women will find confirmation within their hearts to what God is saying and doing in their midst. For that matter, some of the issues that married couples struggle with may have nothing to do with hurts of the past, traumatic upbringing, former relationships or PMS, but may have everything to do with demonic assaults on anointed women with purpose, and on the men who support and cover them.




  



Chapter I

Conception - The Woman at the Well
 

“And at this point His disciples came, and they marveled that He talked with a woman; yet no one said, ‘What do You seek?’ or, ‘Why are You talking with her?’ The woman then left her water pot, went her way into the city, and said to the men, ‘Come, see a Man who told me all things that I ever did. Could this be the Christ?’ Then they went out of the city and came to Him.” (John 4:27-30/NKJV)

As I was contemplating in prayer how to begin this book, I felt impressed to start, in effect, at the end. The idea of clarifying the destination at the outset seemed to make the most sense. With that in mind, the end and final point is simply this: God desires men and women, young and old in each city, local and abroad, to come to know Him and His Redemptive Love. Though each people, group, city and nation is unique, requiring specific strategies to draw them to Christ, there are certain spiritual dynamics that are prophetically consistent across the board.

In the verses above there is a very profound statement; “Then they went out of the city and came to Him.” In this Gospel, a woman of tremendous controversy is at the center of a citywide spiritual revolution. Throughout the Gospel’s, only the destiny of another unsuspecting individual, the demoniac of the Gadarenes (Luke 8:26-39) equals the impact of her ministry. Apart from Christ Himself and the demoniac, no one person besides this Samaritan woman is ever mentioned who brought such a number of people to the Lord. This woman had been married five times, was currently unmarried and living with a man, a Samaritan, hence a racial outcast and worst of all, she’s a woman. Even the disciples knew that, culturally, Jesus should not be talking to her. Nonetheless, she was the divine key to the city of Samaria. To once again state the end at the beginning; there are cities to be won, lives to be changed and spiritual revolutions to occur because appointed women have yet to break their cultural and religious mindsets and awaken to the prophetic purpose beckoning within them to rise to the occasion.

The Samaritan woman’s story is a powerful one, especially when we understand the setting in which it occurred. As stated earlier, there were many reasons why this woman was unsuitable to be used according to the traditions of the day; multiple marriages, living with a man, the wrong nationality, and of course, female. Yet God not only chose to use her, but it would be her story and the conversation she had with Jesus that we would refer to when describing salvation as a “Well of Living Water” and our worship to be “in Spirit and in Truth.” To compound the culture clash, the scripture said that she “…went her way into the city, and said to the men…” Something happened when Jesus spoke to her. It caused a reaction that made her unafraid to speak to men in a religious culture that strictly forbade such activity.

The scripture does not describe her showing any disrespect to men, or rallying the women in her synagogue to pray in a manner that would demean the significant men in their lives. Rather, her transforming encounter with Christ gave her the ability to speak in such a culture and do it in such away that would stir the men to respond favorably.

We can apply this spiritual concept to our modern culture. Even though we live in a society where women are “so-called” liberated, we still have a gender prejudice prevailing on both sides. It is not just about a woman’s role in relation to men; it is the emotional and spiritual attitudes behind how we play them out. If women are to live out their prophetic purposes in this new era, all inner prejudices and fears must be dissolved. It is evident that in her powerful encounter with Jesus, this woman, this catalyst of spiritual revolution, this answer to the cry in her city, motivated her community, and the men in particular, to come to Christ.

This phenomenon holds true in many places throughout the patriarchal culture of the Old Testament. This was not the first time God spoke to a woman and provoked the man in her life to respond to God’s call. We already referred to God’s prophetic declaration regarding Eve and the redeemer in the Garden. Another woman with prophetic purpose was the mother of Samson, to whom the Angel of the Lord spoke in a field (Judges 13:3). The angel first approached her and said that she would bear a son and revealed his calling to her. It would be this unnamed Danite woman who would come home after this encounter and tell her husband, Manoah, of the angelic declaration. This news inspired her husband to pray and ask the Lord for further direction. The Lord did answer, but once again He first spoke to Manoah’s wife through the angel (Judges 13:9). She ran to her husband and told him that the angel had returned. Together they ran into the field and worshipped the Lord. Not long after that, Samson was born. Here again, a woman becomes a key in furthering redemption’s process. She may not have proclaimed her message to all, but she would carry, nurture and bear the deliverer who would break her people’s bondage and advance God’s plan.

Then there was Hannah, the mother of the Prophet Samuel. Like Samson’s mother, she was married to a godly man who treated her well. But it would be the long travailing prayers she pleaded in the temple (1 Samuel 1:9-20) that would cause the Lord to “remember her” and give her a son. Her child, Samuel, would be one of the greatest prophets ever to minister in Israel. Once more, the progress and feat of redemption’s will would be conceived in the spiritual womb of a woman. It would be her simple, earnest desire to have a child that would cause her to make a commitment that would resound in the Heavens. She would declare, “…give your maidservant a son, then I will give him to the Lord all the days of his life…” That’s all Heaven needed to hear and she conceived Samuel.

However, in the case of Hannah, it was not just about having a baby. It was her ability to pray with tenacious dedication. In her story, it almost appears as if God withholds His answer until she comes to a place that takes her prayers to a level of Divine call. It was no longer about praying for her desire, it was about praying for destiny. It’s as if God knew her anointed potential and waited until she was willing to commit to it. In retrospect, it was about her commitment to give the child to the Lord all the days of his life.

You may ask, “How can one give a child to the Lord all the days of his life?” By doing just what she did to conceive the child, pray for him with unwavering tenacity. Hannah did not say that she would give him to serve the Lord all the days of his life. But rather she said, “I will give him to the Lord all the days of His life.” She was not speaking about some ritual dedication, although she may have had one for him shortly after his birth. More accurately, she was committing to a life of prayer for her son before he was ever conceived; a life of prayer that would daily give him up to the Lord, with or without any rituals. You could say that Samuel’s ministerial success was due to him having a “personal intercessor” that would not retreat in daily prayer.

How many women today are wondering why some of the things they believe God desires to do in their lives, their families, their churches, and their cities seem to be on hold? Maybe, as in Hannah’s case, it’s because God knows the potential of their spiritual womb and until they stretch their inner commitment to bring it to full-term, He waits in silence. On the other hand, when Hannah transformed her physical womb into a spiritual one, she didn’t just bring forth a son, but also a prophet, and the fulfillment of a ministry. When she opened her spiritual womb and made that commitment, God came and answered.

Women of God, there are children of destiny to be born, both natural and spiritual. There are ministries to be conceived, anointings to be poured out, cities to be changed, and God awaits a spiritual womb through which to bring them.

Throughout the Old and New Testaments there are other such events, and these examples are not meant to reduce the call and destiny of men. After all, the Savior Himself is a man. But, whether in private prayer or in public proclamation, all the men in the world could not accomplish the fulfillment of Divine purpose without the spiritual character found in God’s prophetic design of women.

Now one may stop and think, “Yes I agree that God used these women, but what about Abraham, the father of our faith? Surely God first spoke to him.” True, but think of the significance of Sarah and the setting in which these events occurred. Even though God first spoke to Abraham (then called Abram) there still was an undeniable process that included Sarah. For that matter, the manifestation of “promise fulfillment” did not take place until Sarah heard from God herself and aligned with His purposes.

Before we go any further, let’s take a look at the culture from which Abraham and Sarah came, and from which God commissioned Abraham to leave (Genesis 12:1). Ur of the Chaldees is the ancient city of Mesopotamia. Today, it runs midway between Baghdad, Iraq and the Persian Gulf. Ur was a culture that had a strong dichotomy regarding women. In Ur, women were subordinate to all men, yet one of the highest deities was female. Ur’s Sumerian religion, as it was called, believed that all creation came forth from the divine word and that Ki, the goddess of the earth, was one of those divine creators. Next in importance after the creator gods were the deities of the heavens, which again had a high ruling goddess known as Inanna, the queen of heaven. In effect, both earth and sky were ruled by goddesses. Of course, there were male deities, gods as it were, but when it came to the skies, agriculture, procreation, love, war, and resurrection, these goddesses were responsible. Yet, in spite of these religious facts, the men significantly dominated their women.

This quick outline of historical culture creates a setting for us to picture the world in which Abraham and Sarah lived. God first approached Abraham, which was acceptable within the religious cultural order of the day. A man would never speak directly to a woman or another man’s wife, but first to her husband, father or brother. Yet, you can imagine all the times both Abraham and Sarah must have gone into the temple of Inanna, beseeching her for children, only to find her silent to their request. At this point, God Almighty, EI Shaddai, Jehovah Elohiym, Yahweh, an unknown God to them, male in manifestation, shows up to Abraham and says He will give them a son. Abraham believed what God said (Genesis 15:6), but Sarah had no first-hand knowledge of His words.

In ignorance, Sarah (then called Sarai) tried to resolve the problem of her barrenness and her husband’s desire to have a son by giving him her servant, Hagar, as a surrogate. Unfortunately, this only created further problems for them. The idea of using Hagar, which was culturally acceptable, was a natural (or carnal) answer to a spiritual dilemma. Spiritual matters must be resolved spiritually before we proceed to live them out in the natural. Keep in mind, Sarah came up with this idea, not Abraham. Yet he did not think it objectionable nor did he go against it, nor did he hesitate in its practice (Genesis 16:2-3). Why? Because Abraham was the only one who heard God and what he heard pertained only to him. Abraham heard and the result was faith for his part; but Sarah was clueless as to what was going on spiritually. At best, she could only rationalize her part, and therefore, barren in both faith and womb, try to do something about it.

We should pause for a moment, however, and give Sarah acknowledgement even in this state. After all, she took action based on what she could accept in her view and out of trust in her husband. She submitted and attempted to respond, but what she did was not what God intended. She was proceeding not only from the standpoint of simply being a loving wife (1 Peter 3:6), but also from a social paradigm that expected her to do exactly what she did. Here lies a crucial lesson. In societies where women are subordinate, not allowed to hear from God for themselves, relying on men (even “godly” men) to hear for them, there is a high potential to produce fruit contrary to God’s purposes…for both men and women (Galatians 3:29-30). In the case of Abraham, Sarah and Hagar, the war between the forthcoming children would be so devastating it would plague generations to come.

When God did revisit Abraham, He took His relationship with him to a new level; He entered into a covenant with Abraham and corrected him about whose womb the seed of promise would come through (Genesis 17:18-19). However, this discussion with Abraham was not far-reaching enough for redemption’s plan. God knew that Abraham’s faith alone would not be enough to produce what He wanted. Even after Abraham understood God’s intentions, God would visit Abraham yet again, but this time He would ask for the whereabouts of Sarah. Why? Because Sarah had to hear the Word of God for herself (Romans 10:17) to produce the miracle faith they needed. Abraham may have had the seed, but Sarah had the womb. God asked where she was and then spoke clearly enough for her to hear what He said (Genesis 18:9-10). Sarah laughed at first in what appears to be disbelief, but God’s Word is quick, powerful, and will not return to Him void (Hebrews 4:12; Isaiah 55:11). Soon she chose to believe and by faith she conceived.

“Because of faith also Sarah herself received physical power to conceive a child, even when she was long past the age for it, because she considered [God] Who had given her the promise to be reliable and trustworthy and true to His word.” (Hebrews 11:11/Amplified)

Think of the kind of faith Sarah needed. Abraham needed faith to plant his seed and trust that it would come forth from Sarah’s womb. Sarah, on the other hand, had to have faith to receive, believe there would be no miscarriages at her age, and that she would not die during childbirth. You may say that Abraham had to believe this, too. True, but Sarah had to experience it. To put it another way, it’s one thing to stand in faith for someone who has a personal challenge, but it’s another thing to endure in faith and go through the challenge personally. Another thought may be that since they were a married couple, they went through the challenge together. In one respect that is true and Abraham may have been a great encouragement for her. But in the end, even with all her servants around and a believing husband, Sarah had to carry this miracle and go through the birthing process herself.

At this point, specifically after the Hagar situation, it becomes progressively clearer in scripture that when God needed a woman to rise to the occasion, He addressed her Himself. God does not desire to unnecessarily upset cultures and social paradigms, but He definitely has an agenda and it definitely includes women in focal ways. In that light, if upsetting a cultural paradigm is necessary, He will do it over time. To summarize, there would be no child of promise, either in the natural or in the Spirit, until Sarah took an unwavering stance of faith in spite of her age and past experience.

If we leave this principle in the confines of physical gender, we can come up short as to what God is laying forth for us in winning cities and nations. For that matter, if we just leave it in the physical and buy into the idea that only women can birth spiritual revolution because of their gender, we will lose a more vibrant, broader, spiritual view. In the end we will plummet into the very legalism that we are trying to emerge out of and will give Satan a foothold. But, if we receive this principle from a broader, spiritual view, we can apply this dynamic to other things, such as the local church, to mention one of many examples.

Many pastors have a seed within them, a vision from God to bring their communities to Christ. Thus, like Abraham to Sarah, they preach and teach the vision God has given them in different ways. Yet, it is not until the congregation, made up of both men and women, conceive it, carry it, and bring it to birth that a community is transformed and revolutionized. For that matter, many congregations today give their pastors and leadership “Hagars” instead of their Divine corporate womb. Worse yet, like Abraham, their pastors accept it, without hesitation or objection. The Hagars offered are the regurgitated visions of others, possibly from someone else’s pastor or Christian leader, maybe seen on television, heard on radio, noted during a conference, or read in a book. These mediums become the substitutes and surrogates for genuine congregational spirituality. Then for years that follow, pastors and congregants are raising Ishmaels instead of Isaacs.

What God would have us produce through prayer, fasting and cooperate unity is a fertile spiritual womb that can transform a city. This doesn’t mean that every conference, book or form of media is bad, but as a united body we should gather both privately and corporately to pray and seek God to receive His purpose for our church and city. If God “refers” us to a conference or book, then we should implement and share its content, but only if God is doing the leading. In many cases, the spiritual revolution that God wants us to apprehend cannot be found in the pages of a book or through an experience of someone else’s ministry. Rather, the strategy for our lives, our churches and our communities are usually found in the prayerful unity and humility of the congregation. For each of us we need to look (like Abraham, Sarah, Hannah, Manoah, his wife, and of course, the Woman at the Well) to a horizon we have never seen. The understanding of women being a revolutionary key transcends physical gender and opens to us a vast chasm of spiritual principles with a host of variations and potential.

Let’s return now to “the Woman at the Well.” Supported by these other examples, we can also see that women are found at key transition points in the process of the Divine agenda. In the case of Sarah, she was not just giving birth to a child she had thought impossible to conceive; she gave birth to a nation. In the case of Manoah’s wife, she gave birth to a ministry of deliverance and freedom for a people. In the case of Hannah, she gave birth to a prophetic ministry with a commitment to daily prayer to see it fulfill its destiny. In the case of the Woman at the Well, she was the Divine womb through whom the entire city of Samaria would be revolutionized to Christ.

There is something in God’s design of the feminine composition that cries out for conception, gestation and birth. Men, on the other hand, desire to plant, hear the cry of vision, and bring it to maturity. But there is something in the spiritual make-up of what is uniquely female that is a necessary part in the prophetic plan. There is something about the feeling of redemption stirring inside her womb, the experience of forcing it out into the world, and nurturing what God desires. There are women who have a call to pray and others to proclaim (and many have both), in a manner that only the unique quality of being female can fulfill.

It appears that many of us in the church world are aware that we are in a time of transition, a time of radical change, and a time when the prophetic clock is stepping up its pace. It is here at this point that God begins to move on women in all different ways to bring to birth what lies ahead. Some are sensing a passion for private travailing prayer like never before. Others have become aware of the stirring of the Spirit with an intensity resembling movement in an expectant womb. Yet others, who have had ministries in particular venues, are sensing a radical course change, a stretching or contracting into a new, uncharted focus and direction.

The Woman at the Well sets the stage for something that can only be achieved through Christ. She was not some pure virgin or a woman who spent hours and hours serving in the temple. Rather, she was an obvious sinner with major imperfections. Yes, a perfect candidate for what the Lord needed to revolutionize a city. Christ paraded her right past the devil’s nose while he was still looking for that pure, sinless, perfect woman. Christ did not look for perfection; He merely sought willingness. The defining moment was when she dropped her water pot. In other words, she dropped what preoccupied her and what she thought was her lot in life. Her life changed, she stepped out, and she began doing what was her deepest longing.

This woman was clearly empty spiritually. She’d had five men and was working on the sixth. She was looking for fulfillment in the natural, but it would only be “the seed of the Spirit,” that Living Water, that would satisfy her. To amplify the point, she was quite versed in religious thought, despite her social and religious culture. She was quick to ask Christ all the spiritual questions she hungered to have answers for (John 4:5-28). Evidently, at some point, this spiritual hunger was created and prepared in her by God, much as in the case of Hannah. When Christ gave her what she desired, that was enough; she became a mouthpiece to the city and gave birth to revolution.

After her inner transformation occurred and the city came to Christ, we do not know if the woman went home to the man she lived with. We do not know if she married him or left him, refusing to live on in sin. For that matter, he may have been one of the men that came to Christ because of her. We do know that she went home a changed woman, living in a city that would never be the same again.

The Woman at the Well’s encounter with Jesus also reveals to us another characteristic that does not include the woman herself. Instead, it was a lesson taught for us by Christ to the disciples, relating to the cultural account of Abraham and Sarah. It instructs us to grasp for the ability to see beyond the current horizon, and reach for the prophetic view. The lesson is this; as we hold onto our carnal opinions, we are unable to easily change our religious or cultural views. Moreover, that posture will prevent us from perceiving Divine intent (both in Spirit and scripture) along with the tangible dealings of God.

Consider this; while Christ was talking with the woman, the disciples were coming back from their shopping for the evening meal. The scripture tells us they “marveled within themselves because He talked with a woman” (John 4:27). Here came the same men who walked closely with Jesus, heard His teachings, listened to His parables, were witnesses to His miracles and yet, in spite of everything, they were stuck in their point of view and tradition. In other words, focusing on Jesus closely did not break through their mindsets and inner walls of cultural prejudice. They were preoccupied with knowing their situation and fitting Christ into it rather than knowing Christ and adapting to Him. To break their mindset God took a woman, married five times, currently living with a man, willing to drop her water pot (change her point of view and preoccupations) to shake their thinking.

This unnamed Samaritan woman was a major object lesson. When the disciples prompted Him to eat some food, Jesus went on to explain to them, in the middle of the city-wide revolution (John 4:21-31), that His meat was to do the will of the Father and finish His work.
Notice the role change. A woman was bringing a city to Christ, and the disciples were telling Him to stop and eat. You would think that a good woman knowing her place in society would have said, “Now Jesus, stop all this preaching for a minute and have a bagel.” But instead, in the midst of a powerful move of God, the disciples were mentally and emotionally stuck! They were perplexed about Christ talking to a woman, and could not perceive spiritually and move with Him. They could only think about the natural. How did this happen? Simply put, they had the eyes of the now, the current culture, the current point of view, and they put Christ into their context. The Woman at the Well, on the other hand, became a vessel of the future and apprehended a city for Christ; she prophetically put herself in Christ’s spiritual world. It was a simple contrast of temporal focus and visionary focus. The disciples had their hearts focused on Jesus, while the woman was focused on Jesus’ heart. She conceived!

“And many of the Samaritans of that city believed in Him because of the word of the woman who testified…” (John 4:39/NKJV)




  



Chapter II

Gestation - Mary Magdalene
 

“‘Sing, O barren, You who have not borne! Break forth into singing, and cry aloud, You who have not labored with child! For more are the children of the desolate than the children of the married woman,’ says the LORD.” (Isaiah 54:1/NKJV)

“Now the first day of the week Mary Magdalene went to the tomb early, while it was still dark, and saw that the stone had been taken away from the tomb. Then she ran and came to Simon Peter, and to the other disciple, whom Jesus loved, and said to them, ‘They have taken away the Lord out of the tomb, and we do not know where they have laid Him.'” (John 20.1-2/NKJV)

God moving among women to birth spiritual revolution is becoming clearer as we make our way through scripture and continue to seek Him in the depths of our spirit. The idea of God desiring a spiritual womb, with all its feminine qualities to bring forth His redemptive times and seasons, is evident. Yet, our biggest challenge has never been the desire for spiritual change or Divine occurrence (in our lives or in the lives of others); but rather, navigating through the process of conceiving and birthing what God desires. For example, it was evident when Jesus brought spiritual revolution to Samaria through the Woman at the Well that the disciples could not perceive what God was attempting to do. They were stuck in their mental milieu. Because of this, God has a way to prepare one’s spiritual womb for conception by transforming one’s perception.

When we look at the scripture in Isaiah 54:1, it becomes evident that there is something powerful in the statement regarding “the barren” or “desolate woman” bringing forth, rather than the “married woman.” Once again the tremors of the Genesis prophecy ring forth. The married woman would bear that which natural man sows, but the barren woman has the potential to bring forth the Divine seed. Her barrenness is a way of saying that she is non-responsive to “the seed of man”. Yet, because the scripture says, “For more are the children of the desolate…” it is telling us that the barren woman brought forth her children by Divine means. Like Sarah or the Virgin Mary, as well as many other women in the Old Testament, the barren or empty womb became Divine, a spiritual womb producing ministries, leaders, nations, spiritual revolutions, redemption and the Savior Himself.

The account of Mary Magdalene at the empty tomb points to the preparation and process that God uses to ready us for prophetic purpose. It speaks to the transformation and contrast between a fertile womb filled with the seed of man and a barren, empty womb producing the Divine Seed. It also shows us how to accommodate the process rather than strive against it. Like the scripture in Isaiah which proclaims a barren womb bringing forth, we find this woman, Mary Magdalene, before what once was a barren tomb which now brought forth.

Mary Magdalene was a close disciple of Christ and the first to herald the message of His resurrection and ascension. Here again, we find God seeding a woman for prophetic purpose. According to historians, the early church called her “Apostola Apostolorum,” the Apostle of the Apostles, and was so celebrated.

Once more, if we point to the theology of God’s first actions setting a Divine precedent, we find what is exclusively feminine at the focal point. The first person to whom Christ speaks after His resurrection and prior to His ascension is a woman, and it would be she who is sent to gather His disciples. God did not use Mary out of convenience, or because she was “the only one available” to do the job (as some have said regarding times when God used women instead of men), but rather she was chosen. If Christ believed in the religious and cultural tradition that held that a man was the primary and necessary vessel through which to accomplish something, He clearly had a wonderful opportunity to speak to at least two men prior to speaking to Mary. The scripture points out:

“Peter therefore went out, and the other disciple, and were going to the tomb. So they both ran together, and the other disciple outran Peter and came to the tomb first. And he, stooping down and looking in, saw the linen cloths lying there; yet he did not go in. Then Simon Peter came, following him, and went into the tomb; and he saw the linen cloths lying there, and the handkerchief that had been around His head, not lying with the linen cloths, but folded together in a place by itself. Then the other disciple, who came to the tomb first, went in also; and he saw and believed. For as yet they did not know the Scripture, that He must rise again from the dead. Then the disciples went away again to their own homes. But Mary stood outside by the tomb weeping, and as she wept she stooped down and looked into the tomb. And she saw two angels in white sitting, one at the head and the other at the feet, where the body of Jesus had lain.” (John 20:3-12/NKJ)

When Mary first found the empty tomb she quickly ran to the disciples and told them that Christ was missing. Peter and John, the other disciple, returned to the empty tomb along with Mary. They looked into it and saw only the linen cloths lying there. The account says that John believed even though he did not know the scripture about the resurrection. Based on much of our present theology, one may think that if anyone should have seen the vision of angels and spoken with the risen Lord, it should have been John. Why? Because he believed. On the other hand, some may argue that because He believed, he did not need such an encounter. He’d already received the miracle by faith.

Regardless of how you look at it, John did not have the first encounter with the resurrected Christ. We could also say that Peter did not have the vision or the encounter because he did not believe. But, if John did not need the encounter because he was in faith, then Peter would surely have needed the encounter to encourage his faith. Nevertheless, both men went to their own homes without the vision or the encounter. God obviously chose Mary Magdalene for this event. After the men left, she lingered looking for her Lord. She would look again into that same empty tomb, but this time find two angels where Christ had lain.

“Then they said to her, ‘Woman, why are you weeping?’ She said to them, ‘Because they have taken away my Lord, and I do not know where they have laid Him.’ Now when she had said this, she turned around and saw Jesus standing there, and did not know that it was Jesus.” (John 20:13-14/NKJ)

After the angels asked why she was weeping, Mary turned and had the encounter with the Lord. This did not happen to the two men. The appearance to Mary had a great significance and a lesson that had to do with more than believing or not believing. It had to do with prophetic preparation and purpose. It had to do with transforming a womb into one capable of producing the Divine Seed.

Like the Woman at the Well, Mary Magdalene does not fit the religious ideal for Divine use. First, Mary Magdalene had a very questionable past. Her last name was not Magdalene, but was used to describe that she was “Mary, a Magdalene.” In other words, she came from the city called “Magdala,” which according to the Talmud writers, was an area highly concentrated with prostitution.

According to historians, Mary of Magdala was not a typical prostitute in the modern sense. She was not the type that would stand by her doorway and beckon the willing to come in and pay for her services. More accurately she was a prostitute in the true sense of the word; she was a “whore.” The word “whore” comes from the Greek words, “horasis” and “horao,” which mean “vision” and “enlightenment.” There is evidence that Mary Magdalene was a temple prostitute, or better said, a priestess of enlightenment of Ishtar and/or Isis. This is why in parts of Europe, like southern France, Mary of Magdala is pictured as the Black Madonna, identifying her as an Egyptian priestess and yet, Christian.

The famous scripture speaking of “…a woman who was a sinner, when she knew that Jesus sat at the table in the Pharisee’s house…kissed his feet and anointed them with fragrant oil,” (Luke 7:37-50) also has significance. Most Bible dictionaries (Unger’s, Fausset’s and Nelson’s, among others) are willing to state that this “woman who was a sinner” is traditionally associated with Mary of Magdala, yet they add, without substantiation. This is not true. The famed biblical scholar and translator J. B. Lightfoot has related Mary Magdalene to “the woman”, revealing that the language describes the adornment of a “whore”. To add to this association, other historical and religious researchers like Picknett and Prince, state that this was part of the ritual associated with the rising and dying gods, Tammuz and Osiris, something such a priestess would be familiar with. The scripture also clearly states that Jesus cast out seven demons from her (Mark 16:9; Luke 8:2). These biblical statements are also no accident. A priestess of enlightenment would contain the seven Maskim, Sumero-Akkadian spirits that ruled “the sacred seven spheres.”

Mary of Magdala was evidently a woman on a spiritual quest for a good portion of her life and found the end of that quest leading straight to the Savior. There is a wealth of literature that suggests as much about Mary Magdalene. Some even believe that Mary of Magdala and Mary of Bethany are the same woman; “of Magdala” noting her sinful past, and “of Bethany” being used after her conversion. Also, the scriptural statement; “…they have taken my Lord, and I don’t know where they have laid him,” is a statement made in the resurrection rite in such cults.

Whether Mary was just a woman who had sex for money, or, as the majority of evidence indicates, she was a priestess who participated in the enlightenment rite, she clearly had a sordid past. Like the Woman at the Well, she was not the “pure, virtuous woman” that Satan was looking for. Rather she was a woman who was a sinner, who loved Christ and allowed Him to minister into her life. From the evidence shown in the New Testament, Mary Magdalene did not become fluent in Christian or Jewish theology; she walked in what she understood and was used by her Lord. This suggests that we, as men and women, do not need “perfect knowledge” regarding Christ, theology or biblical exegeses to be vessels for Him. As long as we love our Lord and allow Him to love and transform our lives, we are candidates to carry His message and bring redemption to people, cities and nations.

To backtrack a bit, a main focal point other than Mary is the empty tomb itself. Like the first Adam (I Corinthians 15:45), whom God took from the dust of the earth and breathed the breath of Life into (Genesis 2:7), we find Jesus, the last Adam, being resurrected and brought forth from the earth by the same breath of Life (Romans 8:11). At the time of Christ’s death, the Bible tells us that Joseph of Arimathea asked Pilot for the body of the Lord (Mark 15:43). When he received the body, he wrapped it in clean linen and laid it in a new tomb (figuratively, a virgin or barren tomb), which was then sealed with a great rock. It is interesting to note that prior to Christ’s death, when the Pharisees asked Him for a sign, He replied:

“For as Jonah was three days and three nights in the belly of the great fish, so will the Son of Man be three days and three nights in the heart of the earth.” (Mark 12:40/NKJ)

Jesus correlates Jonah being in and coming forth from the great fish to His own burial and resurrection. Jesus said, “For as Jonah was three days and nights in the belly of the great fish, so will the Son of man be…” The word “belly” (in both Greek and Hebrew) can be translated to describe “the gullet”, or it can be used to describe “the womb” or “uterus”, as in Luke 1:42 during Elisabeth’s salutation to Mary. In the literal event when Jonah was swallowed by the great fish, it would be proper to translate the word as the actual gullet. Jonah himself, however, prophetically and metaphorically declared the belly of the fish to be his grave from which God would hear his cry (Jonah 2:2). Jesus then compares Jonah’s grave to the “…heart of the earth…” The “heart” (cardia, in the Greek), can also be translated two ways, either as the blood pump in one’s chest, or as the seat of emotion and thought, the center of life and for that matter, the place from where life issues forth (Proverbs 4:23). Jesus was proclaiming “the heart of the earth” as His grave, and as the womb from which He would be born, the resurrected Christ. Referring to this idea, the Apostle Paul said that the Lord was the “firstborn” from the dead (Colossians 1:18).

This image of the tomb, as a type of womb from which Christ would be born the resurrected Lord, Savior and Redeemer creates a picture of the process God uses to produce a fertile, spiritual womb in our lives. The first important and profound truth is simply this; Mary found an empty tomb. We, who know the end of the story, understand that the empty tomb means victory and great blessing. To Mary Magdalene, it simply meant “empty”. Upon first seeing it, Mary panicked, got the disciples and returned with them. But the men found nothing and left. Mary, on the other hand, refused to leave and peered into the tomb again, this time finding two angels. In the first instance, when Mary panicked, she was just like the disciples at the Woman at the Well incident, who did not recognize what Christ was trying to accomplish in Samaria.

The first lesson to be learned here, comes by asking what was the condition of Mary’s spiritual womb? Was it ready to birth the prophetic intentions of God and bring forth redemptive purpose? Simply put, was she ready to herald the message of the resurrection and ascension? To answer, we must look at Mary in several ways.

On the surface, what Mary expected to see, tells us that she assumed Christ would be in the grave. This is why, in a panic, she ran and called Peter and John, telling them that the Lord was missing. To take this a step further, based on how she perceived the situation, she even added that someone must have taken Him. Regardless of what Christ Himself may have planted in Mary’s spiritual womb a season earlier, it could not fully come forth because it was mingled with her own human and religious reasoning; “the seed of man.” So, when she did not find what she anticipated, she filled in the blanks based on what made sense to her.

What an example this is of our needy human condition. How many times, like the disciples at the well, or like Mary (who actually had some understanding of the situation), do we look at what is happening and then fill in the blanks, further distorting what we already do not understand and coming to conclusions about God and His ways?

Let’s stop for a moment and examine this further, expanding these ideas to our modern world. There are two important factors here. First, this event emphasizes the difficulty we have with spiritual change. It points to our inability to accept when our expectations are not met, even by God. For example, Christ said that He would always be there for us (Hebrews 13:5), but it is unthinkable to us when we do not find Him in the manner in which we have grown accustom. Not only are we sorely upset when Christ is not where we expect Him to be, but the result of our spiritual life degenerating to the “reverence of our expectations and past experiences,” even those we had with Christ, becomes evident. Many times, prayer meetings, conferences and teachings are built on such expectations and past experiences, though stating they are a new movement of God. Instructing believers on the basis of our spiritual and theological experience is not wrong; we need such accrued wisdom to produce godly character in our lives. However, the problem arises when we become locked into a certain way of viewing God and the world around us, hence making it impossible to see beyond the moment. Even though many of us proclaim, “God is doing a new thing,” which in many cases is sensational and the marketable trend, our spiritual reality cannot bear what the barren womb can. Instead, we create further restlessness in the lives of already discontented people, rather than moving into true prophetic purpose.

The second factor is self-deception. This comes by believing that if we recognize someone else has produced redemptive purpose, we can lay claim to what they produced and assume that if we nurture our claim, we can produce the same thing. This reveals a spiritual womb married to religious pretext filled with “the seed of man”. There is a considerable difference between birthing a child and watching the birth take place. For that matter, no woman has ever gotten pregnant simply by watching another give birth. One is a conduit while the other is a spectator. Regretfully, many times while we are looking on, we actually lead ourselves to believe that we are being a conduit as well. Thus, our excitement and self-aggrandizement stand out like a false pregnancy, a tumorous womb swelling with anything but the Divine seed.

How artificial to lead ourselves to believe that if we make some effort to absorb what another has birthed, calling it our own, that we can presume the result to be Divine purpose. This is much like the prostitute in the Old Testament who took another prostitute’s child, laid him upon her breast, called him her own and expected that to be acceptable (1 Kings 3:18-27). When a struggle began over the maternity of the child, the king was called upon to settle the argument. Prophetically, the king revealed what would happen to the child if the true mother did not come forth. The child would be divided and they both would lose out. Fortunately, the true mother, moved by compassion, stepped forth and requested that the child live by releasing him to the other woman. When the true mother was revealed, however, the king would not allow the child to be given away and ordered him to be returned to his rightful mother.

What a powerful truth set before us! This is why, in our day, many people, cities and nations, live in darkness. We, the children of God, miss the key ingredient to produce the Divine seed and instead compete over what God is trying to produce in us. We become divided and therefore we lose our redemptive purpose in the moment. As a consequence, Christ stands alone, still waiting for a barren, empty womb, willing to produce. When Peter and John left the tomb together, they were unknowingly divided (one believing and the other not). Because of this, they overlooked the “gardener” who was standing in plain sight but remained alone, waiting to reveal a manifestation of redemption. How could such faithful men, who followed Christ so closely for several years, miss His greatest triumph? How painfully exasperating this lesson is; the idea that we could overlook, or worse yet, see the resurrected Christ and not recognize Him, tells us in no uncertain terms how those of us who “perceive” we follow Christ closely could be blinded by that very fact.

Some may point out that the scripture does not directly say that Peter and John overlooked the gardener. Rather, they did not see Him because He was not yet revealed. This only makes the point more emphatic; Christ chose to reveal Himself first to the woman and not the men, in keeping with the Divine pattern. However, with further examination the original language and the context seems to imply that the gardener was always there.

When the men left Mary, they said nothing to her, nor did they herald some great revelation. John did not even clarify what he supposedly believed. Now alone, Mary may not have comprehended at first what was happening, yet down in her heart she could not accept that her Lord was gone. Something was pulsating deep within her from the prior times she had spent with her Lord. Even after the disciples left, she lingered because she could not bring herself to leave the tomb. Like a hungry woman who longingly and repetitively examines an empty refrigerator shelf, she peered into the tomb again. It was this persistence, born within the depths of her heart that began to transform her ability to perceive and step into the prophetic realm.

The second time Mary looked into the tomb, she was greeted by two angels. Herein lies the second lesson. They asked, “Why are you weeping?” Mary responded with the same assumption she had spoken to the disciples “…they have taken away my Lord, and I don’t know where they laid him.” Consider this; at this point, Mary does not find it odd to be speaking with angels, yet, clearly she was seeing and hearing things that the men who looked into the same tomb, did not see. Mary’s persistence, based on what lay deep within her spirit, caused what was mingled with “the seed of man” to be transformed into a incubator for Divine purpose; the empty tomb (henceforth her spiritual womb), became vibrant with the supernatural. What in the past had been a panic reaction was now transformed into a passion for seeking what was evidently “out of sight”.

Many times, we believers are faced with situations that simply do not fit our expectations, even the ones we understood at some point to be spiritual. However, if we humbly surrender our hearts to change and let go of our ability to control matters, we may find that our panic can be transformed into a passion that moves us to see beyond the moment.

After Mary speaks with the angels, she turns and sees a gardener. She looks Him in the face, but does not realize at first that it’s Jesus. This is mind boggling to us. How many of us just want to jump into the pages of the story, shake Mary and say, “It’s Jesus! Can’t you see that?! What is wrong with you?” But Mary is farther along than we think. She can see the gardener; the other disciples didn’t even acknowledge Him. The process of Mary not seeing Christ in the grave, then seeing angels, and finally seeing the gardener depicts the process of gestational transformation. At first Mary’s spiritual womb is mingled with natural seed, producing what anyone else in her position would. But, the Divine seed she had received from the Lord long ago continually moved her to face the empty tomb. It caused her to recognize that “the seed of man” was insufficient for her. At that moment she came to herself and recognized that what fluttered deep within her was the path to take. It is when she realized she was empty that her barrenness was able to nourish the Prophetic seed to maturity.

Transformation for a redemptive purpose comes in stages, much like the healing of the blind man in the Gospel of Mark (Mark 8:22-25). The key is not to settle in the middle of the process and say that we have arrived, or quit halfway through, saying, “We aren’t bearing the fruit we want fast enough.” Christ would have us keep pursuing and seeking until our spiritual womb becomes empty, thus making room to be fertilely vibrant with the supernatural.

The symbol of the once empty tomb with the two angels proclaims to us that we must be empty or barren of human reasoning and expectations, regardless of how spiritual or valid they may seem. Then in our barren state we can incubate the Divine Seed. Once again, God uses what is uniquely feminine to bring about prophetic purpose.

“Now when she had said this, she turned around and saw Jesus standing there, and did not know that it was Jesus. Jesus said to her, ‘Woman, why are you weeping? Whom are you seeking?’ She, supposing Him to be the gardener, said to Him, ‘Sir, if You have carried Him away, tell me where You have laid Him, and I will take Him away.’ Jesus said to her, “Mary!” She turned and said to Him, ‘Rabbonil’ (which is to say, Teacher). Jesus said to her, ‘Do not cling to Me, for I have not yet ascended to My Father; but go to My brethren and say to them, ‘I am ascending to My Father and your Father, and to My God and your God.’” (John 20:14-17/NKJ)

The third lesson is that even though Mary did not recognize Christ at first, she was in a place of vibrant supernatural activity. (Once again consider, she had just spoken to angels and, though believing that she was speaking with a gardener, was conversing with the resurrected Christ!) At this point, the process of Mary asking where the Lord is, changes from, “They
have taken away the Lord… “to “…if You have carried Him away, tell me…” Having not recognized the Lord yet, she now looks Him in the face and asks her question, but this time it’s personal. Mary is no longer in a state of panic, she is in a place of spiritual awareness. She is now on an unknown quest; a quest for answers, a quest for discovery, a quest for her place in redemption’s plan.

The other Gospels summarize these events by bringing two other women into the story along with Mary Magdalene who are commissioned to proclaim the news of Christ’s resurrection to His disciples (Matthew 28:1-7; Luke 24:1-7; Mark 16:1-7). But even those events are subsequent to this personal encounter with Mary.

At first glance, we may assume that Mary Magdalene, like the other women who came to the tomb, went to prepare the body for burial, being that the Sabbath had passed (Luke 24:1). But this is not so. Mary had already prepared the Lord for His burial while He was alive (Matthew 26:12). If she had a predisposition in her spirit regarding His death, then it would stand to reason that she possibly had the same regarding His resurrection. (Remember, there are some historians who believe this was part of a resurrection rite from her pagan past). But even though she acknowledged this some time ago, long before any other disciple, what she understood in her mind and desired in her heart still needed to be transformed to birth Divine purpose. She needed to become barren in her spiritual womb to realize the resurrected Lord. In the same way, believers today may acknowledge a truth, but it’s another issue to manifest or realize it in their own lives. Many times we settle for intellectual knowledge of truth rather than bearing truth’s fruit.

The fourth lesson is how Mary Magdalene came to actually see the resurrected Lord. If we accept the implication in scripture that Mary had an inkling of the death, burial and possibly the resurrection of Christ, then her pursuit for her Lord was more than just the act of a grieving disciple looking for a dead body. She went to the tomb with a spiritual affinity for what was about to occur. Her persistent seeking would seem to indicate that she was repeatedly hitting dead ends. However, when you take another look at Mary’s experience, you see something different. This was not a panicked, unbelieving woman, fretting over the dead body of a fallen Messianic leader. Rather, she was a woman with a sense of destiny. At first, her panic was very real. Mary had an awareness of something occurring, although she did not know exactly what that would be, and it appeared that everything in the natural stood to the contrary. Yet, the seed of redemptive purpose was planted deep within her spiritual womb long before the crucifixion.

Consider this; when the rest of the disciples were asking Christ questions about where He was going when He said (referring to His death), “Where I am going you cannot come…” (John 13:33-36), Mary had already seized the opportunity to anoint Him for His burial. Whether it was mentally clear to her or not, Mary knew within herself that she had to do what she did, because her sense of spiritual destiny required it. Mary is just like us; a woman anointed for prophetic purpose with the potential to waver. But she found a boldness to listen to what fluttered deep within her, like a pregnant woman becoming aware of her child’s first movement. It does not come from the logical, intellectual, scholarly place of spiritual understanding; it comes from a place deep within one’s spirit. It comes from a place where the mind does not share in the understanding of what is first occurring. Again, it is just like that young pregnant woman who feels the first fetal flutter, not knowing if the child is a boy or girl, if it will have a thick head of hair, if it will have all its limbs, or if it is healthy. But one thing is certain; something is very alive and growing within.

Something was growing with Mary Magdalene while she was present at the crucifixion, the grave and the resurrection (Mark 15:40; John 19:25). But it wasn’t until the moment of barrenness, that point of being empty which caused her to boldly step forward into redemptive destiny. Why? Because when you are barren, you have nothing else left but to obey God. We must also consider that according to scripture, Jesus was crucified at Golgotha, the place called, “The Skull” (a place where Mary Magdalene also beheld her Lord). When put together with the grave being “the heart of the earth” we find Jesus, our Savior, crucified upon the skull and resurrected from the heart.

Prophetic, redemptive purpose is seeded, incubated and born (issued forth), from the heart; the mind only receives illumination after the birth has occurred. Until that point, the mind’s desire to figure out what is stirring within must remain crucified. Like the infant that breathes his first breath then follows it with a loud cry, so it is with redemption and its prophetic birthing. Once the birth occurs and the purposes of God utter their first cry, then the mind can begin to comprehend the doings of God. However, many of us in our humanness (not realizing the account of Mary Magdalene at the tomb), try to comprehend what God is developing intellectually, sometimes calling it spiritual discernment. It is nothing more than our carnal desire to participate with human effort so our flesh can try to be a part of what is uniquely Spirit. Each time we do this, we hinder the Divine process, and in some cases cause abortion.

When Mary looks at the supposed gardener and asks if He had carried away her Lord, we must realize that she has come full-term. From the conception of the prophetic act when she anointed the Lord for His burial, to the gestation of her following the Lord to the cross, to her dilation at the tomb conversing with the angels, she has now come to the end of her labor. Mary is like a woman giving birth; when active labor elevates to transition, she can no longer control the timing or outcome of her pregnancy.

Prior to transition, a pregnant woman can impact the health of her child by how she takes care of herself and prevent premature birth by the amount of strain she allows in her life. But now all of that is out of her hands. When true labor begins and escalates, the internal process of birth occurs and there is nothing that can be done about it. A woman cannot stop the process and say, “I don’t feel up to this today; let’s do this birthing thing next week.” Or, prior to that time she cannot say, “I feel like giving birth today. After all, I’ve been carrying this thing for several months; let’s see if I can push this out.” No, a healthy birth will not take place until the internal clock reaches developmental maturity, transition occurs and the baby crowns. In most cases each woman and each pregnancy is different. Some are in labor for a few hours, others for many long hours. With the aid of modern science, doctors can assist this process, but not so in the world of Redemption. There, the governor of the internal clock, the one who orchestrates maturity development, the assisting physician, and the expectant Father, are all One. He who plants the Divine seed, also determines the time of harvest.

From the time Mary broke her alabaster box, pouring herself out with tears, anointing the Lord’s feet and head, to the tomb of angels and now gazing into the eyes of “the gardener”, the prophetic process erupted. The supposed gardener looked back into her gaze and called her by name, “Mary.” At that moment her womb opened and redemptive purpose crowned! With a loud cry, as if offering the final push in the pangs of birth, she proclaimed, “Teacher!” and the realization of the living Lord was followed by a collapse of relief as she fell into His arms.

The uniqueness of the Mary Magdalene story has yet a few more amazing aspects. When she clutches the Lord, He replies, “Do not cling to me, for I have not yet ascended to My Father…” How startling that Mary of Magdala is the only human being (and female, at that), to have met the Lord between His journey from earth to Heaven, that place after His resurrection and prior to His ascension. In all other Biblical accounts, He appears after He has ascended to the Father. Shortly thereafter, He meets Mary along with several other women on the road. They greet Him and cling to Him, but He makes no mention about “not clinging” and needing to ascend. Rather, He tells them, “Rejoice!” (Matthew 28:9). This is a strong indication that He had since ascended. He then appears before His disciples several times, including the famous episode where Christ tells Thomas to put his hand in His wounds (John 20:27). All of these encounters, which are subsequent to Mary’s, imply that He had already ascended to the Father. Yet, Mary had a privilege no one else had. She saw the Lord at this special point and for a profound purpose. It would be in this moment that Christ would tell her, “…go to My brethren and say to them, ‘I am ascending to My Father and your Father, and to My God and your God.'” His commission to her was to tell them, “…I am ascending…” not that He had ascended, or that she simply had seen Him. No, she was sent to bring them a unique prophetic word, preparing them for what was yet to come. At first they did not believe her message. Maybe it sounded too unbelievable. Even John, “who believed,” did not jump to His feet and proclaim that He agreed with Mary’s testimony. But nonetheless, Christ’s Word went forth through His chosen vessel and in keeping with the Divine pattern. Shortly thereafter, He appeared to His disciples, rebuked them and confirmed her words.

“Later He appeared to the eleven as they sat at the table; and He rebuked their unbelief and hardness of heart, because they did not believe those who had seen Him after He had risen. “(Mark 16:15/NKJ)

To bring all these thoughts together regarding Mary of Magdala, this intense, unique lady of the scripture, we can say this; she was no different than you and me. She was very human, with a background that in one sense made her horrifically unworthy to answer the Divine call of Redemption’s purpose, and yet, made her perfect for the call. At one time she was a temple prostitute, a “whore”, a priestess, whose religious ritual included sexual intimacy and held the belief in dying and rising gods. This was considered very pagan in practice, and an abomination in the Old Testament. Yet, once in the hands of the Word made flesh, Jesus Christ, a major transformation takes place in Mary. She becomes pregnant, not with corruptible seed from a man seeking enlightenment, but with that incorruptible seed, the Living Word of God, which lives and abides forever (1 Peter 1:23). She does not just partake in a resurrection ritual for a mythological dying and rising god, but gazes into the eyes of her resurrected Lord, who was once dead and is alive forever more. She is not just a priestess who grants enlightenment to those men who “know” her, but she is commissioned to herald the message of true enlightenment to the disciples who recognize her as a disciple. She is not a woman possessed with the spirits of the seven spheres, but one empowered by the precious Holy Spirit to birth a new era heralding a resurrected, living, ascended Lord.

Again, what does all this mean? Whatever our past, nothing is wasted; it will all fall into the order of prophetic and redemptive purpose if we allow it. Nothing will be lost. The Divine seed, the Living Word that was planted in us when we came to Christ and experienced the New Birth, has within it our Divine, Prophetic and Redemptive purpose. It contains our future. It contains our part in the process of issuing forth the next aspect of Redemption’s plan in the earth.

The key is to respond to that gentle flutter deep within our spirit, but at the same time, to try not to analyze it and grasp the fullness of what God intends. It is to walk the journey, recognizing that our spiritual health can impact that which we are incubating. To obey the moments of prophetic action, which stretch our spiritual womb and prepare us for birth. To be willing vessels to carry Divine purpose for our life, our cities, and our world. To bring it full-term, regardless of how long it may take. Only then, when He calls us by name and allows Redemption’s plan to crown, do we open our eyes and step forth into full realization, recognizing that what has come forth is His Divine Seed, His Divine call, His Divine purpose, and that we are humble vessels, given the privilege to participate in something linked to the vast eternal scheme of God’s heart, yet in a rather unadorned way, humanly fulfilling.




  



Chapter III

Prenatal Care - Mary and Elizabeth
(Prophetic Relationships)
 

“He grants the barren woman a home, Like a joyful mother of children. Praise the LORD!” (Psalms 113:9/NKJV)

“Rejoice greatly, 0 daughter of Zion! Shout in triumph, O daughter of Jerusalem! Behold, your king is coming to you; He is just and endowed with salvation, Humble, and mounted on a donkey, Even on a colt, the foal of a donkey.” (Zachariah 9:9/NAS)

Previously we focused on the process the Lord uses to transform our ability to perceive prophetic destiny and put us in a position to birth redemptive purpose. In summary, there are four key points that bear repeating:


 
	God is not looking for a perfect sinless woman, but one who is a willing vessel, willing to change her point of view and drop her preconceptions.

 
	When it comes to specifically bringing forth redemptive purpose in one’s family, church, and city, God requires a spiritual womb, barren and empty, to place His Redemptive Seed.

 
	The actual birth of redemptive purpose only occurs when the Lord Himself, in His Sovereignty, deems development is complete.

 
	Our ability to carry the purposes of God full-term can be determined by how we take care of ourselves spiritually. To put it another way, our ability to carry the purposes of God full-term can be determined by our prenatal care.



At this point, you may be concerned or wondering if you are really carrying within you some part of God’s Redemptive plan. The short answer is “Yes.” We are all born of that incorruptible seed, the Living Word of God (1 Peter 1:23; 2 Peter 1:3-4) and within its makeup is contained everything pertaining to our life, our future and our contribution to God’s Redemptive plan.

You might also be concerned whether or not you will fulfill all of what God has planted in you for your family, ministry, community and so on. Again, the answer is a resounding “Yes.”

“But because the LORD loves you, and because He would keep the oath which He swore to your fathers… Therefore know that the LORD your God, He is God, the faithful God who keeps covenant and mercy for a thousand generations with those who love Him and keep His commandments… Therefore you shall keep the commandment, the statutes, and the judgments which I command you today, to observe them. “Then it shall come to pass, because you listen to these judgments, and keep and do them, that the LORD your God will keep with you the covenant and the mercy which He swore to your fathers. And He will love you and bless you and multiply you; He will also bless the fruit of your womb… You shall be blessed above all peoples; there shall not be a male or female barren among you…” (Deuteronomy 7:8–9; 11–14)

God promises that if we obey His Word, He will multiply us and bless the fruit of our womb, emphasizing that there will not be a barren one among us. When we place this promise in the mindset of the New Testament, our obedience comes not from legalistic correctness or ritualistic accuracy, but an obedience forged by a continued surrender to the grace, mercy, leadership and compassion of Christ. Our fruitfulness is based on what He has done and promised to do on our behalf. Thus, each one of us carries a different part of redemption’s plan; some obvious, some not so obvious, some similar and some very different. We need to be conscious not to compare our “children”. In addition, each pregnancy has its own blessings, challenges and warfare, which are also not to be compared. What we need to do is focus on our prenatal care, and if we do anything regarding another, let it be as a helper, friend, midwife, and especially as a spiritual relative, supportive and excited about the coming birth.

In that light, when it comes to prenatal care and the caring relationships that surround birthing redemptive purpose, there are two ladies in scripture that cannot be overlooked; Mary, the mother of our Lord Jesus Christ and Elizabeth, the mother of John the Baptist.

Being totally consistent with our previous ideas, the scripture brings to attention a man and a woman, much like the other Old Testament examples mentioned, who were brought to a state of physical and spiritual barrenness.

“There was in the days of Herod, the king of Judea, a certain priest named Zacharias, of the division of Abijah. His wife was of the daughters of Aaron, and her name was Elizabeth. And they were both righteous before God, walking in all the commandments and ordinances of the Lord blameless. But they had no child, because Elizabeth was barren, and they were both well advanced in years…. Then an angel of the Lord appeared to him, standing on the right side of the altar of incense. And when Zacharias saw him, he was troubled, and fear fell upon him. But the angel said to him, ‘Do not be afraid, Zacharias, for your prayer is heard; and your wife Elizabeth will bear you a son, and you shall call his name John. ‘” (Luke 1:5-7:11-13/NKJ)

Zacharias and Elizabeth were barren for most of their lives. They did all the right things from the standpoint of religious ritual and morality, yet still found themselves barren. Finally, in the latter part of their lives, the angel of the Lord appeared to Zacharias during a time of prayer while he was serving in the temple. The angel told him that God had heard their prayer and its answer had come. The angel expounded on how their son would be anointed by God, even from his mother’s womb and be a revolutionary for Divine purposes.

What an answer to prayer! What an awesome experience! Yet, at first glance this has all the religious trappings that we can so easily fall into, much like the disciples in the previous examples. When you think of it, this has all the right religious ingredients; we have a righteous man before the altar who is serving faithfully in the ministry he is called to and he is before the Lord in prayer. One would think that all this is the reason why the angel appeared and things should flow smoothly. Unfortunately, this is not what happens. Instead, when the angel of the Lord appears, Zacharias is instantly afflicted with the same malady that would strike the disciples in Samaria and at the tomb; he was mentally and emotionally stuck in his perception of the situation.

“And Zacharias said to the angel, ‘How shall I know this? For I am an old man, and my wife is well advanced in years.’ And the angel answered and said to him, ‘I am Gabriel, who stands in the presence of God, and was sent to speak to you and bring you these glad tidings. But behold, you will be mute and not able to speak until the day these things take place, because you did not believe my words which will be fulfilled in their own time.'” (Luke l:18-20/NKJ)

Based on how we see the scripture, one may conclude that Zacharias was simply not in faith regarding his desire to have a child. But at closer examination, this is not the case. Though it is true that Zacharias did not believe what the angel said, he was in faith for a child. He is like many of us who, when we have a need or desire, pray in faith according to the promise of God and over a period of time receive the answer, often in unexpected ways. The issue here, however, was not about “praying in faith”, but Zacharias being stuck in his perception of the situation. In the same way, the Apostle John believed at the tomb, but such belief did not grant him an encounter with the Lord. For that matter, Zacharias’ prayer worked and received a response from God. The angel said, “…for your prayer is heard…”(Luke 1:13). So at some point in the past, Zacharias had prayed in faith. To amplify the point, Jesus said, when teaching His disciples:

“And whatever things you ask in prayer, believing, you will receive.” (Matthew 21:22/NKJ)

In the case of Zacharias, it was not an issue of praying in faith and getting an answer. At this point, the answer arrived and its manifestation was now imminent. The problem arose because of Zacharias’ inability to “perceive” it. Here the angel of the Lord appears to Zacharias, tells him he is going to be a father and not just of a typical child, but a son who will revolutionize the known world. Zacharias could not believe what the angel said because he could not perceive it.

Zacharias responded to the angel with the question, “How shall I know this?” He did not ask, as Mary does later in the chapter, “How can this be?” which would be understandable. When speaking with Mary, the angel answers her and in no way considers her question to be disbelief (Luke 1:34-35). But Zacharias is a different story. He asks, “How shall I know this?” In Greek, “Katá ti gnoósomaí toúto,” which means, “According to what shall I come to know or perceive this?” The angel, to paraphrase with modern words, said, “Never mind; don’t say another word. As a matter of fact, don’t say another word until this all works out. You may say something and discourage someone else from perceiving and believing what God is doing. I am going to go visit your wife.”

We do not have a detailed account of what occurred with Elizabeth and the angel, or for that matter if Elizabeth had a visitation at all. What we do know, however, is Elizabeth’s response:

“‘The Lord has done this for me,’ she said. ‘In these days he has shown his favor and taken away my disgrace among the people.'” (Luke 1:25/NKJ)

Elizabeth’s response was simple acceptance. Then, as the pregnancy matured and developed, she grew in prophetic understanding, perceiving the broader view of redemptive purpose. We will return to Elizabeth and the related ideas of prophetic and redemptive purpose a little later. For now, let us leave Elizabeth, pregnant for the time being and move our attention to another woman of prophetic destiny; the young maid betrothed to a man in Nazareth. The woman named Mary.

“Now in the sixth month the angel Gabriel was sent from God to a city in Galilee called Nazareth, to a virgin engaged to a man whose name was Joseph, of the descendants of David; and the virgin’s name was Mary. And coming in, he said to her, ‘Greetings, favored one! The Lord is with you.'” (Luke 1:26-28/NIV)

We have no real background on Mary as far as the Gospels are concerned except that she appears on the scene young and engaged to Joseph. According to most bible scholars, Mary, like Joseph, was of the lineage of King David and that’s about it as far as scripture is concerned. The only other addition to the history of Mary is from the Gospel of James, the non-canonical book discovered in the 2nd century, which reveals the names of Mary’s parents, Joachim and Anne (Hebrew, Hannah). This book tells the story of Anne’s childlessness and her visitation from an angel of the Lord:

“‘Anne, the Lord hath heard thy prayer and thou shalt conceive and bring forth, and thy seed shall be spoken of in all the world.’ Anne replied, ‘As the Lord my God liveth, if I beget either male or female, I will bring it as a gift to the Lord my God; and it shall minister to Him in holy things all the days of its life’ And thus Anne became the mother of the Blessed Virgin Mary.” (The Protevangelium of James is not considered a reliable source by the Early Church Fathers.)

Though the source is not reliable and should be looked at critically, it is interesting to note the ideas of “barrenness” and a “prophetic announcement” along with a prayerful commitment, fall perfectly in line with what we are discussing.

When we look at the Gospel scenario, we see all the same ingredients as the women mentioned previously; Mary was barren, not because she could not get pregnant through natural means, but because she was a virgin. She is quite “ordinary” as far as her social and religious status. Culturally, the Jewish patriarchal society in which she lived categorized women in general as second-class citizens, so any explanation Mary would offer for her premarital pregnancy would not have much merit, let alone be believable. When you look at the circumstances from God’s perspective, knowing that He was about to bring forth the most powerful revolutionary ever, Jesus Christ, you can imagine what He might have thought. “Hmmm… Young, unsuspecting virgin, socially average, religiously accurate, knows her inferior place in society, engaged to an older man, also religiously and politically correct… Perfect!” It would not be long before the conditions were just right (or wrong…depending upon how you look at it) for God to send the angel Gabriel to greet her.

Here again, like her Old Testament predecessors, God came to Mary not because she was a perfect, sinless woman but, more accurately, because the situation that surrounded and included her had all the volatile ingredients to initiate spiritual revolution, much like nitroglycerin in a thin glass bottle bouncing around in the bed of a pickup truck. The scripture says that the angel hails her by saying,” Greetings, you who are highly favored!” If we have learned anything from scripture thus far, it is that God bestows His favor not because of moral or religious correctness, but because of His Sovereignty and our faith in Him.

After Mary heard the words of the angel, she was baffled by the idea of a virgin becoming pregnant without being intimate with a man. She asked:

“Then Mary said to the angel, ‘How can this be, since I do not know a man?’” (Luke V.34/NK3)

Notice that Mary questioned the angel as Zacharias did, but as stated earlier, there was a clear difference between what she said and what Zacharias said. Mary could not grasp what the angel was telling her; however, because she was “barren spiritually” she transcended the moment and humbly accepted her prophetic pregnancy by faith.

“‘For with God nothing will be impossible.’ Then Mary said, ‘Behold the maidservant of the Lord! Let it be to me according to your word.’ And the angel departed from her.” (Luke l:37-38/NKJ)

Now both Mary and Elizabeth are hurled into two very peculiar, extraordinary situations. Elizabeth, past her childbearing years, yet pregnant and with a husband mysteriously struck mute and Mary, pregnant while engaged to a man who is not the father of the child. To the religious and social culture of the time, these are very wrong and sad situations. To God, on the other hand, they are perfect to bring forth Divine purpose. Initially, one may think by observing these situations that the potential for a spiritual miscarriage or a spiritual abortion is quite high and in many respects such an observation is correct. This is why prenatal care is so important.

When we look at the lives of both of these women, the first and foremost aspects we must keep in our hearts are faith and grace. Faith and grace are like two sisters, fraternal twins born of the same womb. They may not be identical, and intentionally so, but they share the same amniotic fluid, that same Living Water which protects and cradles the Divine Seed. Knowing that the love, mercy and grace of God are at the center of our pregnancy changes our view of prenatal care.
It is not now about “doing” all the right things, but “trusting” the gracious One who makes things right. When we think of Elizabeth, an older woman in her silver years, and Mary, a young girl in her late teens, we see two very different pregnancies, both of which are potentially hazardous. Elizabeth may not be able to carry the baby full-term, simply because of her age. Mary, on the other hand, may be the perfect age to carry a child but the conditions surrounding her pregnancy, the severe stress, the place of birth, and so on, could result in a seriously troubled pregnancy. For both women to carry the prophetic purposes of God full-term and bring to birth redemptive revolution, two key elements of prenatal care needed to be in place: “Divine Rest” and “Appropriate Prophetic Relationships”.

The first is Divine Rest. To prevent a “spiritual miscarriage”, many have discovered that the prophetic life tends to seek after the deeper, “more spiritual” answers as to why, how and when God will do what He wants to do. However, it is in this deeper prophetic insight when a potential weakness arises; the temptation to stay in the deeper place for understanding rather than surrender to the practical, daily living of faith and grace. To put it another way, the strength of the prophetic life is also its greatest weakness. It tends to either over-spiritualize or perceive most everything as spiritually urgent. Reaching or striving for the deep waters of the prophetic life will not necessarily under gird or empower the carrying or bringing forth of God’s redemptive purposes. In some cases, striving for the “deeper stuff” can be more detrimental. Why? Because whether we realize it or not, the “deeper stuff” is reserved by the sovereignty of God, and He will reveal such things to whosoever He wills, when so ever He wills.

At one time I believed, as did many others, that if we walked closely with God, He would reveal all His mysteries. But as we’ve seen so far, His disciples, those who followed Christ the closest, could not comprehend what God chose to reveal to a specific person at an appointed time and place. Therefore, rather than some spiritual manifestation, travail, vision, or experience (which God
may or may not lead one into), the answer lies in what first started our walk with God; simple faith in His mercy and grace. It is when we complicate this that we have the potential to miscarry or abort the Divine Seed. Thus, our effort (if we must call it that) is to do what any pregnant woman in stressful circumstances would be advised to do by her physician; “Rest.” What kind of rest? The kind that places its head on the pillow of faith. This rest of faith comes from total dependence on God’s grace and not human effort. It rests by ceasing its own driven or enticed efforts to make the prophetic happen. It rests by not allowing itself to be entangled with the bondage of trying to be the “perfect” vessel for the Divine to flow through. It finds comfort and assurance from its most intimate love, the grace of God, who is the child of Mercy and Promise (Luke 1:72–74; Ephesians 2:4–6; Hebrews 4:1–2 &10; 2 Timothy 1:12). When we trust in grace, it takes our efforts away and positions us to follow the process of bringing forth what God has placed in us. Simply put, trusting in God’s grace is the best prophetic insight we can have.

Along with Divine Rest comes the second key of prenatal care which is appropriate prophetic relationships. There are many times during our journey when God leads us into periods that may appear to be loneliness. In contrast, when we are spiritually pregnant with Divine purpose, God will join us in relationship with others. These relationships are designed to encourage, guide, and affirm us and for us to do the same in return. These relationships are not meant to replace our connection to spiritual authority (our pastor and church leaders) or being a functional part of our church community, both of which are part of the practical spiritual aspects of daily Christian living and the foundation of our Divine Rest.

“Now Mary arose in those days and went into the hill country with haste, to a city of Judah, and entered the house of Zacharias and greeted Elizabeth. And it happened, when Elizabeth heard the greeting of Mary, that the babe leaped in her womb; and Elizabeth was filled with the Holy Spirit.” (Luke l:39-40/NKJ)

At this point, Elizabeth has been pregnant for six months. Think of what it must have been like; for six months she was pregnant, knew it was by Divine intervention and she hadn’t heard a word from her husband the whole time. Not being able to have a two-way conversation with Zacharias must have been awful for her. Many times, my wife has called my cell phone just to tell me of an incident in her day. On occasion, she’s told tell me things I considered trivial. When I finally asked why she was calling in the middle of a very busy day, she said, “Because I wanted to hear your voice.” I can’t tell you how many women over the years, during counseling, have told my wife and me that their husbands “will not communicate with them” and how painful that is for them. There seems to be nothing more important to a woman than an engaging conversation with the man in her life. I realize that not all women are alike, but if Elizabeth was anything like the women we have counseled, the silence of Zacharias must have been painful. Later on, however, at the appropriate time, Zacharias will speak and what he says at that moment will be profound. But this was clearly not the time. For Zacharias, his silence was due to God working in his life for a purpose and for a season.

Meanwhile, God sends Elizabeth reassurance and affirmation, not through her husband or some famous prophet, but through a distressed, young, unwed mother. When Mary left her home and headed toward Elizabeth’s, she was not happily skipping up the path, throwing flower petals behind her because she was pregnant and overjoyed. The scripture says, “Now Mary… went to the hill country in haste…” The Greek word for “haste” is “spoudees” which means, “diligent speed”. Mary was heading toward Elizabeth’s house like a Cruise Missile!

The emotions this young girl must have felt had to be overwhelming. On one hand, she’d just had a visitation from an angel. “Hallelujah!” She was told she was going to be supernaturally pregnant and give birth to an amazing redeemer. Again, “Hallelujah!” But! She is engaged to be married and it is going to look like she was intimately involved with her fiancé, Joseph, prior to the wedding…now it’s turned to, “Oh, help!” Worse yet, she may be accused of adultery, and therefore be rejected by her fiancé, her family and friends. “Oh, nightmare, HELP!” And, as if things weren’t bad enough, if the local Pharisees found out, she could be stoned to death. “Yikes! Help, nothing! I’M OUTTA HERE!” Knowing her situation, the angel gave her a suggestion about what to do. “Even Elizabeth your relative is going to have a child in her old age, and she who was said to be barren is in her sixth month. For nothing is impossible with God” (NIV).

Although the angel did not say, “Go to Elizabeth,” Mary wasn’t slow to figure out that if he mentioned Elizabeth, she might understand Mary’s situation. If nothing else, Mary knew that staying home would not be good, considering her condition. So now the options were limited; stay at home and experience accusation, rejection, and stoning or go to Elizabeth’s and maybe get some understanding. The moment Mary arrived and Elizabeth saw her, the baby jumped in Elizabeth’s womb and the Holy Spirit came upon her. The prophetic relationship between the two women was instantly affirmed by God and they were unified.

Many prophetic relationships occur not because so-and-so is a family member or a friend, but because God has joined people together in the Spirit. However, the forging of prophetic relationships may not be as glamorous as it sounds. The phrase “prophetic relationship” seems to infer that the way God should put us together would be through softly speaking to our hearts, then gently leading us by His Spirit, culminating in euphoric affirmations. While that is a possibility, I have not met many people over the years that have that testimony. Rather, if biblical precedent and God’s first actions still set the pattern, then we can rest assured that upheaval, stress, forced circumstances, limited options and, did I mention, “stress,” would all be factors. How many of us understand what that looks like? The reality is, many women who are pregnant with the purposes of God are stressed by a marital relationship that seems to be more natural than supernatural, or are placed in a situation where things are falling apart and the only option appears to be the road of least injury. Then of course, there are those who have both! Accordingly, the path leading to prophetic relationships, in most cases, is not marked with the gentle nudgings of a dove. With that in mind, it is important to note that when we talk about prophetic relationships, the key word is “appropriate.”

Many times, so-called prayer meetings, bible studies and relationships are formed due to all the stressful things previously mentioned and more, but they are inappropriate. Consider this; both Mary and Elizabeth were women who were clearly submitted to spiritual authority (meaning God, their husbands and church/synagogue community), ethical in their approach to their different situations and who refused to make excuses about confronting what lay ahead. Inappropriate relationships may have all the spiritual dynamics, like prophetic prayer, insights into personal situations and so on, but are in violation of God’s spiritual ethics. If we were to list all the women of the bible we have discussed so far, you would find that not one of them spoke ill of the important men in their lives (this is not to say that they did not have marital conflict at times). They did what God said in a manner that actually blessed these men. They may have had times of private prayer, but they did nothing covertly or dishonorably.

Let’s expound on the idea of being covert. There is a difference between “private” and “covert”. A private prayer meeting, for example, is one that may be by invitation to certain people, but is held with the acknowledgement of those in spiritual authority. You may be thinking, “But you said that even those who follow Jesus closely may not recognize what God is doing. So, if we tell them of the prayer meeting, wouldn’t that create a problem?” This is where spiritual maturity, along with a healthy approach to relationships, is necessary. If you cultivate a transparent, healthy relationship with your pastor or leader, he (or she) may not be directly involved in the meeting or even fully grasp its vision, but because he knows you and your heart, he can trust you to participate and not violate that trust, or be unethical with those you are with. A covert meeting, on the other hand, is secretive and operates underneath the radar of church leadership. Even more troublesome is when those who are covert display themselves as one person and behave as another in secret. The scripture tells us in Psalms 64 that those who operate covertly are wicked and will come under the judgment of God (see also Ecclesiastes 12:14). Covert prayer meetings and other such groups are very dangerous for the participants and especially for their organizers. (Many have gone down this road claiming the Spirit led them to do so. This is deception.)

When people are joined together in a prophetic relationship, the idea of “the babe leaping in the womb” is very profound. This description is more than just being excited about God doing a new thing; this is an inner witness within each person’s spirit regarding the pregnancy and birth of Divine purpose. When Mary arrived, this experience affirmed and encouraged Elizabeth. At the same time, in the moment of her affirmation, Elizabeth prophesies to Mary, also confirming what God was doing in her.

“Then she spoke out with a loud voice and said, ‘Blessed are you among women, and blessed is the fruit of your womb! But why is this granted to me, that the mother of my Lord should come to me? For indeed, as soon as the voice of your greeting sounded in my ears, the babe leaped in my womb for joy. Blessed is she who believed, for there will be a fulfillment of those things which were told her from the Lord.'” (Luke 1:42-45/NKJ)

In an instant, both were affirmed, a prophetic relationship was established, destiny was confirmed and revolutionary purpose was solidified. Yet, it did not stop there; not only was Elizabeth prophesying and encouraging Mary, but Mary as well began to prophesy. She began speaking encouragement to herself and to the atmosphere around her; together they had a prayer meeting like no other previously recorded in scripture!

“And Mary said: ‘My soul magnifies the Lord, and my spirit has rejoiced in God my Savior. For He has regarded the lowly state of His maidservant; for behold, henceforth all generations will call me blessed. For He who is mighty has done great things for me, and holy is His name. And His mercy is on those who fear Him from generation to generation. He has shown strength with His arm; he has scattered the proud in the imagination of their hearts. He has put down the mighty from their thrones, and exalted the lowly. He has filled the hungry with good things, and the rich He has sent away empty. He has helped His servant Israel, in remembrance of His mercy, as He spoke to our fathers, to Abraham and to his seed forever.'” (Luke 1-A6-55/NKJ)

For the next three months, the women stayed together at Elizabeth’s home encouraging one another. Finally, the time came for Mary to leave and Elizabeth to give birth. Consider again the situation. Elizabeth, living with a silent husband, doing what seemed usual and regimented for what felt like a long time, was given a prophetic prayer partner by God. During that first six-month period we do not have a record of Elizabeth going to the local synagogue’s women’s breakfast and complaining that her husband refused to talk to her. Rather, she took that time of silence and transformed it into solitude. Though one may argue that we do not have such a record either, the fruit of Elizabeth’s conduct seems to point to that biblical principle. The evidence we do have is that out of Elizabeth’s solitude came prophetic declaration and affirmation.

At last Elizabeth’s and Zacharias’ child was born. When the time came to bring the child to the temple for circumcision and dedication, as tradition holds, Zacharias was to name the boy after a male ancestor. When he was asked what the name should be, he did not forget what the angel said to him nine months earlier. He asked for a tablet and wrote, “John.” This baffled the relatives who knew that he did not have an ancestor named John. Yet, because of Zacharias’ obedience, the Holy Spirit came upon him and he began to prophesy. From Elizabeth’s perspective, this must have been one of the best days of her life! Not only did she have a long awaited answer to prayer in her new-born son, but her husband was talking again, and now by unction of the Holy Spirit!

While Elizabeth’s troubles were finally over, Mary’s were just beginning. She was about to do what not many of us would dare. She was on her way home to face Joseph, her family and friends, three months pregnant - and by now obviously so. Remember, Mary could not telephone Joseph from the safe distance of Elizabeth’s house and explain her dilemma. No, she was heading home with a courage born of a resting faith, empowered by her prophetic relationship with Elizabeth. That holy arsenal of faith and relationship affirmed to her that her life was in God’s hands. She knew that the revolution she carried would come forth in the fullness of time, regardless of what might happen! After all, she knew that Elizabeth recently gave birth to a miracle.

When Mary arrived back home and revealed to Joseph what had happened, he rejected the whole story. According to the Gospel of Matthew, Joseph, a “just man” was going to “put her away privately” (Matthew 1:19). This sounds so nice and poetic, yet in most of our Christian movies and Sunday school stories, this event is rarely addressed. At first glance, we tend to see the magical rather than the realistic. We seem to read into this verse that Joseph was such a nice man he was going to forgive Mary’s alleged misconduct and simply break their engagement quietly. Let’s go back two thousand years and do a reality check.

The literal Greek translation of Matthew 1:19 reads, “Joseph, moreover the husband of her, righteous (in law) also! Not intending her to be made an example, purposed secretly to dismiss her.” Or, as the Textus Receptus reads, “Not intending her infamy exposed, purposed secretly to dismiss her.” In the worst-case scenario, Joseph, who adhered strictly to Old Testament Law, would have to reveal her shame publicly. This act, in addition to putting Mary’s reputation and possibly her life in jeopardy, would also bring reproach to him. Rather than do this, because he was known as a righteous man, the text seems to imply that he was going to release her in secret, which would benefit them both. The result of this clandestine act would be that she could not be stoned to death, and his reputation would remain unstained so he could continue to hold his head up in the community. This does not fit our traditional image of the situation, but the language seems to imply this by a devotion to legal accuracy, and a concern with being “morally right”, rather than Joseph simply being compassionate or a nice guy.

In the next verse the scripture says, “…he thought on these things…”(Matthew 1:20). Once again the Greek language is less poetic, but more revealing. It tells us, in literal translation, that “…these things, but even, revolved around in his mind…” In short, the situation plagued Joseph and his head was spinning, trying to figure out what to do.

While all this was going on and Joseph was reeling in his bed, what was Mary doing? Was she pleading for her life? Was she praying for a few gold coins and a mule so she could slip out of town? No, based on her foundation of Divine rest and relationship, she was trusting God!

That night, while Joseph’s mind was still whirling, he drifted off to sleep. At that moment, the angel of the Lord took the opportunity to appear to him in a dream and explained what was going on. As soon as Joseph realized what was happening, he changed his direction and took Mary as his wife. As the rest of the story goes, they found themselves moving around and eventually giving birth in a manger. Regardless of the fact that they could not settle down for almost two years total, which included long trips on the back of a donkey and a less than favorable maternity ward, God brought forth His revolutionary, our Redeemer. How did this happen? What was the key that kept Mary? It was not her upbringing, her social status, or a unique level of holiness. At the beginning, it was a small commitment of faith, empowered and energized by an appropriate prophetic relationship and a Divine Rest.

At the start of this chapter, we referred to a scripture in Zachariah 9:9 (which is later fulfilled in Matthew 21:5), where we find our Lord entering into Jerusalem in His final days “…humble, and mounted on a donkey…” This humility was reflected in everything that followed, from His mock trial to the resurrection. I would submit, however, that Christ’s entrance into Jerusalem was not the first time humility was expressed. His entrance into the Holy City was the completion of an entrance that started long before, also with great surrender and humility. It was not on the back of a donkey, but in the womb of a woman, Mary. A woman who in many ways endured much, yet through humility found herself positioned for the powerful hand of God. Even in much of our religious art, we depict pregnant Mary on the “donkey of humility” with Joseph walking by her side. This powerful portrait of Christ’s first entrance into the world of mankind would be through the restful faith and prophetic relationship of two submitted women, clothed in humility.

When John the Baptist, the son of Elizabeth and Zacharias, finally took the world’s stage, his parents were not alive to see the ultimate fulfillment of God’s Words. Yet, through the foundation of their obedient faith and prophetic relationships, John would fulfill all that God had for him. This in itself is a message to us all. We opened this chapter addressing the concerns of some women who may have wondered if they would carry their spiritual pregnancy full-term. While the answer to such questions is a resounding “Yes”, there is a Divine question to all of us that requires an answer. In the case of Elizabeth, she humbly submitted to God, connected in an empowering relationship and entered Divine Rest, resulting in the birth of John the Baptist. Yet, the total fulfillment of what she birthed would not been seen within her lifetime. Consequently, she lived for what she would not live to see. I call this “Transcendent Faith”.

Transcendent Faith is the kind of faith that one exercises in their lifetime that exceeds the boundaries of their physical existence. In other words, it’s the kind of faith that keeps living on even after one has died. It is a prophetic faith. It is a faith that sees something in the future so clearly and with such conviction that even after the death of the one who saw it, their faith brings to reality what was hoped for. The prophetic relationship that Mary and Elizabeth had together energized such transcendent faith and spoke to things that would surpass both their physical lives. Not until long after Elizabeth’s death would her son live the holy and dedicated life he was consecrated for from birth.

The question is, do you have transcendent faith? Do you believe in what you see in the womb of your spirit with such conviction that whether or not you see the fulfillment of it in your lifetime, you would still live for that purpose, regardless? This may sound like a scary question, maybe even far beyond your reach. But it’s not as far away as you may think. The less self-centered we become, the less we focus on our own needs and wants, the more Christ-centered we become, spanning His wants and His needs. In other words, if you are pregnant with the purposes of God, you already have the ingredients for transcendent faith within you.

At the beginning of their pregnancy, many expectant mothers are excited and nauseous at the same time. Yet, as time goes on, the sick feelings leave and a focus on the pregnancy’s future begins. In the same manner, if we allow God to have His way in our lives, the fear and self-centeredness will leave and our faith will begin to focus on the future, even a future that stretches beyond our physical life. Eventually, God will bring into each of our lives the prophetic relationships we need to energize us to birth His revolutionary purposes, even if those purposes will outlive us.

After Jesus was born, Mary’s journey, unlike Elizabeth’s, would not come to a joyful end. Instead, she would hear a prophecy that would more than upset most of us. While in the temple at the time of circumcision, unlike the case of Elizabeth where there was a wonderful prophecy that came through her healed husband, Mary hears the following prophetic word:

“And behold, there was a man in Jerusalem whose name was Simeon, and this man was just and devout, waiting for the Consolation of Israel, and the Holy Spirit was upon him. … Then Simeon blessed them, and said to Mary His mother, ‘Behold, this Child is destined for the fall and rising of many in Israel, and for a sign which will be spoken against (yes, a sword will pierce through your own soul also), that the thoughts of many hearts may be revealed.'” (Luke 2:25, 34–35/NKJ)

What kind of word is this? The Child will be destined for greatness, the fall and rising of many… but, “a sword will pierce through your own soul”? Think of all this woman had already experienced, and now this? Can you imagine carrying such a word for the next 30 years? Can you imagine watching this amazing, wonderful Child grow? Watching His wisdom and favor with both God and man increase, only to anticipate a sword which would cut through a mother’s heart? No wonder her name was Mary, which translated from the Hebrew root means “bitter.” Her life was not full of spiritual breakthroughs heralding victory over and over again, but a discovery of Divine Rest in a life weaved together through bitter experiences. When the day came for such a sword to be wielded into her heart, that ominous day of the Cross, God would already have prepared her with what she needed. It would not be a gloomy prophecy from 30 years ago, but a new prophetic relationship. Mary, now much older, was given another relationship that would help birth the coming revolution of the Resurrection. This time, Mary would receive her encouragement (much as Elizabeth had) from a considerably younger woman who would also need to be encouraged for what she was about to bring forth. Read the words of the Gospel:

“Now there stood by the cross of Jesus His mother, and His mother’s sister, Mary the wife of Clopas, and Mary Magdalene. “(John 19:25/NKJ)

As the execution of Jesus was taking place, we find four women at the Cross: Mary (Christ’s mother), her sister (who is not named), Mary the wife of Clopas, also known as Alphaeus (who according to tradition was the brother of Joseph, the Virgin’s husband, who had died some years before), and Mary Magdalene. These women stuck together throughout the years of Christ’s ministry life; they cared for Him and followed as disciples. However, while one would expect to see relatives at such an event, we find a most interesting presence among these women. Mary Magdalene, as discussed in the previous chapter, was the key person in bringing the message of the resurrection to the Apostles. As the text progresses, we find Jesus, while on the cross, charging the Apostle John to care for His mother, Mary (John 19:26-27). In that day, this gesture was compassionate and appropriate both culturally and morally. Yet, this is not the prophetic relationship that seems to stand out in the subtlety of scripture. The relationship of which scripture says little, but enough to shed some light on the subject, is that of Mary, our Lord’s mother, and Mary Magdalene.

In the same manner that Mary was the vessel through which Christ entered the earth, Mary Magdalene was the vessel through which Christ would first herald His resurrection. Both women were present at significant times during the birth of spiritual revolution; one at the birth of His humanity and the other at the rebirth of His Divinity. There is a strong possibility that both women encouraged and empowered each other during this time of grievous tribulation and during the subsequent founding of the Church age. One could imagine that young Mary Magdalene, who believed deeply in Christ as Savior and as the God who dies and rises again, could have encouraged His mother, who had to watch the vicious execution of the Child she brought into the world. In that same period of time, Mary, the mother of our Lord, could have encouraged Mary Magdalene, who in just a few short days would see the resurrected Christ and proclaim His ascension. After all, if there was any woman at that time who knew what it was like to be put in a questionable situation, especially when it came to announcing the sighting of an angel or in this case a resurrected Savior, it was Mary, the mother of Christ.

According to the scripture, after Mary Magdalene sees Jesus at the tomb, these women rejoice together and Jesus appears to them all. Keep in mind that when Mary Magdalene first spoke of Christ’s resurrection, the disciples did not believe her. Later, the women went to the tomb with Mary Magdalene and shortly after they saw Jesus as well (Matthew 28:1-10). When we look again at Church history, we find a multitude of ideas about these two women. For one, the Greek Orthodox Church maintains that both Mary Magdalene and Mary, the Savior’s mother, lived together in Ephesus after the Ascension. After the death of Mary, the mother of Christ, Mary Magdalene moved to Marseilles, in the Southern part of France. Also, throughout the history of the Church’s iconic art, we find many depictions of Mary, the Virgin and Mary Magdalene together (for example: Giovanni Bellini’s “Sacred Conversation”, Ambrogio Lorenzetti’s “Madonna and Child with Mary Magdalene and St. Dorothea”, and many more). The point again is this; God Divinely connected these women in prophetic relationships for support and encouragement of their faith to fashion a Divine Rest which would bring forth birth and a season of spiritual revolution.

I believe in this new millennium God is linking people together like never before. He is bringing together women, in particular, as well as men, congregations, and even churches within cities, in prophetic relationships to encourage a Divine Rest and a humility that will birth His redemptive purpose in the earth prior to the return of the King.




  



Chapter IV

Poured Together—Opening and Drawing from the Well
 

“Now while he was still speaking with them, Rachel came with her father’s sheep, for she was a shepherdess. And it came to pass, when Jacob saw Rachel… that Jacob went near and rolled the stone from the well’s mouth, and watered the flock of Laban his mother’s brother.” (Genesis 29:9-10/NKJ)

“Now the priest of Midian had seven daughters. And they came and drew water, and they filled the troughs to water their father’s flock. Then the shepherds came and drove them away; but Moses stood up and helped them, and watered their flock.” (Exodus 2:16-17/NKJ)

“And it shall come to pass in the last days, says God, that I will pour out of My Spirit on all flesh; your sons and your daughters shall prophesy, your young men shall see visions, your old men shall dream dreams. And on My menservants and on My maidservants I will pour out My Spirit in those days; and they shall prophesy.” (Acts 2:17-18/NKJ)

Up to this point, we have almost exclusively discussed women, their relationships with each other and their Divine role in birthing spiritual revolution. We have made a modest reference to the significant men in their lives and what impact both made on each other. However, with all that was discussed, there is much more to say about the relationships of men and women toward each other. As a matter of fact, the necessity of the spiritual connection between the two is undeniable. The Apostle Paul said:

“However, in the Lord, neither is woman independent of man, nor is man independent of woman. For as the woman originates from the man, so also the man has his birth through the woman; and all things originate from God.” (1 Corinthians 11:11-12/NAS)

This statement reaches farther than just the physical aspects of woman coming from man in the Garden, or a man coming forth from the womb of a woman. I would like to suggest three prophetic facets relating to men and women, and how they relate to the spiritual dynamics of Divine purpose. They are: Opening the Well, Being Drawn from the Water, and Pouring Out Together.

“Opening the Well”

The first speaks to the opening of the well’s mouth as referred to in Genesis 29:9-10. In this scripture, we have Jacob, who had just arrived in Bethel and had a vision from the Lord regarding His destiny (Genesis 28:11-22). The original reason for his journey was to find himself a suitable wife at the commission of His father. His travels have taken Him to a field in the East, in which he finds shepherds and a well with a stone rolled in front of it. As he asks if they know of his relative, Laban, he also questions them why they have not watered the sheep, for surely the time of day was right for this (Genesis 29:2-7).

“But they said, ‘We cannot, until all the flocks are gathered, and they roll the stone from the mouth of the well; then we water the sheep.'” (Genesis 29:8/NAS)

Notice the significance of the shepherds gathering the flocks and waiting for someone else to roll the stone away. According to the custom of the day, it was proper to wait for all the flocks to be brought together so each shepherd would receive the same portion of water for his flock. The baffling part of the verse is the phrase, “…and they roll the stone from the mouth of the well…” The operative words are, “they roll”. In the Hebrew language these two words are one word describing the action of someone other than the one speaking. It is apparent in the next verse that Rachel arrives with her flock and shortly thereafter we find Jacob rolling the stone away from the mouth of the well. Based on the context, we have to conclude that the men were waiting for the shepherdess so the stone could be rolled away. If this was inappropriate, we would find the shepherds in an uproar, but they said nothing and the watering of the flocks began. Could it be that the male shepherds were actually waiting for a shepherdess to come (which would complete the gathering of the flocks) so the stone could be rolled away? From a prophetic point of view, this is most interesting.

The shepherds were waiting for the appropriate time and the appropriate one to open the mouth of the well. Notice that the time of day was important, but even more so, was that all be gathered together and the appropriate person open the mouth of the well. Many believers in the Church are praying, seeking and waiting for God to pour Himself out upon our ministries, cities and nations. Many have a sense that the time is upon us for God’s outpouring, yet here we stand, in faith and in prayer, still waiting. Why? Could it be that we are waiting for God to move, not because of some form of ungodliness or sin, or because we are not reaching out to the lost in the proper manner, but because there is a posture we must discover for that release to occur? While the first two reasons are possible, the latter might be the key. In the same light, when Moses built the tabernacle, we find that the glory of God did not manifest until everything was in its place (Exodus 39:32-40:38).

God has been moving through churches and ministries to some measure for a long, long time, but in cases around the world when men and women united in the Spirit, revolutionary occurrences happened beyond expectation. In fifth century Ireland, Brigid of Kildare, on the heels of Saint Patrick, would be mightily used of God to establish one of the largest monasteries in all of Europe. It would be these monasteries that would preserve the written Word of God and transcribe it for the known world. This single example speaks volumes of what unity between men and women can do. Can you imagine what would have happened if the Christian men hadn’t heeded the voice of this anointed woman of God? Simply, we might not have the New Testament as we know it today.

The imagery of a woman at a well is nothing new to us. We already discussed the Woman at the Well with Jesus, but let us remind ourselves of something she said to Him:

“The woman said to Him, ‘Sir, You have nothing to draw with, and the well is deep. Where then do You get that living water? Are You greater than our father Jacob, who gave us the well, and drank from it himself, as well as his sons and his livestock?'” (John 4:11-12/NKJ)

The well that Jacob and Rachel stood at in Genesis is the very same well Jesus would later sit at and proclaim that He had Living Water. This actual place and imagery is quite significant, not only because Jesus would choose it to establish His message of “Living Water,” but because a woman is placed in the revolutionary picture. The imagery of a well in its symbolic form has significant correlations to what is uniquely female. In Proverbs 5:15, when speaking of intimacy with a woman, the scripture exhorts to “Drink…water from your own well.” In Song of Solomon 4:12 the writer tells us that his virgin bride is a fountain, closed with a rock, “A garden locked, is my sister and bride, a stone locked, a well sealed.”

In the chapter prior to Jesus speaking with the Woman at the Well, we find Jesus telling Nicodemus that we must be “born of water and of the Spirit.” Theologians have agreed that this statement is in reference to being born of a woman, meaning the water that comes forth from the womb at birth as well as the water of baptism, representing cleansing, death and rebirth. Regardless of which theological bias one may have, both are connected to birth and the water from which it comes. The point made in Genesis is that an opened well watered “the flock,” both in the natural and in the spiritual; in the natural, Rachel’s flock, and in the spiritual, the city of Samaria.

The connection between men and women in the spirit becomes a powerful one. This is why Satan, the spirit of darkness, has worked so hard at perverting the desires of men and women through provoking sexual immorality, especially for those in ministry. Our reaction in the Church to our sexuality and the improper use of it has created all kinds of barriers and false standards that have hindered the spiritual outpouring we desire God to release. To be clear, I am not advocating some form of sexual perversion, but a respect and honor for both men and women that will create an environment for them to work together without obstruction. Consider this; a man, Jacob, opened the mouth of the well, and Jesus, also a man, opened the well with Living Water, resulting in both cases with revolution. The scripture continues:

“And it came to pass, when Jacob saw Rachel the daughter of Laban his mother’s brother, and the sheep of Laban his mother’s brother, that Jacob went near and rolled the stone from the well’s mouth, and watered the flock of Laban his mother’s brother. Then Jacob kissed Rachel, and lilted up his voice and wept.” (Genesis 29:10-11/NKJ)

The prophetic purpose and destiny revealed here in Genesis is earthshaking. As their story continues, the connection between Jacob and Rachel opens us to many lessons about what God can do through the unity of men and women. This single act of opening a well set in motion the birth of the twelve tribes of Israel, in particular the birth of two prophetic sons (from a barren womb, of course), Joseph and Benjamin, and the transformation of a man named Jacob into a father of a nation, named “Israel” (Genesis 32:24-32). The spiritual strategy for this was for a man to open a well and let the waters of a woman’s spiritual womb flow.

For many years in the patriarchal cultures we have looked to men to lead, guide and govern the affairs of many things, yet with the absence or minimal involvement of women. Could it be that in doing so we were “reacting” to the fall in the Garden? Could it be that we have viewed women as prone to deception because of it? Could it be that we have seen them as those who lead mankind down the path of temptation? As those whose subordination was a Divine decree and that men needed to be in control and to keep spiritual purity? Or have we missed the message and bit the fruit of deception as well? Could it be that Satan first approached the woman because he grasped the potential of what was in her and feared what could be released? Could it be that Satan recognized that once the man and woman united, they would produce after their own kind (Genesis 1:11-12), which would result in more living beings created in the image of God? Could it be that the subordination of the woman was nothing more than God’s acknowledgement of the curse due to her disobedience and in Christ we are now free from such curses? The Apostle Paul made it very clear that both men and women are to submit to one another in the reverence of Christ. In their unique difference, when they are united they manifest the mystery of Christ, who is the image of the invisible God! (Ephesians 5:21-32; Colossians 1:15) Satan knew full well what he was up against and attacked accordingly, putting a wedge between a union that would produce the very beings that would become his destruction!

Today, we are entering a time when God will lay it upon men’s hearts to empower women within their ministries to pray, prophesy, teach and minister, even in denominations where this is unusual. There are churches that never considered having a woman in leadership that will find themselves asking key women to pray and seek the Lord concerning certain matters and then submit their findings to the male leadership. There will also be churches that will find themselves looking at women as candidates for leadership and pastoral positions even though in general, the denomination traditionally overlooked women for such roles. There are husbands who have wanted “conventional wives”, those who are supposed to cook, clean, and take care of the kids, but they may find themselves doing some of the cooking, cleaning and caretaking, so their wives can take time to intercede and minister the Gospel. Such men will not have a problem with doing those things, nor feel their manhood is challenged because of their clarity of heart from Christ’s Spirit. The result of this release of women in different ways will open the spiritual well of God’s Spirit in churches, cities and nations like never before and in levels that we “conceived” in our spiritual minds, but have not seen in manifestation. There are flocks of people held within the spiritual wombs of women, given to them by their Heavenly Father, which must be brought together with the rest of the flock of God! God is raising up men to open the spiritual birth canal, so women can release what God has put in them.

There may be women reading this right now who are wondering about husbands and churches that do not currently feel this way, are simply silent on the subject, or may say one thing theologically, but culturally practice another. Remember what we learned of Elizabeth and Zacharias in the last chapter. What we don’t always realize is that the silence of men may be the dealings of God and has nothing to do with women in general. First, just because a man is silent does not mean you can’t be pregnant with the purposes of God. Rather, his silence may be a prompting of the Lord for you to discover a solitude that will produce a prophetic birthing-cry that will transform “silent Zacharias” into a prophet and birth a son that will proclaim “Prepare the way of the Lord!” Some must realize that they, like Elizabeth, are carrying what will loose the tongues of men when their travail is complete. Men’s silence, or what may be viewed as a lack of spirituality, may not be that at all. It may simply be a waiting for the sound (the cry) of what must be birthed in solitude.

Consider that Jacob, who opened the well for Rachel, did not obtain this spiritual position until after his mother, Rebecca privately assisted him in getting the family blessing from his father, Isaac (Genesis 27:1-29). Esau had already renounced his birthright and given it to Jacob, which is the cultural equivalent of abandoning your family (Genesis 25:31-34). While this happened behind Isaac’s back, Rebecca was not ignorant to what was going on. She knew from the very beginning of her pregnancy what would unfold (Genesis 25:21-23). Through Rebecca’s quiet, yet purposeful intercession, Jacob received His father’s blessing and was later commissioned by him to seek a wife. Think of the process. Rebecca interceded in solitude; she made no demand on Isaac even through God spoke to her clearly, but did what she was led to do. Then from what she birthed in prayer and practice, Jacob was able to go, open the well and release what was in both Rachel and Leah.

The time has come for men to open the well within the spiritual wombs of women and allow them to come forth. It is with this idea that we find ourselves looking at the second type of connection between men and women.

“Being Drawn Out of the Water”

One of the greatest Old Testament prophets to Jews and Christians alike is Moses. According to the Apostle Paul, Moses is to the nation of Israel what Christ is to the Church (Hebrews 3:1-6). When you look at the life of Moses in brief, you find him born of a woman in a time of great turmoil, once more the typical scenario for the birth of spiritual revolution. His father, Amram was a Levite and remains virtually absent from Moses’ life story. The only record we have of Amram’s involvement is outside of the scripture in the writings of Josephus (Ant. 2.9.2-4) that tell us he had a dream regarding Moses’ birth. (Notice the similarity between Amram and Joseph, Christ’s stepfather. Both had a dream regarding the birth of their son.) According to Josephus, Pharaoh was warned by his magicians of a coming redeemer who would liberate Israel. The scripture also tells us that Pharaoh was afraid of Israel because of their growing strength as slaves (Exodus 1:9-10). His solution was to increase Israel’s bondage and drown their male infant children in the River Nile. Needless to say, Moses’ mother hid her newborn son for three months, but to no avail. She would then take a step of faith that would set a sequence of prophetic events in motion, eventually bringing deliverance to Israel.

She placed her infant son in an ark, a floating bassinet, and sent it down the river. Most of us know what happened next; Pharaoh’s daughter found the bassinet and pulled the infant out of the water. It is from this event Moses received his name (Exodus 2:1-10); he did not receive it from his Hebrew father or mother, but rather from his Egyptian stepmother. According to Unger’s Bible Dictionary and the International Standard Bible Encyclopedia, his stepmother was probably Princess Hatshepsut, who would later become Queen after the death of her father and brothers. It would be she who would give the baby boy the name “Moses.”

Let’s shed a little more light on Moses’ stepmother. Queen Hatshepsut was one of the first women to also gain the title of Pharaoh (king). Her father was Pharaoh Thutmose and her mother, Queen Ahmose. The name “Thutmose” means “born of (the god) Thoth”. The segment “mose” (from which “Moses” comes) simply means “born of”. While the Hebrew adaptation of “Moses” means “drawn out of the water”, to Hatshepsut it was “Born of the water”. This is hardly an accident and its relationship to our earlier examples, referring to being “born of water and of Spirit”, is also no accident.

Queen Hatshepsut reigned for 22 years. Her rule was prosperous and peaceful with little said about her relation to Moses. Her ascendance to the throne was controversial and her death mysterious. Unlike the Queens and Pharaohs of Egypt, she never received a proper burial place. Hatshepsut simply disappeared. She was never ritually placed in a tomb and as of yet, no relic of her mummy or corpse has ever been found. Sound familiar? In the same way that his stepmother disappears, Moses also vanishes at the time of his death. The scripture says that he was buried by God in the land of Moab, but no relic or corpse was ever found of him, either (Deuteronomy 34:1-6). It is doubtful that this, too, is just a coincidence.

Eventually Moses’ sister would approach Hatshepsut and convince her to give the child to his birthmother so she could nurse him until he could be weaned (Exodus 2:7-8). Hatshepsut agreed and Moses was returned to his mother along with a complete change of national status. The baby, who once lived under the threat of death by Egyptian authority, was now being clothed by Egypt’s wealth, fed by his natural mother and protected by the very Pharaoh that had wanted to kill him. This message of God’s ability to turn around a person’s fate, in and beyond the final hour, is amazing. In the story of the infant Moses, who could not pray, proclaim scripture, or be led by the Holy Spirit, God used two very different women to fulfill his early destiny.

Men and women of God, let us be reminded of this story when we feel like we have come to the end and nothing is left. God, in the final hour and beyond, can draw us out of our circumstances and totally turn around our situations!

But Moses’ story doesn’t stop there! Moses will grow up in Pharaoh’s home, but eventually he will be called away from it. He will see a Hebrew slave being brutally beaten by an Egyptian and the Divine revolutionary in his heart will rise to the forefront. He will be so moved by this incident that he will strike down the Egyptian (Exodus 2:10-12). In fear that the current Pharaoh will find out, Moses flees through the desert and finds himself in the land of Midian. Where in the land of Midian? Where else but by a well (Exodus 2:15). While he is finding refreshment, women shepherdesses come to water their flocks. But no sooner do they arrive and fill their troughs than male shepherds show up and drive the women away. When Moses sees this injustice, he stands up, stops the men and assists the women (Exodus 2:16-17).

Here again we find Moses being “drawn out of the water,” this time from the well. Here again we find women as co-stars in a major spiritual drama. Here it would be, the third of four significant events in Moses’ life that would change him forever. (The first being his life spared by being drawn out of the Nile, the second when he sees the Egyptian beat the Hebrew, and later the fourth, the burning bush.) However, after this incident, the adopted son of Pharaoh’s daughter would spend forty years learning and preparing for his destiny. You might say that Moses experienced a kind of rebirth. Here again, in front of a well, a symbol of what is uniquely feminine and a type of womb from which life springs forth, a significant event takes place. Moses comes to the aid of harassed shepherdesses trying to water their father’s flock.

Unlike Jacob, who simply opened a well, here we find conflict over the well itself. Looking back to the earlier prophetic word regarding the need for all the flocks to come together, it only makes sense that the spirit of darkness would like to create strife over the source. The significance of this moment reveals three very important things. First, a spiritual battle takes place over what will potentially come forth from women, much like the transformation of Samaria in the Women at the Well story. Another example on a major and broader prophetic scale is in the book of Revelation. There we find a woman clothed with the sun, crying out in labor while a fiery red dragon waits to devour the Child she is bearing (Revelation 12:1-4). The significance of the war in the heavenlies gives us a clue concerning most of the conflicts in similar cases. In short, the warfare is an attempt to prevent, or prolong, what is inevitable in the prophetic purposes of God.

Second, as we begin to unite together as men and women, there will be those who will ignorantly oppose what God desires. There will be those who, like the disciples in the Women at the Well account, simply will not understand what is going on at first (or maybe not at all). In other words, there will be those who still believe that women should not be shepherding their Father’s flocks, or better said, not be involved in leadership affairs. Yet there are men of God, with the spirit of Moses, whom God will move to stand up and come to the aid of His anointed women. Like Jacob, such men will open the mouth of the well. In addition, like Moses, they will become intercessors, standing up not just in prayer, but in acts of favor and support, empowering such women to fulfill their purpose. They will also stand up and oppose the strategies of the enemy in this hour to suppress, discourage and dishearten God’s women. This act by men to rise up will also transform their lives and ministries into ones of greater anointing and power. It will increase such men, like it did Moses, so they will be able to stand against the spiritual Pharaohs of their cities and bring greater deliverance to those held captive than ever before. In the final analysis, the anointed women receiving such assistance will be empowered and so will the men who strengthen them.

Unfortunately, the scripture says nothing about the shepherds who opposed the women and Moses. This silence by the scripture could imply that we, as men, get to fill in the blanks. In other words, it could suggest that each man will have the opportunity to “see beyond the moment” and participate in what God is doing or, unfortunately, reject it altogether.

The third aspect comes from the idea of being “drawn out of the water” or “born of the water” itself. There is an old saying, “Behind every great man is a great woman.” This statement may not be far from the truth. When you think of the life of Moses, you cannot help but think of three very different women, from very different backgrounds, whom God used to bring forth what was in him. His natural mother is the most obvious one of the three; after all she was his mother. But think of what she actually did. She had to release her son in a way few mothers experience. In today’s world if a mother gives up her child for adoption, it is usually done at the time of birth. But Moses’ mother had to let him go after three months of caring for him as only his mother could. Then the way she let him go was truly through faith in God. She did not give him safely to a lawyer who would in turn give the baby to his new parents. Instead, she put him in a bassinet and sent him down the river trusting God with his future. To put it another way, she had to release complete control of Moses and his future. Her only recourse was faith. Nevertheless, once released, God saw to it that what she released was returned to her. Can you imagine how this affected her? Can you imagine what it must have been like when Miriam came running home and shouted something like, “Mother! The Princess said that you can take the baby and nurse him until he’s weaned!” This mother, whose name is not even mentioned in the story (it only appears in the genealogy four chapters later in Exodus 6:20) had such a testimony at this point. While other women were still afraid for their male children, this woman of God was able to nurse her child and even let him cry aloud with no fear of consequence.

Another challenge for her must have been what the other women in Israel thought of her. After all, now she had the favor of the enemy on her side. Though the baby was allowed to live, a tremendous breakthrough for the Amram family, now they may have been considered collaborators with the opposition. The other women in the tribe may have murmured that Amram’s wife compromised, that she sold-out her people to keep her child and that she betrayed her God. Imagine how they would have had to live. Until Moses would return as deliverer, the Amram family would have lived with the constant undercurrent of gossip and questioning their loyalty to Israel. Of course we will never know what people may have said about her, but based on what we do know about the beliefs and culture of that day, it could not have been good. Moses’ natural mother may never have realized that someday her son would be a great deliverer. Yet she trusted God in a terrible situation and did as she felt was right. It would be that stinging step of faith that would set things in motion, causing the world to change forever.

Woman of God, you may feel like you are just one name on a list of many in your church or community, but know this; what you do can have an enormous affect on the world. Know that what you may perceive as a time of abuse from evil and great suffering, even unwarranted and undeserved, may have nothing to do with you personally. It may just be the result of living in a wicked world during a time of great cruelty. However, what you see as merely a step toward trying to stay alive and giving your children a better life may turn out to be the prophetic step that will change the world.

Another great woman in the story of Moses is Princess Hatshepsut. This woman knowingly had compassion on a Hebrew baby at a time when her own father’s desire was to destroy him. This would be equal to treason today. As a matter of fact, it’s beyond treason! Hatshepsut was not only going against a policy of national security, but against her gods as far as the Egyptians were concerned. If Pharaoh was an incarnation of the will of god, then for her to take in Moses was to go against the gods themselves. Clearly she was not a conventional princess, but one who would do what was right within her heart regardless of who or what was saying to do otherwise. If you read the history of this Egyptian Princess and later Queen, the controversy around her ascendance to the throne is tremendous. It was so stormy that at the Ramesseum Temple in Thebes, Ramses II deliberately bypassed her name in the list of Kings.

When you think of Hatshepsut, she had all the makings of a revolutionary herself. (God knew exactly who to give Moses to!) She was a Queen who desired peace, but not at the expense of justice. Taking Moses from the Nile had tremendous spiritual significance in Egyptian mythology (and a correlation to our own line of thinking). The god of the Nile River was known has Hapi (Ahephi, or spelled Hep) one of the four sons of Horus (the son of the “resurrected” Osiris). Notice that in Hatshepsut’s name the segment “hep” is in the middle of it. Hapi (or Ahephi) was depicted in dual forms; he is the guardian of the dead’s lungs (in mummification, each vital organ is preserved separately in the tomb for the next life), thus he was god of the breath of life for the next world. In addition, he was also depicted as a female fertility god, providing food, water and other such things. In some cases Hapi was depicted as a female with a baby in her arms, just like Isis and Horus. One cannot help but be reminded of our religious art portraying the Virgin with the Christ child.

For Hatshepsut to draw the infant from the water, she would have believed that he was a gift from Hapi. (As a side note, here is another instance of a woman with a child miraculously given by “God” even though she was not intimate with a man, much like the case of the virgin, Mary). To her, Moses was “born of the water” from the god Hapi, the one who miraculously had a child in her arms and gave “breath” (spiritual life) in the eternal world. This belief, although contrary to the will of Pharaoh, would be used by God to preserve Moses. In affect, it would give a child doomed to death a life from the dead, reborn from the water.

Hatshepsut raised Moses in the land of Egypt, in a home of great power and wealth. She provided him with all the wisdom, knowledge and education of the greatest known civilization of that time. She also taught him to recognize wrongdoing and not to fear standing up to it. This woman was a tremendous manifestation of the handiwork of God. She may not have realized what she was doing in the short term, but she most definitely was a part of the prophetic process. You may be thinking, “But she was not a daughter of Israel. How could God use her?” For one thing, according to the Bible, if a person does what is right by faith, it will be counted to them as righteousness (Romans 2:26-29; 4:10-11). It also shows that God is not limited by our confined way of thinking. It proves that just because He does not have “covenant” with a person (or people) does not mean He would refuse to use them, bless them or be merciful to them (Romans 9:15). Hatshepsut may have been a woman who was not officially connected to the Abrahamic Covenant in the natural, but she did by nature what was in that covenant. She is much like Rahab the harlot, who would also do such things in the not-too-distant future. From the start, first with Moses and then in her ascendance to the throne, she was very controversial as far as the Egyptians were concerned. Yet, could it be that God blessed her obedience because she did His will from the heart and that is why she became Pharaoh? Certainly, she did not understand the affects of her actions, but what she did changed the world forever.

Woman of God, you may be wondering why you are in the situation you are in now and why God hasn’t released you from it. You may be in a situation where you are the only one that seems to possess the light of Christ. You have prayed for deliverance yet Heaven appears silent. Maybe you are like Princess Hatshepsut; you might not understand why you are among the people, denomination, or at the job you are, but nonetheless you are there. You might find yourself baffled as to why you feel like an outcast among family, but nonetheless you are there. You might feel like you are the only one that can see a particular injustice and yet are powerless to change it, but nonetheless you are there. You may feel that the tides of those in power are going in one direction and you are a salmon swimming upstream against the current. Worse yet, you may feel like you are swimming against the current and making no progress. Or even worse yet, you are swimming against the current, making no progress and you know that God will not remove you or change the direction of the current! Consider this; God has you there on purpose! He has you in that situation because what you may be responsible for is not the change itself, but the upbringing and support of the one who will bring about the change. You may find that you are there to recognize God’s deliverer when he or she comes down the proverbial river. You may find that you were never meant to swim upstream, but to assist someone else upstream. You may find that you are to pass on the knowledge and wisdom God has given you. You may find that you are to clothe that person with prayer and confidence. You may find that, like Princess Hatshepsut, after you encourage that individual (or individuals), they will bring the needed revolution that you have longed to see. In addition, like Hatshepsut, the “fallout” of obediently being a part of God’s plan may move you into a position you never even thought of…like Queen!

Finally, the last significant woman in Moses’ life is his wife, Zipporah. Again, without her knowledge, she brought about change in Moses’ life that would prepare him for what God had destined. It would be this daughter of a Midianite priest who, when arriving at the usual well where she watered her father’s flock, would change everything.

Moses was on the run. He was literally running from his own calling and destiny. But God, being the ultimate strategist, already anticipated Moses’ scuttle and prepared a spiritual ambush. In reality, while fleeing from Pharaoh, Moses ran right into the purposes of God. In so many ways God was saying to him, “You can run, but you can’t hide.” The ambush would not come from some cataclysmic event that would force Moses in a particular direction, but from a young woman. Think of it; when spiritual revelations, the scripture, orchestrated conflict, and brick walls do not work, God still has the most powerful tool in His “strategic purposes” arsenal… a woman.

At the moment when Zipporah arrives at the well, Moses is once again being drawn out of the water, hearing the latent call within him, the summoning of a deliverer. Consider the outcome of this event: conflict erupts and Moses rises to the occasion. He assists the shepherdesses in watering their father’s flock. When the women return home, their father inquires how they finished the watering so quickly. Zipporah responds that an Egyptian assisted them and her father asks the man to join them for dinner. Zipporah will approach Moses and request that he join her and her family for dinner. Not too long thereafter, Zipporah and Moses are married. Together they have a son, Gershom, whose name means “a stranger in a strange land.” In this way, Moses acknowledges that he is truly a stranger in the land of Midian, implying that his inner discontentment is born of the greater call. His future was determined not by where he was, but by who he was. It would be this discontentment that would eventually lead him to the burning bush (Exodus 2:21-25). Moses would then no longer be a stranger in a strange land or to himself; he would become the deliverer he was destined to be.

Think of the significance of Zipporah. It would be Moses’ connection to her that would redirect him from the well to the burning bush. It would be his connection to her that would turn him from running away from God to facing his destiny in God.

The significance of this relationship is a very powerful one. Not only did it speak to men rising up and liberating women as leaders in their Father’s Kingdom, but also to a man once again being born of water. Whether Zipporah knew it or not (my guess is not), she was the woman who turned Moses toward discovering his call. I cannot tell you how many times throughout the years of our ministry, women have told us of husbands, fathers, father-in-laws, brothers, brother-in-laws, sons and son-in-laws, who professed Christ and then expressed no real desire to follow Him. Many times my wife and I were told that the men in the lives of some women appeared to be just plain thick-headed “about spiritual things.” If Zipporah had attended the First Church of Midian, what might she have said at the women’s breakfast under such circumstances? Would she be saying like many women, “I know my husband has a calling on his life. I don’t know what it is, but I know that God has something for him.” Then you would hear the subtle groans of agreement from the other ladies. “I don’t know what to do… I try to explain to him that God is calling him,” she would continue, “but he just rolls his eyes and says the sheep need watering.” You can almost hear the buzzing moan of those sympathetic women. “I don’t know what it’s going to take for Moses to obey God. I don’t know… If God appeared to him in the desert and spoke to him through a blazing fire, I still don’t know if he would get it.”

Like many women, what Zipporah may not have realized (in our hypothetical example), was that it was enough to simply be Moses’ wife. Zipporah’s love, commitment, faithfulness, and prayerfulness, was enough to empower Moses for the greater calling. As stated earlier, we have no evidence that Zipporah had a clue that Moses was the great prophet and deliverer of Israel. But God used her mightily to get Moses on track for that fateful day when he would take her father’s flock to the back of the desert and see a burning bush that was not consumed.

Woman of God, you may feel like you are married to a rebellious, self-centered, workaholic, couch potato, who only goes to church to make you happy and accepted Christ merely as fire insurance (if that much). Or, you may have a husband who is genuinely involved in church life, yet you know he has a greater call on his life and he will not face it. You may know that though he seems to be content with handing out bulletins, helping with the collection or fixing the church plumbing, God has something much greater for him. You may have tried different approaches: bought him special books or cassette tapes on the subject, encouraged him to go to special mens events, or simply told him that God showed you he was called to greater things. Yet all your efforts seem to be to no avail. You only seem to get that fearful blank look on his face, like a deer on a dark road staring into oncoming headlights. You may be living your life at the moment with a gnawing inside, thinking that his reluctance and even rebelliousness is holding everything back. But know this! The fact that you are in his life is all God needs. You may be the very one to draw him out of the water not because you have prophesied to him, or because you hauled him to church each week, but because you choose to love him with God’s love… because you are YOU, a woman of God with a Divine womb from which the purposes of God can be born, a spiritual womb from which God can draw out a man with a destiny!

“Pouring Out Together”

From the previous examples, we can see how men and women need each other to fulfill God’s purposes. The scriptures in both Old and New Testaments declare that in the last days, God would pour out His Spirit on all flesh, thus both men and women (Joel 2:28-29; Acts 2:17-19). Think about the water we drink, pour into a glass, or employ for utility energy. It could not exist without both hydrogen and oxygen united together. If it were any other combination, water would cease to be water. Hydrogen is a highly flammable gas and burns quickly. Oxygen feeds fires to great levels. But when hydrogen and oxygen are appropriately united together they create water, which when poured, will extinguish any fires these two elements may cause separately. The outpouring of God’s Spirit, the Living Water, cannot exist in its true state until both men and women come together, fulfilling their purposes in the Spirit. Any other combination does not contain all that God has to offer. Men and women must both be poured upon and poured out; but ultimately poured together. Together they create a living stream, a fertile flow that will reveal, reproduce, fertilize and fulfill God’s prophetic purpose.

When you think of Jacob and Rachel, Moses and his mother, along with Princess Hatshepsut and then Zipporah, there is an amazing consistency in the spirit of scripture. It is clear that this contrasting union of women drawing men from the well and men opening the well of women’s spiritual wombs is a spiritual necessity. Although we did not discuss them previously, we can add to the list Rebecca drawing water from the well for the camel of Abraham’s servant (Genesis 24:16-19) and Achsah obtaining the well-springs for Judah’s inheritance (Joshua 15:16-19). (There are also a few negative examples regarding these ideas if misused, but we will not focus on them at this point.)

If we are closer to the end of the age (the conclusion of the last days), compared to when the Church first began, we must recognize that God’s desire is for us to be nearer in appearance to what He intended. In short, God has been, and is currently, moving toward the finishing touches of the prophecy of Joel and the declaration of the Apostle Peter. Another way to view this is that God intends for us to become what both the Old and New Testaments prophetically proclaim. Consider that when the Church first started, even though Christ initially used Mary Magdalene (the Apostola Apostolorum) to proclaim Him to the Apostles, the Church was predominately male in proclamation, which was culturally acceptable in that day. Yet, by the first half of the first millennia, God placed women in key leadership roles that were crucial to the Church’s growth, like Brigid of Kildare, as mentioned earlier. By the turn of the first millennia, with the papal church at full-strength, the known Church became a full-force patriarchal organization and women for the most part were suppressed, as well as any males who were classified as heretics. (A heretic was not just a person classified as a witch or wizard, but any person who believed that a behavior of the established Church was unacceptable.) In many cases those who were burned at the stake were proclaimed to be witches or wizards simply for public impact and the Church’s absolution of guilt.

One of the most famous women used during that time was Hildegard von Bingen (1098-1179). She was considered a theologian, prophet, writer and composer. Her most famous work is called, “Scivias” (Know the Ways of God) which took ten years to complete. She was also known as a healer because of the miraculous results of her travailing intercessions. By the time she was 43, Pope Eugenious III would give her papal approval as a woman of God and sanction her works. On the other hand, at the time of her death at 81, the church had excommunicated her and refused any recommendations of her canonization. Why? For one thing, she was not afraid to speak what God told her, some of which referred to the negative condition of the papal Church.

As we move through the second millennium, the Reformation brought new challenges to the Catholic and Protestant churches. The Protestant Church still maintained male leadership and male preachers as in the Catholic Church, but when the scripture was made accessible to the laity, women began to come to the surface as vessels through which God could pour Himself.

While it is not debated much anymore in most denominational circles that God is pouring His Spirit upon both men and women, we must understand that there is a big difference between receiving from God, and being a vessel through which He pours. Some denominations ordain women in ministry, some accept women as pastors, and others still reject the idea. But nonetheless, we have entered a millennia in which regardless of theological bias, God has chosen to pour Himself out through women like never before.

For a brief time, about twenty-five years ago, my wife and I attended a charismatic church that did not believe in women in ministry. During that time the pastor taught the congregation how to identify their spiritual gifts. Not long after the final lesson, a faithful female member of the church began to quake and prophesy on several occasions. The pastor struggled with this because he was convinced that women were not to be used in such ways, especially in the assembly. When he was asked whether or not this was of God, he said that he did not believe such a thing was supposed to happen, but he recognized this was the Holy Spirit on the woman and could not deny it. When the woman was asked what had happened to her, she replied, “Even though my pastor didn’t believe in women in ministry, he taught me about my gift, and unbeknown to him, released it in me.” Since that time, this woman has built interdenominational city prayer teams throughout various regions of the United States. For years, she and her husband have been used of God to help inspire congregations to follow the vision of their leaders and have mentored young people going into the ministry. What happened to her pastor from long ago? He is still in ministry and is a wonderful loving pastor, yet he still doesn’t believe in women in ministry. Go figure. God is going to do what God is going to do, regardless of whether or not our doctrinal bias approves of it. The irony of this true story is that God used a pastor to open the spiritual well of a woman in his congregation and he did not even know he was doing it. Why? It could be that if God had shown the pastor what was happening through his teaching, his bias would have stopped him. He simply would not have done it; or worse, he might have stated that such gifts of the Holy Spirit do not apply to women. Think of the implications and the hundreds of people throughout the nation who would not have been impacted if this woman’s well had remained closed!

On the other side of this coin, while there is little debate in most circles about women in ministry, we also have taken a road that limits the potential of women who are in ministry. It is the movement from the drastic position of “women cannot be in ministry” to a form of “spiritual unisex” stating that in the Spirit, there is no difference between men and women. In one respect this is true. Many have interpreted the words of the Apostle Paul, “There is neither Jew nor Greek, there is neither slave nor free, there is neither male nor female; for you are all one in Christ Jesus,” (Galatians 3:28, bold type added for emphasis) to mean there is “no difference” in the spirit. Yet in context, this scripture is speaking about being children of God and the seed of Abraham by faith. It was never intended to take away from what God uniquely created in both genders, thus revealing what is Divinely feminine and Divinely masculine. It is our union with our complementary distinction that makes us “one”, or to coin the phrase, “our unity in diversity”. We are two complimentary parts fitting together bringing a greater revelation and understanding to the whole.

Another way of looking at this is through the unique way God created our individual bodies. Each one of us, male or female, can be split down the middle and have what may appear to be two identical halves. However, both are completely opposite. If you were to lay your left hand next to your right, your right hand might say to your left, “What is wrong with you? Why is your thumb on the opposite side of where it’s supposed to be?” To expand on the point, the right half of the body may have dominance over the left (like men in most cultures over women), and through the right’s ego, fear, insecurity or behavior, cause the left to feel (intentionally or unintentionally), less significant.

In my journeys as I have spoken in churches of different denominations and flavors, I have found that most women do not have a problem in their hearts with submitting to their husbands, or for that matter, church leadership (regardless of gender). Nonetheless, the problem of being divided, along with a fear that needs to control, comes from unhealthy men and women inflicted by the wounds of insignificance. Unfortunately, these wounds have many relatives and friends with different names and spin-offs that foster a similar result in the end.

Look at the words of the Apostle Paul:

“If the foot should say, “Because I am not a hand, I am not of the body,” is it therefore not of the body? And if the ear should say, “Because I am not an eye, I am not of the body,” is it therefore not of the body?” (I Corinthians 12:15-16)

Notice that Paul’s correction to the church concerning parts and functions begins with the idea that a part may feel like it does not belong. However, though the part may feel that way, he is clear to infer that this is not the case, nor should such a belief be acceptable. The problem is further compounded by those who feel like they DO belong, saying to the ones who feel as if they don’t, “You’re right; you are different. You don’t belong to those like us.” Thus, Paul continues:

“And the eye cannot say to the hand, “I have no need of you”; nor again the head to the feet, “I have no need of you.” (I Corinthians 12:21)

Here we have a situation where one part feels like it does not belong because it is different, and other parts affirm this by uniting with those that are the same. This is called a “polarized paralysis”, which prevents the Church from being fully who it is purposed to be. The phrase “polarized paralysis” means, “the dysfunction or inability of motion due to separation or displacement.”

Satan has worked tirelessly to divide the Body of Christ, hence causing it to limp and hobble toward its goal. Having successfully divided it, he injects indifference, the feeling that lacks any concern for that which is different, thus we become unreceptive and apathetic toward each other. Regarding the union in Spirit for both men and women, we are like disjointed members, some limping, others hardly walking and others in an accepted state of dismemberment, but calling it holy and sanctified.

A good friend of mine injured her left foot severely while vacationing in Jamaica. Now her opposite knee is hurting because it is trying to compensate for the dislocated foot. When you look at issues that have occurred over the years regarding men and women, you will find that those who have responded in unity to God’s wooing to further the Kingdom are hurting to some degree in ways they should not. The result is that men and women (not to mention all the other cultural issues of race and nationality) are not being poured out to the measure they could be. The further result is that a potential spiritual revolution is reduced to an occasional revival and momentary vision of what is possible.

But what if we were to break through the separation? What if we could put aside the feelings of insignificance and indifference and face each other, or better said, be joined together; the right half united with the left half? What if the bones, as stated in Ezekiel 37, were to come together? What if we could conquer the sensual dysfunctions of lust and carnal desire, and see each other as a Divine gift, valuable to the destiny of God? What if, as men, we “stand up” like Jacob, Moses and our Lord Jesus, and open opportunities for the Divine womb within the spirit of women, empowering and releasing them with full support? What if, as women, we bear and bring forth in humility what is deep within, birthing what God has prophesied and destined to be, even if some men are silent like Zachariah? What if some women would travail in spiritual, prayerful birth for men to come forth to be who they are destined to be? What if men stepped forth and obeyed God in their calling and what if women stepped forth and obeyed God in theirs? What if they stepped forth together?!

United, we can truly bring all the flocks of God together before the well of Heaven, which Christ, like Jacob, desires to open for an end-time watering and outpouring, something we all long for. Without such a union we know what we will get, because we have been there and are there, hopefully making progress to a better place than where we started. Going back to what the Apostle Paul said, how would it be if we only had one eye; where would our depth perception be? How would it be if we only had one ear; where would our sense of direction be? How would it be if we only had one hand; how could we lift those who are cast down? How would it be if we only had one foot; how could we properly go to the hurting? The painful answer is, that’s the way we have been functioning for almost two thousand years; with foggy vision, occasionally seeing the image divinely intended. With wanderings, hearing the echo of the Spirit and not clearly knowing from which direction it beckons. With a stressed, single-handed spiritual grip; dropping as many as we are trying to help. With a hopping imbalance, jumping over important steps and crashing down on places that should have been tread upon lightly. But with a complete set of senses and limbs, we can perceive deeper, have clearer direction, grasp more than we could possibly drop and walk further and swifter to fulfill God’s purposes.

What then? Would it finally be the end of the age? Would the last great outpouring of God’s Spirit occur? Would there be an outpouring that finally has the potential to transcend denomination, culture, gender and race? Could it be that we have not had success in resolving racial conflict and cultural difference because we have not looked to the scripture and seen what it declares? Could it be that we put the cart before the horse in such matters? Could it be that in this millennium, by women stepping forth into their Divine prophetic role, men continuing in theirs, and united together, we then could have a voice toward racial and cultural reconciliation that can justly be heard? Would there be a manifestation of the Body of Christ that generations have longed to see? Very possibly. In any case, one thing is for sure; we would most definitely be a reflection and revelation of the prophecy of Joel and the declaration of Peter in the truest sense.

We can hope! We can believe the promise of God. We can believe that if both men and women are poured out together, the coming of the Lord is at hand. How do we know this? Peter prophetically continued to quote Joel by saying:

“And on My menservants and on My maidservants I will pour out My Spirit in those days; and they shall prophesy. I will show wonders in heaven above and signs in the earth beneath: blood and fire and vapor of smoke. The sun shall be turned into darkness, and the moon into blood, before the coming of the great and awesome day of the Lord. And it shall come to pass that whoever calls on the name of the Lord shall be saved.” (Acts 2:18-21/NKJ)

What could it look like? Can you imagine? Not only are we, as the scripture commands, poured upon by the Holy Spirit, but together we are vessels poured out on humanity. What will the result be? According to the promise; wonders in Heaven, signs on the earth, and the stormy wind of the Spirit fulfilling His Word (Psalms 148:7-8). Then what? Not just revival, but spiritual revolution, the lost calling upon the Lord and salvation coming into the lives of people! And what then? The coming of the great and awesome day of the Lord!




  



Chapter V

The Ultimate Woman - The Church
 

“And I heard, as it were, the voice of a great multitude, as the sound of many waters and as the sound of mighty thunderings, saying, “Alleluia! For the Lord God Omnipotent reigns! ‘Let us be glad and rejoice and give Him glory, for the marriage of the Lamb has come, and His wife has made herself ready.’ And to her it was granted to be arrayed in fine linen, clean and bright, for the fine linen is the righteous acts of the saints. Then he said to me, ‘Write: ‘Blessed are those who are called to the marriage supper of the Lamb!’ And he said to me, ‘These are the true sayings of God.'” (Revelation 19:6-9/NKJ)

As we begin this chapter, you may notice that I depart from the prophetic view regarding men and woman used previously and spend some time sharing from a more theological and exegetical aspect. The reason for this is to present a scriptural perspective that may be new to some, so that when we return to the prophetic view at the end of the chapter, any questions you have will hopefully be answered.

Part One: Masculinity and Femininity

It was the great Christian writer C.S. Lewis who, in the third book of his Space Trilogy titled “That Hideous Strength,” points out in allegory that God is the most masculine being in the entire universe. In that writing as well as others, Lewis describes masculinity as something that is not a byproduct of simply being male, but something that is Divinely expressed through all creation. In other words, masculinity is an expression of God Himself. By definition, masculinity simply means, “to will.” To expand this we could define it as “the will to produce or create.” In the practical sense it means the will to produce and plant seed. When God willed light to be upon the darkness of the deep, He spoke, “Light be!” and it was (Genesis 1:3). When God willed the creatures of the sea and land, He spoke, “Let the earth bring forth the living creature…” and it was so (Genesis 1:24). When God willed to create Mankind, both male and female, He spoke, “Let Us make mankind in our image, after Our likeness…” and it was so (Genesis 1:26). The Apostle Paul said:

“In Him also we have obtained an inheritance, being predestined according to the purpose of Him who works all things according to the counsel of His will,” (Ephesians 1:11/NKJ).

Everything that comes forth from God comes forth from the counsel (or as the Greek states, “purpose”) of His will. There is nothing passive or lifeless when it comes to God. Everything from God has its purpose and all things from Him are determined by His will. Therefore, when we look at the definition of “masculinity”, we cannot help but notice that when the Creator “willed”, He spoke, took action and produced. The Apostle Peter attributes this with the following characteristic:

“…love one another fervently with a pure heart, having been born again, not of corruptible seed but incorruptible, through the word of God which lives and abides forever,” (1 Peter l:22b-23/NKJ)

The Apostle calls the Word that God spoke in our hearts and the subsequent new birth of our spiritual lives, as being born of the Divine incorruptible seed. With that in mind, we can follow the unfolding definition of masculinity to completion; we find it coming from the creative center of God’s will, and with purposeful action, coming forth as the Living Word, the Divine Seed. By now the conclusion may seem obvious from all we’ve gone over in the previous chapters, which is that the Divine Seed requires a Divine Womb to bring forth birth. But first, let’s examine the idea of being male and female, masculine and feminine, a little further.

If we merely consider physiology, we clearly see the male and female distinction of gender. However, our bodies are simply outer, physical shells, displaying the intention of God and not necessarily a true manifestation of what is being lived out. Since the fall in the Garden, with the resulting absence of Christ’s Spirit dwelling in Mankind, the reality of what truly makes us masculine and feminine has been missing. Another way to explain it would be that an aspect of our inner identity and potential has not been realized. In other words, we can in some measure discover our identities through different means, such as religious systems, forms of therapy, philosophy and so on. But without Christ in the center of our lives, the fullness of who we are will always require us to seek something more. In many cases, His absence causes distortions of our true selves. In our lost condition, our best efforts have been self-centered and blind to God’s intentions.

The definition that describes masculinity, the ability to will, to act and to plant seed is why the male is usually referred to as masculine. Needless to say, the ability to submit, respond and to receive seed would be classified as feminine or female. The only problem with this simplistic approach to our gender definitions is that we open the door to a myriad of conflicts among ourselves, and in the broader view, our cultures. For example, if a man is submissive and responsive, our culture sees that as being “girlish” or effeminate. If a woman is willful and assertive, we say she acts like a man, or is too “butch”. The result is conflict as each tries to affirm themselves. Men try to validate their manhood by being macho (overly manly), and women, especially those abused by such men, are either fearfully submissive, emotionally frail, or compensate by being dominating or controlling. Then there are those who claim that some men like domineering women, and that some women like possessive men. When you put this all together, with all the different likes and dislikes, with all the ranges from macho to effeminate, from frail to domineering, there is strong evidence that part of our inner identity is missing.

Some may argue there’s nothing wrong with such differences. As the saying goes, “Different strokes for different folks.” In one sense this is true. God has no intention of taking away anyone’s unique individuality. However when our “differences” are the result of trauma, self-deception, relational abuse, or spiritual disconnection from God, our masculinity or femininity will not take on its true form. This is why our identities, particularly our sense of gender, is often built on our efforts to prove ourselves rather then resting in who we are. How many times have we heard people say in frustration, “I don’t need to prove anything to anybody!” While this is true in theory, the fact that we get upset with others who do not understand is usually an indication that we are not yet settled ourselves. Consequently, our resolution as men is to be macho guys who hang around other macho guys, all trying to “out-macho” each other, while at home we seek a timid woman to validate our manhood. On the other hand, women gather together and form liberating organizations to validate their “womanhood”, trying to “rise above” the oppression of the macho male. So in some sects of our world, macho men become intimidated by women who rise above them, resulting in the men trying to be more macho, and the women trying to rise higher.

Of course, we could think of many diverse scenarios and could spend several pages exploring all the combinations of this need to prove gender identity. Yet, when we have been reunited with Jesus Christ by the Holy Spirit, “the potential” to reveal and manifest the purpose of God is realized. I say potential because we, in the church, still have problems in these areas which span the length and breath of our Christendom.

If you’ve ever listened to pastors or church leaders speaking with each other around a table, perhaps this scenario might sound familiar. If it’s a group of men, eventually they will talk about how large their ministry is, how big it has grown and what new projects have been added. While this can be exciting and valid, in some respects, this preoccupation with ministry size and growth is nothing more than a spiritualization of a psychological issue called, “Phallo-Centric Fixation.” On the other hand, if it’s a group of women talking, they focus on whether or not they were touched by God, “regardless of ministry size”. Then there is the conflict in some denominational circles over whether or not women can preach or minister. If one group believes women cannot, those women who still believe they are called of God will find themselves conflicted and suppressed, while others who have stepped out in ministry are seen as rebellious or usurping the authority of a man. Thus, as the saga continues with all its variances, we struggle to build “big” ministries and argue over women being in ministry and while we do so, many in the world live a Christless life, untouched by His bride-to-be. When it comes to the purposes of God, what is more important, being touched by God and knowing that His presence is with us, or the size of our ministry? Paul said:

“’ For this reason a man shall leave his father and mother and be joined to his wife, and the two shall become one flesh.’ This is a great mystery, but I speak concerning Christ and the church.” (Ephesians 5:31-32/NKJ)

This chapter in Ephesians has been used since the days of Constantine to define the roles of men and women in the Church. Unfortunately, such definitions have seriously put the cart before the horse. Actually, Paul was attempting to reveal the intimacy of Christ and the Church based on a particular idea from which he quotes and modifies, rather than our usual cultural male and female perspective, whatever that may be. In other words, without a clear revelation of Christ and the Church, we will forever struggle to comprehend our relationship as men and women. If we try to view the relational dynamics between Christ and His Church through “our traditional, cultural view”, we perpetuate the distortion and call it spiritual truth.

In looking toward Paul’s revelation of Christ and the Church, we must first approach his understanding with some basic hermeneutics (principles of biblical study). First, Paul was not speaking to Jewish Christians at this point, but to non-Jews (Hellenists, to be specific). We must also keep in mind that Judaism, from which Paul originally came, did not believe that “the man was the head of the woman,” as it states earlier in Ephesians (5:23). Rather, Judaism reflects, as the Mishnah and the Talmud reveal, that men are superior to women in the same way that a master is to a slave. In other words, they believed that a woman was a mere possession and in some cases even embodied evil. For example: “Talk not much with womankind…how much more of a man’s own wife! Hence the Sages have said: He that talks much with womankind brings evil upon himself and neglects the study of the Law and at last will inherit Gehenna” (Mishnah, Aboth 1:5). As part of morning prayer, a Jewish man was encouraged by the Talmud to give a prayer of thanks saying, “He did not make me a Gentile…a woman…or a wild boar (pig) “ (Tos Berakoth 7:18; Bab. Menahoth 43b). The Apocrypha proclaims, “Better is the wickedness of a man than a woman who does good; it is a woman who brings shame and disgrace” (Sir. 42:19). When you think of the Old Testament which proclaims that a man and woman should be one flesh, and add to that the biblical testimonies of women whom God used to bring spiritual revolution, it makes you wonder how in the world we came up with these ideas; but, nonetheless, in our carnality, we did.

One may argue that the intention of God in the Old Testament may have been very different than the practice of Judaism as revealed in the Mishnah and the Talmud. We must realize that in spite of the Old Testament, the Mishnah and Talmud have had a great influence on Judaism. One may also argue that the Old Testament is the foundation of the Mishnah and the Talmud. Nevertheless, if we view the Old Testament through such eyes, it can be very easy to create the master and slave, possessor and possession mentality. Keep in mind that many of the patriarchs, as we mentioned in previous chapters, were people who came from religious systems in which this concept already existed. With that in consideration, we may more accurately argue that we, as Christians, have viewed the Old Testament through the eyes of old Judaism, rather than through the eyes of the Holy Spirit which reveals God’s thoughts about the relationship of men and women in a very different light. In short, we can safely say with the Apostle Paul that there is a veil over those who read the books of Moses, thus the Mishnah, the Talmud and the Apocrypha reflect such a veil. It is only through Christ that the veil can be lifted (2 Corinthians 3:14-16). Unfortunately, many times we put the veil back on and interpret scripture in an ambiguous manner, rather than through liberating revelation.

Part Two: The Church and Greek Philosophy

The idea of the husband being “the head” of the wife, and the concepts Paul wrote of in Ephesians as well as in his other epistles, actually find their place in Greek philosophical thought. Interestingly enough, Paul refers to the Greeks several times in the New Testament from the standpoint of a belief system just like Judaism, no better or worse (Acts 18:4; 19:10; 19:17; 20:21; Romans 1:14-16, 2:10; 10:12; 1 Cor. 1:22-24; 10:32; 12:13; Gal. 3:28, etc.). He never referred to the Greeks in the same light that he referred to the Gentiles (unbelievers), although in our modern approach to scripture that has been our conclusion. We assume upon reading the epistles that when Paul referred to the Greeks he simply meant all non-Jews, which is not the case. The New Testament language very clearly differentiates between the “ethnos” (Gentiles) and the “Hellen” (Greek). However the King James Version has (as well as other versions), in several instances, erroneously translated “Hellen” as “Gentiles.” To be more precise, the Apostle Paul was very familiar with Greek philosophy, as were several of his Apostolic contemporaries. In Paul’s day, one of the most famous religious and theological influences was a Jewish philosopher named Philo Judaeus of Alexandria who successfully resolved Jewish scripture and Greek philosophy, bringing them into theological unity. The Apostle Paul used many of these unified ideas in his epistles as did several other New Testament writers. One may say that the usages of these ideas were based on the concept of a missionary ministering to a distinctive culture. In other words, a missionary must understand the language and beliefs of a culture, and utilize that understanding to evangelize. This concept is absolutely true. Most missionaries would concur that to successfully minister to a group of people, whether from overseas or the inner city, one must understand and communicate in the thoughts and language of those to whom he communicates. Our approach to the New Testament must take this into account. We must familiarize ourselves with the cultural concepts penned into what the Holy Spirit inspired Paul to write and to whom he wrote them. In doing this, we will have a clearer intellectual understanding of what the Spirit was saying.

As pointed out earlier, God has been moving and touching women in the Church by His Spirit in an increasing manner, especially since the turn of the millennium. The catch is, we’ve had some trouble receiving from the Lord because (like the disciples in the Woman at the Well scenario and at the tomb in the garden), our concepts and views may not have gotten us past our bias, regardless how innocent or earnest we are. Thus, we have created traditions concerning what we understood scripture to say and then when we are confronted with God doing something other than what our point of view embraces, we have trouble or even resist the change. As He has done throughout history, God then has to use situations, spiritual challenges, and the like to humble us from our point of view and give us a clearer picture of what He is saying and doing. In some cases, God has had to wait for the passing of an entire generation before He could get us to perceive and move forward (Numbers 32:13).

When we explore the New Testament from such a standpoint, viewing the Apostle’s idea of Christ and the Church, we are challenged to look beyond the present and view the Church beyond the horizon. So, what was the Apostle Paul’s view of the Church in light of Ephesus? First, let us begin with Ephesus itself. Five hundred years before Christ (the Living Word), walked on the earth, a Greek philosopher named Heraclitus lived in Ephesus. He began teaching that the “Logos”, the Living Word, was the expression of God, and whatever God conceived in His mind, the Living Word brought into manifestation. Two hundred years later, the most widely known of all Greek philosophers, Plato, took these ideas further in his “Theory of Forms”. Plato expanded them by teaching that everything in creation can be experienced because the Logos made them “tangible.” To Plato, nothing could exist without the Logos. However, because man had lost his sense of the spiritual world, he only conceived of God through creation, and because of his inner state, had a tenacious tendency to corrupt the perceived world.

To explain the “Theory of Forms”, let me paraphrase the following example that Plato used. There is a man chained to the far side of a sealed cave. On that same far side, high behind him, there is an opening in the cave, like a window to allow air and light into it. On occasion, the trees would sway in the wind, people would pass by and birds would perch near the opening. Their shadow would be cast into the cave giving only a form of their true image. According to Plato this is how we understand the spiritual world, only through shadowy forms of the genuine image. However, because of the imperfections in the cave wall (thus the corrupt world in which we are bound), the forms are distorted. It is only until the man is liberated from his chains and opens the door of the cave that he will be able to see the true image of the forms he once perceived.

At the beginning of his Gospel, the Apostle John declares Plato’s “Theory of Forms” with no reservation, emphasizing Heraclitus’ “Logos”. “In the beginning was the Word (Logos), and the Word was with God and the Word was God. He was in the beginning with God. All things were made through Him and without Him nothing was made that was made.” (John 1:1-3) In John’s use of Plato’s teaching, John did not stop with simply restating what the reader already understood. He then revealed and identified that the Word (the Logos) was none other than Jesus Christ, Himself. “…And the Word (Logos) was made flesh and dwelt among us…” (John 1:14). To the mentality of the day this was totally understandable and for that matter, the idea of an incarnation was easy to accept. The Hellenists already believed that what existed was a “form” of what God conceived. To take that idea further and say that God manifested in the flesh was not as great a stretch for the Hellenists to believe as it was for the Jews. In many cases, the Hellenists accepted the idea of the incarnation of Christ more quickly than the Jews.

There are many other references in the New Testament that either quote or point to such Platonic ideas. We already mentioned the Apostle Peter’s statement regarding the Word (Logos) as being “the seed” from which we were all born. Once again this is Greek philosophy. In the famous discourse of the Ephesians’ epistle, to which we commonly refer regarding husbands and wives, the Apostle Paul was actually referring to Aristotle (Plato’s disciple) and used such ideas with minor modifications regarding Christ and the Church (See Aristotle, Politics 1.1254). So, what is the revelation of Christ and the Church? And what is the relationship of masculinity and femininity in the Divine sense?

From the standpoint of the Greek Stoic period, which includes the philosophy of Aristotle, Plato, Socrates and Heraclitus, women in general were considered rather mindless. The old adage, “women should be kept at home barefoot and pregnant” would, in most circles have been very favorable. However, unlike the ideas of Judaism that purport women as possessions that made a rather considerable contribution to the home, the stoics had a little different idea. In their philosophy, a woman needed a man to be complete as a person.

When we look at the phrase “the husband is the head of the wife,” the Aristotelian idea meant that the husband was the “soul” of his wife. To the Greek, the mind (head) and the soul were synonymous. However, when the Apostle Paul came on the scene, he took this philosophical idea and applied it to Christ and the Church. In other words, if the husband is the “soul” of the wife, then Christ should be the soul of the Church. In 1 Corinthians 2:16, Paul again states, “…we have the mind of Christ.” This meant a lot more than just being able to think godly thoughts and recite scripture verses, considering that New Testament scripture was still being written and scripture flash cards were not yet available. Just a few verses earlier in the prior chapter, Paul said, “For Jews request a sign, and Greeks seek after wisdom; but we preach Christ crucified, to the Jews a stumbling block and to the Greeks foolishness, but to those who are called, both Jews and Greeks, Christ the power of God and the wisdom of God” (1 Cor l:22-24/NKJ). He then proceeds to quote Isaiah 64:4, addressing why the Jews and Greeks could not comprehend Christ, and then refers to Aristotle, stating that “we” the “Christian” have the “mind” (or soul) of Christ. As Philo before him, Paul clearly merged the two ways of thinking, Jewish and Greek, to bring a revelation to both groups. Another reason for this was where Paul traveled. Many Jews were embracing Greek philosophy and many Greeks were embracing the Philo Judaeus version of Judaism. The New Testament called such, “Grecian Jews” (See Acts 6:1/NIV). In Corinthians, Paul was saying to the Jew, “Christ is the Messiah the prophets spoke of”, and to the Greek, “Christ is the mind of God that the philosophers spoke of.”

When it comes to understanding the revelation of Paul concerning Christ and the Church, we must consider the two basic interwoven theologies and philosophies which are included in the writings; Jewish and Greek. Unfortunately, since we have the Old Testament in our Bibles, most of us seem to grasp its Jewish ideas, but are not aware of the Greek aspects of the scripture. As a result, our understanding is sometimes skewed.

To look at the “Ultimate Woman”, the Church, let us go further into the Epistle of the Ephesians. In Paul’s writing, he prefaced his Aristotle reference by saying:

“…be filled with the Spirit. Speak to one another with psalms, hymns and spiritual songs. Sing and make music in your heart to the Lord, always giving thanks to God the Father for everything, in the name of our Lord Jesus Christ. Submit to one another out of reverence for Christ.” (Ephesians 5:18b-21/NIV)

This is a very new idea to both Jew and Greek; for each member of the Church, whether male or female, to submit “to one another” is odd. Why would a Jewish man have an inter-submitted relationship with “a possession” in his worship life, and why would a Stoic Greek man have an inter-submitted intellectual relationship with a “mindless” woman?

Paul then adds the Aristotelian idea to reveal why:

“Wives, (be subject) to your own husbands, as to the Lord. For the husband is the head of the wife, as Christ also is the head of the church, He Himself (being) the Savior of the body.” (Ephesians 5:22-23/NAU, parenthesis added because italics were already being used.)

You will notice that the word “submit”, or as the New American Standard translates the word, “be subject”, is in parenthesis in the text. This is because both versions of the Nestle Greek New Testament reveal that the word is absent in the original manuscripts. The reason most other translations, like the King James Version, use the word submit, is because of their reference to the Textus Receptus and for the purpose of sentence flow. When correctly translated, Ephesians 5:22 cannot stand without verse 21. This is no accident. Paul had another idea in mind. He did not just say, “Wives, submit to your own husband…” as the Stoic Greek and Jewish mindset would insist. Rather, he left out the word submit (or be subject) and stated, “Wives, to your own husbands… “intentionally drawing on the context of the previous verse. Paul was purposefully stating this to change how both Greek and Jew perceived their relationship with women. He was drawing a contrast to the Aristotelian social order and refocusing the Ephesian believer to the model of the first man and woman prior to the fall in the Garden. For example, if the previous verse said “feed one another,” then Ephesians 5:22 would imply, “Wives, feed your own husbands.” Before the idea of a submitted woman is embraced, both husband and wife must be jointly submitted to Christ and both submitted to each other regarding Christ. Keep in mind; Paul’s ultimate objective is to reveal the relationship of Christ and the Church (Ephesians 5:32).

The next statement is even more revealing. Paul takes what Aristotle says and expounds on it regarding the Church, “For the husband is the head of the wife…” Or better said, “For if (hítô, in the Greek) the husband is the head of the wife, in that manner then (hoos kai ho) Christ is also the head of the Church…” Paul was not setting a precedent about the infallible state and form of all husbands and wives, but he was using Aristotle, who was a major influence in establishing the Ephesian culture. He was showing the men in particular that, as members of the Church, they now need to be submitted mind and soul to Christ, their new head. It was radical thinking that a man needed to be submitted to a Divine Mind or Head. Up until this point, the Greek mindset was that a man, by virtue of being a man, was already thinking like a god “compared to a woman”. You can see how the message of Christ would be offensive to the Greeks and be considered foolishness.

Paul then continues…

“But as the church is subject to Christ, so also the wives (ought to be) to their husbands in everything. Husbands, love your wives, just as Christ also loved the church and gave Himself up for her, so that He might sanctify her, having cleansed her by the washing of water with the word, that He might present to Himself the church in all her glory, having no spot or wrinkle or any such thing; but that she would be holy and blameless.” (Ephesians 5:24-27/NAU, parenthesis added because italics were already being used)

These phrases are not structured much differently than those used by Paul in previous writings. Paul is comparing the Church and Christ to husbands and wives, much as he did with Adam and Christ in Romans Chapter 5. The key emphasis here is that Christ and His Church are made up of both men and women. The phrase, “But as the church is subject to Christ” begins with the Greek word, “aliá” which means, “to mark contrast” or “in the opposite”. Paul is now going to repeat what he just said, but in the opposite way to restate the point. Literally translated, verse 24 says, “In contrast, as the Church is subject to Christ, in this manner also the wives, the husbands, in everything.” The words “ought to be” do not exist in the text, much like the word “submit.” Paul was now reiterating what was stated earlier regarding the Stoic idea that the husband is the head of the wife (to whom she submits), but now he has reversed it. This form of reverse repetition was a discipline practiced by the philosophers when instructing a student about spiritual things. First, they would state the principle being taught, pointing out its “form” (illusion, shadow, type or shape) in the natural world. Then, they would reverse the explanation to repeat the principle, showing the true substance of the spiritual world, emphasizing that what appears in the natural world is “only mere form”. The Platonic teaching stated that mankind had the propensity to pervert “form” due to his unenlightened state. From that viewpoint, the Aristotelian or Jewish Patriarchal pattern of a woman who mindlessly, or with sheer slave-like obedience, submits to her husband may be considered erosion from the true spiritual design.

Genesis 3:16 states that as a result of the disobedience of the man and woman to God’s command, the man was to rule over his wife. This was not how things were before the fall, but it is clear that after the curse went into effect the distortion of “form” began. Here in Ephesians, Paul is addressing the true spiritual revelation by using Aristotle’s principles to communicate in a way the people would understand. This takes us back to the idea of Plato’s Theory of Forms. In other words, the natural world serves only as a reflection of the true spiritual world, and sometimes, as in Genesis, the form is distorted. The “form” itself is not the truth, but only a potential resemblance of the truth. The Apostles John, Peter and Paul used these ideas to teach true spiritual revelation in their writings, however, when it came to Christ, because He was pure and sinless (thus, not distorted), the writers of the New Testament subscribe that “Christ’s form” is a clear representation of the invisible God.

Here are some quotes from the writings of Paul:

“He is the image of the invisible God, the firstborn over all creation. “(Colossians 1:15/NKJ)

“… whose minds the god of this age has blinded, who do not believe, lest the light of the gospel of the glory of Christ, who is the image of God, should shine on them.” (2 Corinthians 4:4/NKJ)

“The Son is the radiance of God’s glory and the exact representation of his being, sustaining all things by his powerful word. Alter he had provided purification for sins, he sat down at the right hand of the Majesty in heaven. “(Hebrews 1:3/NIV)

Next, let’s look at the writings of John as he quotes Christ using these ideas. (Remember that Heraclitus, Socrates, Plato and Aristotle all lived 500 years before Christ). Keep in mind as you read, Christ’s statement that He was a representation of the Heavenly Father was what got Him crucified. Why? Because this was not standard Jewish teaching and was insulting to them. Rather, such statements were closer to the ideology of the Greeks and Romans. No wonder the Pharisees questioned if He might be going to the Greeks when Christ mentioned His departure (John 7:35).

“Jesus said to him, ‘Have I been with you so long, and yet you have not known Me, Philip? He who has seen Me has seen the Father; so how can you say, ‘Show us the Father’?'” (John 14:9/NKJ)

“Then they said to Him, ‘Where is Your Father?’ Jesus answered, ‘You know neither Me nor My Father. If you had known Me, you would have known My Father also.'” (John 8:19/NKJ)

“And he who sees Me sees Him who sent Me.” (John 12:45/NKJ)

“If you had known Me, you would have known My Father also; and from now on you know Him and have seen Him. ‘” (John 14:7/NKJ)

To add to this rather difficult teaching structure (which is why Paul accused the Greeks of persistently asking for an intellectual explanation, or wisdom) there must also be an intentional dual meaning, which relates to the original premise. In the case of Paul’s teaching, his original premise was that men
and women were to submit to one another in the reverence of Christ. As a result, when stating the reverse, it should also contain that value, “In contrast, as the Church is subject to Christ, in this manner also the wives, the husbands, in everything.” Paul was also saying that as the Church is made up of wives and husbands, men and women, they should be subject to Christ, together in everything. Plato and Aristotle would have been amazed at this Apostle as he instructed the Ephesians with new spiritual concepts while adhering to strict Greek teaching principles. Plato was known for having such duality in many of his ideas from which diverse meanings could be derived without changing the words themselves. This was titillating to the student of philosophy. Needless to say, Aristotle was Plato’s star pupil and Paul had enough wisdom to know exactly what to say, who to quote and how to say it. (Unfortunately, when translating such a verse, many times such plays on words are very difficult to achieve; consequently, usually only one idea is communicated and perpetuated, as is the case with this verse.) As a matter of fact, it could be argued that what has been perpetuated was not even the point.

Paul does not leave us in a theological quandary, pondering which idea he was primarily trying to communicate; he follows the statement with, “Husbands, love (agapate) the wife…” The word “Agapate” means “to love selflessly”, which gives a real key to what Paul was writing, especially since he used Aristotle as a reference and the word is used in Greek theater and mythology. In this statement Paul continues to teach his revelation (as he had throughout the entire epistle to the Ephesians) using two of the most famous ideologies known in the Greek philosophical world; the tragedy and the hero.

The idea of a mythic hero loving his betrothed in a selfless manner, even to brave death if necessary, was not new to the Greeks. Rather, it was central to their beliefs and theater. Depending upon the story, heroic “selfless love” may be focused on a woman, a goddess, a people, a nation and so on. As a matter of fact, this “mythic hero” concept, developed throughout centuries and eventually called “the romantic hero”, was widely used by famous writers like Rousseau, Goethe, and Shakespeare. This hero was as much a fundamental arch-type of Greek culture as Mickey Mouse, Rambo and Superman are in American culture. Some of our movies over the last century (especially those depicting Greek mythology) have had illustrations of this mythic/romantic hero who would brave mountains, dragons, one-eyed monsters, and other such obstacles to obtain the liberty of his enslaved beloved. A perfect example of this mythic/romantic hero would be none other than Herakles (Hercules to the Romans) half-man and half-god, who descended into the underworld to bind and bring the monster Kerberos (Roman name, Cerberus) to the court of King Eurystheus.

For the Greeks, the purpose of the lessons taught through such a hero was not to simply show pity for the less fortunate or to exhibit one’s machismo, but also to explain to the pupil (and the audience) that for one to obtain and express such a love, he or she would gain the heart of a true god. In the stories of Herakles for example, the beginning to the end of all his labors ultimately had to do with his desire for a loving wife and family.

To add to the principles of a mythic/romantic hero, many times the hero was placed in the setting of the famous Greek tragedy. In essence, the tragedy speaks of a hero, who in most cases, lives among humanity and at the same time stands apart from the human condition. Usually he is either estranged from his parents or they are nobles in a distant land (like Olympus or Heaven), from which the hero is sent. Because of this unique relationship with humanity, he, in an objective fashion, addresses a moral or spiritual condition and offers redemptive alternatives. However, the tragedy occurs because the hero has some kind of weakness, which more often than not, is his innocence, purity or love. Usually, he falls prey to the wicked who detest his character and point of view. Many times the hero’s mere presence provides a contrast to the existing moral dilemma. In the end, because the hero poses a threat to the status quo of the moral predicament, he falls fatally to a clandestine plot, which capitalizes on his supposed weakness. (In the case of Herakles for example, after Nessos was mortally wounded, the Centaur tells Deianeira that his blood contains a potent love elixir. Through this deception, Deianeira takes the blood and offers it to Herakles as refreshment. Herakles drinks the toxic beverage and dies. The
weakness of the hero was actually his trust of the woman he loved.)

Many times in tragedies the hero’s dying words, or the words of an observer, contain the moral of the drama. In some manner, his presence and death impacts another character in the story, which results in transformation or freedom. Thus, in the epilogue of the drama, someone is enlightened, all is not lost and the spirit of the liberating hero lives on in the heart of the enlightened. (A good example of the romantic hero scenario in modern theater is Mel Gibson’s Braveheart.)

Paul, flawlessly and with great skill and anointing, uses these ideas to communicate the Gospel, exposing mankind’s need for Christ and how to relate to Him as the Church. He continues, “…just as also the Christ beloved the Church and Himself surrendered in behalf of her…” Paul is telling the Ephesians that their hero, who selflessly loves even to the death, does so in the manner that Christ loves the Church. In other words, “Ephesians, your mythic/romantic hero is none other than a ‘form’ of the Lord Jesus Christ.” This was not a difficult idea for them to follow. Jesus Christ was both God and man (like Herakles), descending into the underworld and binding the power of Satan (again like Herakles), who died rescuing His love (the Church) because He drank of the drink she offered Him, which was her sin (Herakles did so for Deianeira), then died and ascended to Heaven as Lord (again like Herakles, who was taken to Olympus and reigned with the gods after his death).

In the end, of course, there is a clear difference between Herakles and Christ. For one, Herakles was a mythic “form” which came from the hearts of Greeks telling of the human condition. On the other hand, Christ was being preached as the one whose love was humanity, and that He was her redeemer. His death did not end with ascension to Olympus, but a resurrection that gave each mortal the potential for a new life and a place in the Heavenly Kingdom. This was unheard of! Mere mortals, ascending to Heaven, seated in Heavenly places like Herakles (Ephesians 2:4-7)! Paul crafted his message using these phrases and ideas so the Ephesians would see themselves as “the beloved” and be compelled to embrace Christ as their new heroic God. This moved the Ephesians from the worship of idols and stories, to facing their spiritual condition.

Paul continues, “…so that He might sanctify her, having cleansed her by the washing of water with the word, that He might present to Himself the church in all her glory, having no spot or wrinkle or any such thing; but that she would be holy and blameless.” Paul has completely left the idea of the mortal marriage relationship at this point and is noticeably speaking in Ecclesiastical terms. But what does this mean? As Paul speaks, he speaks of the Church as a woman with specific characteristics. For the Ephesians this was surprisingly obvious. What woman were they familiar with who required ritual washing or cleansing? What woman were they familiar with who received purification after receiving the Divine Word? What woman were they familiar with who committed her life, holy and blameless before her heavenly father? What woman were they familiar with who had “all things under her feet”? We would say the Church of course, but in Ephesus, they would say the Greek goddess Artemis (also known to the Romans as Diana). If the Apostle Paul had been a baseball pitcher, at this point he threw the Ephesians an amazing curve ball. If Ephesus was known for anything, it was for their worship of the goddess Artemis (Diana).

Acts 19:27 “So not only is this trade of ours in danger of falling into disrepute, but also the temple of the great goddess Diana may be despised and her magnificence destroyed, whom all Asia and the world worship.” (NKJ)

Paul was making an amazing statement to the Ephesians. The goddess Artemis was known for killing the giant serpent, Python, (with her twin brother, Apollo). She was also known for her commitment to sexual purity and virginity. For that matter, Artemis’ strength was upheld by her virginity. When just three years old, the child Artemis sat upon her father Zeus’ lap. She reached up, grabbed his beard and offered to live her life as a virgin to honor him. As a consequence, Artemis was a great warrior and slew the hideous serpent, Python in Delphi (See the writings of the Greek historian Pausanias for an example). Python postured itself upon a tomb in which the dead body of the spirit it then possessed laid. Python also guarded the door to the “great oracle” through which enlightenment and the future was foretold. By guarding it, Python kept all humanity in spiritual darkness. As the story goes, humanity cried out to the gods for enlightenment and help. Artemis and her brother answered their call, left Olympus and came to Delphi where they killed Python. After they slew the serpent, they took the oracle and went to Aigialeia to be washed and cleansed. From that time forward, enlightenment was available to humanity. Artemis (Diana) was depicted in most of her images standing on the defeated serpent.

Knowing this story, you cannot help but see what Paul was saying to the Ephesians. Paul was proclaiming that the goddess whom the Ephesians worshipped was nothing more than an altered “form” of the Bride of the Lord Jesus Christ, the Church. It was this revelation which caused the Ephesians to turn away from the “image” of Artemis (Diana), give up their idols and spurn her temple (Acts 19:26-27). What did they receive in exchange? For the “image of Diana” who destroyed the serpent, they received the reality that the Church, the living Bride of Christ, was the true destroyer of the serpent; this is why the Church is proclaimed as having “all principalities and powers under her feet” in the Body of Christ (Ephesians 1:22-23). It is also no accident that in the same letter Paul writes:

“In addition to all this, take up the shield of faith, with which you can extinguish all the flaming arrows of the evil one.” (Ephesians 6:16/NIV)

Flaming arrows? Needless to say, Artemis (Diana) killed Python by use of her arrows. Diana was known as the huntress who felled her victims with the bow and arrow. Paul was encouraging the Ephesians to stand firm in faith, which would quench the fiery arrows of Artemis. Artemis was known to wreak vengeance on those that opposed her. To the Ephesians, the possibility of being hit by her fiery arrows was not a parable, but a real threat. The idea of wearing armor was more than just a nice spiritual analogy. They knew that Artemis was a warrior/huntress and they needed to be prepared for spiritual battle.

In addition, the Ephesians were to receive in place of the “temple of Diana” a living temple of which God Himself is the builder and resident (Ephesians 2:19-22). In place of Artemis, who liberated the Oracle of God for humanity, the Ephesians could be a part of the Church, bringing the Living Word to humanity. In place of Artemis, who after the battle with the serpent received washing and cleansing and continued in a commitment to live holy and without blemish before her father, so the Ephesians could now be a part of the Church, and through the cleansing of the Living Oracle (the Word), the Lord Jesus Christ, could live holy and without blemish before their Heavenly Father.

The similarities between Artemis and the Church are staggering when put in Paul’s original context. The difference between the two is that one was only an altered form, an idol to worship, and the other was a spiritual reality, not an object of worship, but a Living Temple that worships. The focus is completely different. One is an object of worship supposedly from Heaven and the other is an expression of worship toward Heaven. Paul was directly telling the Ephesians that this Church, this wonder and Bride of Christ, is made up of men and women, spiritual brothers and sisters, like Apollo and Artemis, who together, can fell the serpents that entomb mankind and liberate humanity!

Paul continues…

“So husbands ought also to love their own wives as their own bodies. He who loves his own wife loves himself; for no one ever hated his own flesh, but nourishes and cherishes it, just as Christ also (does) the church, because we are members of His body. FOR THIS REASON A MAN SHALL LEAVE HIS FATHER AND MOTHER AND SHALL BE JOINED TO HIS WIFE, AND THE TWO SHALL BECOME ONE FLESH. This mystery is great; but I am speaking with reference to Christ and the church. Nevertheless, each individual among you also is to love his own wife even as himself, and the wife must (see to it) that she respects her husband.” (Ephesians 5:28-33/NAU parenthesis added because italics were already being used)

Paul continues to use the same instructional discipline mentioned earlier. He repeats what he already said, but in the opposite sense to remake the point. He returns to Aristotle’s idea of men being the head (or mind), but transforms the idea from the reality of Christ loving the Church and uses the Greek phrase, “Hoútoos ofeílousín kai hoí andres agapán tás heauoón gunaíkas…” which translated means, “In this manner, in debt therefore the men to selflessly love this their wives…” The word, “ofeílousín” is commonly translated “ought”. Yet, the word in Greek doesn’t just mean “ought, through some ethical obligation”. Both Thayer’s and Vine’s Greek Dictionaries state that the word means “ought, through the obligation of debt.” In other words, Paul is telling the Stoic men, if the true spiritual reality is that Christ is the head of His Bride the Church, then, “…in the same manner men are indebted to love their wives as their own bodies.” It is no longer about a mindless woman needing and submitting to a man, but that the man is now indebted to his wife, because he has been united to her, like a head needs a body, and thus being indebted to care for and love her like Christ had the Church. Unlike the Stoic Greek and the Jewish Patriarch, Paul tells both men and women that the true spiritual model is Christ and the Church and not the other way around. That the “form” to which Aristotle and Genesis 3:16 refers is a “deformed” depiction. Christ and the Church is the true form and the point is not the woman submitting to the man, but both submitting to Christ and the man selflessly loving his wife.

Yet, true to the Greek teaching form, the traditional dual meaning is evident in the responsive statement. Paul drives the point home by declaring (again taken directly from the Greek), “No one formally his own flesh hated, in contrast, nurtures even cherishes it, just as the Lord the Church. Because limbs we are of the body, His!” Was Paul really saying that a man should love his wife as his own body? Or, was he saying (as the language indicates), that the man should love his wife as his own body because he is part of the same “Body” that his wife is, and to whom both are submitted; the Head, Christ!

With perfect form, Paul capsulizes what he really means in the dual statement. He concludes his instruction by first referring to the Old Testament in Genesis 2:24, “For this reason a man shall leave his father and mother and be joined to his wife, and the two shall become one flesh.” However, unlike the Old Testament, Paul changes the first word. In Hebrew the word is “Al-keen” which means “therefore” or literally, “for which cause”. Paul, however, uses the Greek word “anti” which means “in contrast”. He also uses the word “sarx” which means “body”, as in flesh and bones, instead of the word “soma” which would means “the body as a slave.” Paul uses the verse to establish that both husband and wife are one flesh, not head (master) over the body (slave). He concludes by driving home his point, “The
mystery here is great; I moreover, speak toward Christ, and toward the Church.”

The first and foremost emphasis is Christ and the Church. Paul used the Stoic mentality of the Greeks in Ephesus to teach them a new way of thinking. With the purpose of, “We are one body, made up of men and women all submitted to our new mind, Christ.” He craftily used all the imagery of their culture, religion and philosophy to draw them into the revelation of Jesus Christ (the true romantic hero) and His Bride the Church. Paul not only uses these ideas in chapter 5, but throughout the entire epistle to the Ephesians; for that matter, also, Galatians, First and Second Corinthians, Philippians, First and Second Timothy, Titus and parts of other epistles.

Then, almost as if it’s an afterthought, Paul tacks on an addendum. “Nevertheless, indeed you, that is everyone in particular, his wife in this manner
love as himself, and the wife notwithstanding reverence her husband.” After the whole instruction regarding Christ and the Church, Paul simply tells the Ephesians; men love your wives as yourself, and wives respect your husbands…and that is it! Think of it, love your wife and respect your husband. What a simple, novel idea. This statement is the only straight directive in the discourse spoken to the marriage relationship. Everything else was the unfolding of the relationship between Christ and the Church using the known philosophical principles of the day.

Marriage in the Christian sense is not at all complicated. Love and respect; those two ingredients in a Christ-centered relationship can solve most family challenges. However, we must first surrender to that Christ-centeredness by understanding that through our connection as the Church, we are all one, surrendered to the Head who selflessly loves us all, sacrificed Himself for us all, cleansed us all, enlightens us all, and unites us all.

Part Three: The Divine Womb, The Church

We are now back to where we started regarding masculinity, femininity and the “Ultimate Woman”. The idea that God is the most masculine being in the Universe because of His ability to will, to act and to plant seed shines another light on the unity of men and women in the Church. The reason the Church has been identified as Christ’s Bride is because of this masculine/feminine dynamic. The Church’s necessary posture is to submit, respond,
receive seed, and bring to birth what is planted within it. In other words, both men and women in the Church must approach God with this feminine quality. This may be a significant reason why some men find it difficult to freely express themselves in worship in Charismatic circles and virtually demand themselves to be the sole authority in Fundamental circles. There is a struggle with “carnal male identity” and the spiritual surrender of themselves to God in a more “feminine” posture. However, if a man does not discover this posture of submission, response, receptivity and birthing when it comes to God, he may not be to God and to his wife what they both need.

Just the idea of the words “feminine” and “male” in the same sentence gives rise to insecurity for some who read it. Yet, when viewed in light of the teachings of the Apostle Paul and some Christian writers like C.S. Lewis, you could say that we are all feminine in the sight of God. Of course this is not to detract from the way men relate to their wives and women in general. Yet, when it comes to God, it is clear that what most women desire in their man, along with his masculine attributes, is that feminine dynamic; to surrender, to submit and to do what God says. For most women it is an exciting thing to see their man worshipping, praying and studying scripture with a surrendered, humble attitude toward God and their fellow Christians. You could say that for a man to truly discover his masculinity, he will have to discover his feminine side as it relates to God. For many years, psychological circles have claimed that men need to discover their feminine side. Maybe, rather than learning basket weaving at the local adult education center (although there is nothing wrong with a man who weaves baskets), the real inner wholeness being suggested is for men to discover their feminine side as it relates to God and what it means to be a submitted member of a Church in unity with both men and women!

In the identity of the masculine and feminine embodiment in scripture, and in particular the New Testament, we find a personification, or prototype of the Church possibly enfolded into one individual. For hundreds of years many Protestants have looked at the Virgin Mary icon with much distain because of her elevation in the Catholic Church. But very possibly we threw “the baby out with the bath water” when we rejected certain ideas about Mary. May I suggest that when we, as Protestants, rejected Mary in the Catholic view, we unknowingly rejected the idea of the “Divine Feminine” (the reality of the Church) as well. It may be (as most Protestants purport) that some of the theology of Mary is misguided; but it also could be that the Medieval Church understood something and sought to identify it through their understanding of theology and minimal exposure to scripture. What they understood was that God, the Father, required a “spiritual womb” in which to sow His Divine Seed and produce His purposes in both the natural and the spirit. It only makes sense, based on the religious background of the second century Church, to consider the Virgin Mary as the feminine counterpart to God. In most pre-Christian Middle Eastern and Western theology, there was always a Divine Feminine attribute and personification. For example: Semiramus of Assyria, Ishtar of Babylon, Isis of Egypt, Aphrodite of Greece, Venus of Rome, Cuda of the Celts, Damona of the Gauls, Modron of Wales… needless to say the list continues with goddesses of fertility, healing and so on from all different cultures. In some more obscure Christian circles, Mary Magdalene has also been identified as the Divine Feminine personification because she was a key disciple and held a special place in the birth of the Church. Yet, when it comes to a feminine counterpart to God, there is truly none other than the Church itself. Collectively together, both male and female, we are the Bride of Christ, the helpmate of God.

Yet, in looking for a personification of the Church as the Divine Feminine, that Divine Womb where birthing the purposes of God takes place, we must look to the foundation of the Church itself. Jesus Christ is the chief Cornerstone, yet who did our Cornerstone first use (God’s principle of first deeds, the Law of First Mention) to herald the message to the disciples that He is going to ascend and the new era has begun? Once again, we are back to Mary Magdalene.

If we were to quickly review the foundation of the Church, we must return to the empty tomb where the post-resurrection decrees, endowments and commissions began. The first person we find at the tomb is Mary Magdalene. Yet, even before the tomb arrival, way back when Jesus was still traveling and ministering, she was prophetically anointing the Lord for burial, long before the Cross and long before any other disciple could comprehend His death and resurrection. Why? What does this tells us regarding the Church?

First, it tells us that like this disciple, the Church should always have a prophetic view of what God is about to do, even if it does not understand how or when He is about to do it. Second, in our prophetic insight, we need to take from our personal character (regardless of its condition), and like Mary, pour ourselves out before Him. We, the Church, must be a collective barren womb before we can be pregnant with Divine purpose. We must empty ourselves of our ambitions and our self-centered focus and prepare ourselves to follow the direction of the Lord, even if that direction leads us to the Cross… and it will! When we are poured out, like the shepherds mentioned in the previous chapter, we can patiently wait for ALL the members of the Body to come together to form a healthy womb that Christ can overshadow. Yet, to be a collective, barren womb, God will have to transform our perception of both male and female and turn that perception into the one identity, “The Church”. One Body, one Spirit, one hope, one Lord, one faith, one baptism, one God and Father of all, above all, through all and in all!

The next time we see Mary, she is at the Cross gazing at the Lord. This must have been an amazing time for her. Not only was she looking at the Lord, but she’d had the inkling of this very event, enough to anoint Him for burial and anticipate His resurrection. We too must gaze at the Cross. It tells us that regardless of what prophetic insight or understanding we have, regardless of our approach to seasonal changes or times of preparation for spiritual revolution, we need to behold the suffering of our Lord. We must gaze long enough until we can discover the foundational motive for anything and everything He does. We must discover and rediscover at each point that all He has done, is doing, and is going to do, revolves around one foundational element; His Compassion born out of our suffering.

Without the precursor of the Compassion of Christ, there is no resurrection to follow. Without Divine Compassion, Jesus Christ dies like any other “god” of Greek, Roman, Babylonian, Egyptian or other religious system; he ascends to Olympus and that is it. Also, without Divine Compassion, you can look at this in the reverse. Jesus, our Emmanuel, dies like any other “man” and descends into the grave. His identification with human suffering is the key and it is the key to His purpose as Savior. The key to Christ bearing our sins on the Cross is the Divine understanding of human suffering and His deep Compassion to redeem mankind from it. Though one may argue that our focus should be on the resurrected Christ, we must never forget that if we are to be in any way Christ-like, it is in the way of His Compassion. Before Christ went to the Cross, He proclaimed in prayer to the Father:

“And I have declared to them Your name, and will declare it, that the love with which You loved Me may be in them, and I in them.” (John 17:26/NKJ)

Hear the Lord’s heart in His prayer, “…that the love with which You loved Me may be in them…” If Christ and the love of the Father are in us, we must embrace the reality of it being there as He prayed. It is the same Divine Compassion that compelled Christ to the Cross. It is the same Divine Compassion that opened His heart to identify with human suffering. Just before this prayer, Jesus told His disciples:

“This is My commandment, that you love one another as I have loved you. Greater love has no one than this, than to lay down one’s life for his friends.” (John 15:12-13/NKJ)

Our long, deliberate gaze into the eyes of Divine Compassion will prepare us for the things that God has waiting for His Bride, the Church, in this new millennium. It is this loving, compassionate expression of the Bride, the Church, looking at humanity’s suffering, opening her arms to it as her Lord once did and giving of herself unselfishly to redeem each of her children. The Cross tells us, “…love one another as I have loved you…” Jesus said, “Greater love has none than this, than to lay down one’s life for his friends.” Who are the friends that Jesus spoke of? To Christ, ultimately all of humanity is His friend. When Christ died on the Cross, He did not just die for His disciples, or the Jewish nation, but also for the Roman oppressor, the thief next to Him and all people alive, past and future. Gazing into the eyes of Divine Compassion is beholding a Love that is so moving it compels the onlooker to love the One who loves more, and fall in love with what He loves. It is the husband loving his wife and giving himself for her so the wife responds with swooning acceptance of her connection to him.

From the Cross we greet the tomb. Mary arrives at the tomb before the other women and is astounded it is empty. Here again lies the message to the Church. From gazing into the eyes of Divine Compassion, we now find ourselves empty of any and all things we anticipated. It is here that we are in a position to receive the revelation of the forthcoming revolution. However, many times it is here that we call upon others to help, others we think may have the answer to our emptiness. When Peter and John arrive, it is clear they see emptiness and perceive that emptiness only produces empty results. This is much like the modern Church. If there does not appear to be some activity, some measurable growth, some noticeable presence or potential marketability, then we turn away and go back to where we last found such things, missing the Greater One doing the greater thing. We know Mary had no intention of leaving with the disciples. Instead she lingered and she looked again into the tomb, finding a vision of angels.

It is also possible that Mary’s call to Peter and John was a call to linger, to search and perceive beyond the moment. Could it be that the purpose of the Church is to linger and search, rather than to have the most professional worship team, the most dynamic preacher, or the flashiest children’s ministry? Or, could it be that in barren seasons like this, it is the purpose of the Church to beckon followers to a place of emptiness, the place of collective barrenness, where there is no need for professionalism, dynamism, or flash? Could it be that it is the Church’s purpose to call its sojourners to a place where activity, measurable growth, a noticeable presence, and a marketable trend is non-existent; to a barren place where the only potential is to be impregnated with the purposes of redemption?

The disciples leave Mary, she sees the vision of angles, then turns and sees a Gardener. Like Adam, who once walked in the Garden of Eden, here is the Last Adam, Christ, standing in the Garden of God awaiting His Bride. Mary sees the Gardener and asks, “…tell me where have you laid Him…?” Mary is relentless in her quest to find her Lord. Emptiness must never drive us away like Peter and John, but compel us to continue to seek Christ even in places we never before considered. Like Mary, we must not be afraid to ask the questions necessary to discover Him, or greater still, to settle with the answers we receive.

There is a clear warning in this instance that tells us not to institutionalize what was previously experienced, but to consistently seek Christ in places where our eyes have not yet been opened. The idea of institutionalizing what God has done is what the disciples attempted to do on the Mount of Transfiguration, two of them being the same ones that left Mary behind at the tomb. There at the mount, Jesus is transfigured before Peter, James and John (Matthew 17:1-8). Peter’s response to the experience is, “Lord, it is good for us to be here; if you wish, I will make three tabernacles here, one for You, one for Moses, and one for Elijah.”

Our willingness to build tabernacles, memorials, and commemorative edifices is amazing. To keep with the institutional trend, after we build our expected tabernacle, we invite others to come and see our memorial with the hope that they will experience what we have and want to build something just like it. This is not to say we should cease building churches in which to worship or establish criteria for sound teaching and leadership. But, when our criterion becomes unchangeable and hinders the next step in spiritual movement, we may find ourselves holding on to the cold, lifeless body of what was once a vibrant move of God. To put it another way, if we institutionalize what Christ has done, we may eventually find who we thought was our savior lying in a tomb, cold and stiff, and regardless what we try to do, he will not come forth and lead us to a new place. Yes, rather than a resurrected Savior and Lord, we will have a savior, dead and gone. To make matters worse, when we finally unwrap our institutionalized savior from his grave clothes, to our horror we will find, not the face of Christ, but the institution we worshipped. The face looking back at us in a hollow, lifeless stare… will be that of our own!

The Gardener, into whose eyes of Divine Compassion we find ourselves transfixed once again, calls us by name! Yes! Like Mary, He calls us each by name and by our corporate name as well. The Church, like Mary, in its empty, barren condition finds the Lord in an unforeseen, resurrected form. Like the first Adam, He calls His Bride by name, her eyes are opened, she conceives and gives birth to the new dispensation! “Church!” the Last Adam proclaims. Awakened by the sound of His Voice, our eyes are opened; we conceive and give birth to a newness of God’s presence in the earth. At one time God put Adam into a deep sleep and from Adam’s side came a woman; Eve, he would call his bride. Now the Last Adam, Jesus Christ, through His bleeding side brought forth the Church. However, this time it was she who actually slept in the grave. No, it was not Christ who remained in the grave, but all of us! Like Mary, who continued to look for a dead Christ, maybe even with the hope that she could do something about His deadness, we too want to mend what we cannot heal, and bring to life what we cannot revive. Nevertheless, it is not the Lord that needs to be brought to life. In reality, it is not Christ who lay in the grave, but our mind, hearts and expectations. Christ, now the resurrected Lord, was in the garden. But we, His disciples, as if spellbound by the reality of the grave, were locked and chained in a type of spiritual sepulcher, unable to recognize the Lord. It would be the call of the resurrected Christ, who, from beyond the grave, would call to His Bride, awaken her, and cause her to see with new eyes! Upon the sound of His voice she would awake from spiritual sleep, recognizing her resurrected Lord and Husband. Mary clung to the Lord like many of us do when we realize Christ in a new place. Yet once again, like building a tabernacle or some memorial, we cling and want to hold on. But Christ had another idea in mind. He responded to Mary, saying, “Do not hold on to me, for I have not yet returned to the Father. Go instead to my brothers
and tell them, ‘I am returning to my Father and your Father, to my God and your God.”

Now, in this new millennium, Christ declares to His Bride, “Do not hold on to Me, do not institutionalize Me, do not cling to Me in any manner that will keep me from coming to you in Glory, for I have not yet come, nor returned! Go instead to my friends, sinner and saint alike. Tell them I am returning for my Bride, our Fathers sons and daughters, our sisters and brothers, to my living Temple, to My Church and your Church!” Mary took His initial message to the disciples and proclaimed that the Lord is ascending! In the same manner do we hear His voice…

“…the Spirit and the bride say, ‘Come!’ And let him who hears say, ‘Come!’ And let him who thirsts come. Whoever desires, let him take the water of life freely.” (Revelation 22:17/NKJ)
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“Thus says the LORD, ‘Yet again there will be heard in this place, of which you say, ‘It is a waste, without man and without beast,’ that is, in the cities of Judah and in the streets of Jerusalem that are desolate, without man and without inhabitant and without beast, the voice of joy and the voice of gladness, the voice of the bridegroom and the voice of the bride, the voice of those who say, ‘Give thanks to the LORD of hosts, For the LORD is good, For His lovingkindness is everlasting’; and of those who bring a thank offering into the house of the LORD. For I will restore the fortunes of the land as they were at first,’ says the LORD. “(Jeremiah 33:10-11/NASU)

Part One: Postpartum Oppression

In both the Garden of Eden and the Garden Tomb, God chose women to bear the Seed that would bring forth redemption. In the first, it was a prophetic word speaking toward the virgin birth of the Savior. In the second, it was a prophetic word speaking toward the rebirth of men and women as the Savior’s Bride. At the same time, in the Garden of Eden and in the Garden Tomb, Satan afflicted women with oppression, subjugation and silence, to hinder, if not all together stop, what God desired; the redemption of Mankind. But Satan’s war did not stop at the Garden Tomb. It took other more subtle, craftier and even religious forms. During the temptation of Jesus in the desert (Matthew 4:1-11), Satan used scripture to mislead. In the same manner, Satan has used scripture to mislead Church leaders into suppressing the Divine gift contained within women. Still, regardless of Satan’s wiles, the Divine gift came forth, ranging from dedicated prayer warriors to anointed leaders. Throughout the last 2000 years, it has only been within the last 100 that women received some acceptance in the manner in which God anointed them. In addition, as with most moves of God, Satan perverted the release of women regarding God’s purposes with the “women’s lib” movement in the 60s. Nonetheless, God moved and today we are in a greater position to accomplish what God desires than ever before. We must keep in mind that as the Kingdom of God advances, Satan attempts to counterfeit what exists and bring deception. We are not going to spend much time talking about the devil and his wiles, but we must take to heart what history has taught us. Keep in mind the old saying, “If you can’t beat them, join them.” If Satan cannot destroy what we are doing, then he will join what we are doing in order to subtly and “religiously” lead us astray.

Throughout Church history there has been a tension between religiosity and true spirituality. As we reflect over the past 2000 years, we must say that we, as a people who attempted to follow the Spirit of God, have only experienced success because of His grace and mercy. (For that matter, we will only continue to experience success because of His grace and mercy.) Consider when we look at the Church’s “last great success.” Within its makeup we can also see its hour of greatest darkness. Think of it; after our Lord died, rose and ascended, we had roughly 100 years of positive movement in spite of some moderate persecution. However, the next 200 years was steeped in a persecution so dreadful, we have not seen the like since. Also during that same time, women faded very quickly from any leadership roles in Church ministry. By the time Constantine took Rome in early 300 A.D., the Church gained his favor and its persecution subsided. Within 65 years of Constantine’s victory, the Church would become the most powerful religious force in the known world.

On the positive side we must rejoice; this group called Christians, who were persecuted by the previous pagan Roman government, became the driving force that determined the way of the world for hundreds of years. What a victory! Those who were persecuted became the lords of the known world. Nonetheless, by the end of the first millennium, the victorious, conquering Church would begin the greatest and darkest endeavor known to Christianity. While few have attempted to justify the years that followed, what happened was horrific. Soldiers pillaged villages, raped women, and murdered countless non-believers, all in the name of Christ. It is hard to believe that the name of the Savior was attached to such conduct, but it was. That time was famously known as “The Inquisition.” It was a time when we had everything we could desire; a complete Holy Book (both Old and New Testaments), straightforward spiritual leaders, prosperity, land, and authority. Yet, it was during this same period that the worst happened. You would think our “spiritual self” would be so Christ-like with all that success, the world would just come to the Church and humbly bow to Christ. But no! Instead, the Church went through the world, forcing men and women to bow to its self. If the people refused, the agents of the Church would destroy the non-believers’ way of life and even help send them to an early eternity. Needless to say, their eternal home would not be Heaven at that point.

Throughout my community, I have heard pastors and church members tell me again and again of the discouragement they feel. They describe their struggle of being caught between being part of an organizational structure and a living Body. As we look back over Church history, we find the same tension after it became a world power. It was at that point, due to a fear of outside beliefs tampering with their success, the leadership of the Church traded their spiritual life to become “an organization”. The result caused “the organism” of the living Church to atrophy. God’s only recourse was the Reformation; the breaking up of the “organization”, so that the “organism” might find its way back to Life. It is similar to the idea of cell division during pregnancy. If the cells do not divide after conception, but continue to grow in single uniform size, the womb will reject the tumorous growth. Or worse, if that growth is not rejected, serious infection will occur and if not cut out, the consequence could be lethal. Faced with these ideas we must remind ourselves of what was stated in a previous chapter, “If we do not learn from the past, we are doomed to repeat it.”

Part Two: Congratulations! It’s a Church!

Over the last few decades, Christ has been moving on the hearts of believers all over the world to come together. He has been moving on the hearts of congregations in diverse communities to gather for times of worship, prayer and outreach. In some parts of the world, people have gathered in stadiums to pray and worship as a unified Body. Why? Because, as in the process of mitosis and segmentation (the process of cell division during pregnancy), the cells remain in union with each other as they divide and produce a living body, a single human being. God has, in one sense, divided us to prevent us from becoming an infectious, tumorous growth. You might say that in the days of the Inquisition, we were nothing more than a cancer spreading throughout the known-world, killing unbelievers and destroying potential life-giving cells. But when God divided us several hundred years ago, He actually preserved His plan and us. In so doing, we have been liberated from uniformity and separated into individuality. (There is a difference between individuality and independence. To be an individual has its merit in Kingdom life. However, independence is complete separation from any and all of the relating community.)

In segmentation, as cells divide, they become specific; some become lung cells, others heart cells, others brain cells, others skin cells and so on. Yet, while each has become individually unique, out of necessity each group of cells are also required to connect to each other. Even though they are diverse, they need to connect and still maintain individuality so that the body can live; the lungs, heart, skin, brain and the rest, are all connected to give life to the body. In the same way, God may have divided the Church at the Reformation to preserve His Body. In the long term, this was not a negative thing. It helped create our individuality and cured our cancerous growth.

It is time for the lungs to begin to breathe, the heart to begin to beat and the skin to begin to feel. The days of our “independent individuality” are truly coming to an end. The coming together of the Church is not just a positive idea, but Divinely essential. In our diversity, our coming together creates the living organism called “the Body of Christ” and part of this coming together is the vital connection to the indispensable function of women in all different areas.

After all that is said, one may still argue that the idea of being the Bride of Christ is just figurative and that the Body of Christ is actually male. Then reflect on the following: the Apostle Paul tells us that the invisible attributes of God are clearly seen by the things He has made (Romans 1:20). It is interesting to note that when a child is developing in its mother’s womb, the gender of the child is not decided until approximately the thirteenth week. That is when chromosomes (a combination of genetic codes) invade the appropriate areas and gender is decided. At the most primary level of human creation, there are two chromosomes; one is called the “X” and the other the “Y”. The “X” designates the female characteristic and the “Y” designates the male characteristic. However, to become a living human being, we each require a pair of these chromosomes. Without the pair, there is no life. To be female we must have a combination of the “XX” chromosomes. It would be logical to assume that in order to be male, you would need a combination of “YY” chromosomes, but this is not correct. To be male, the necessary combination is “XY”. In other words to be a male, we need a combination of one female and one male chromosome. Have you ever wondered why men have nipples? Now you know. If we are to be the Body of Christ, and if Romans 1:20 is true, then we must have the combination of female and male attributes to be a healthy Body. Regardless of how we try to address this issue, whether we look to the Biblical model of the Bride of Christ as the Church, or the Body of Christ (in the male sense), God’s creation in the most primal sense tells us we need both male and female working together to be complete.

If we do not grasp the value of women in all ranges of ministry, we may be doomed to repeat what we detest. We may be doomed to repeat the most horrific time the Church has ever known, even when its greatest opportunity lay before it. I have often wondered if the Church would have dealt so terribly with mankind if anointed women had been allowed to pray and have a voice in decision making during the Dark Ages. Unfortunately, we will never know. This is why in the new millennium, we must not forget where we came from. It is easy to get angry at the current extremists of Islam, or some other extremist militant religion. But we must not forget those who, just a few hundred years ago, horrifically murdered “the infidels” in the name of Christ. With this reality in mind it is essential for women to come to the forefront of our Christianity and participate in the spiritual and prophetic outlook of our future. Without a Divine womb to birth the redemptive purposes of God, we are condemned to repeat what we have done in the past. This is not to take anything away from anointed men who have led the Church into great spiritual triumphs and revelations. But we were never meant to do this with only one chromosome. God did make us a helper and that helper is not only to be a cook, maid and sex object. Clearly there is more according to scripture! In the secular sense, maybe we have accepted that women can work, have a career, and do many other things. But we are not complete in the Church until we realize we need a Divine womb to take us to the next level; to see the Gardener in the Garden in a new and fresh way. If not, we will only return to what we have known and in the name of correctness, rather than revealed truth, we will find ourselves in a worse spiritual condition (Matthew 12:43-45).

Having said this, I would like to address a few ideas. First, our lands cry out for healing. Many have prayed over the years on the basis of the scripture:

“…if My people who are called by My name will humble themselves, and pray and seek My face, and turn from their wicked ways, then I will hear from heaven, and will forgive their sin and heal their land. (2 Chronicles 7:14-15/NKJV)

How true is this word! Yet, the cry for healing cannot be complete until we, like the shepherds at the Well, receive and hear the shepherdesses as Jacob and Moses once did. We must be one! We must be together making up the Lord’s Bride! Remember, the Wells could not be opened until the women arrived! In the same manner, there cannot truly be an outpouring of the Spirit until the women whom God has chosen “for such a time as this” arrive (Esther 4:14). The Body of Christ needs the contribution of women now like never before. We must be both “XY” to be a complete Body. We have cried out for healing, we have cried out for deliverance, and we have cried out for a greater portion of God. Yet, it will be the unity of men and women that will create the structure to harbor what God needs. It is the unity of men and women, in both ministry and prayer, which will eventually build the house that the Spirit can inhabit (Ephesians 2:22). It must be the united voices of the bridegroom and the bride proclaiming that the Lord’s lovingkindness is everlasting, which will restore the fortunes of the land.

Part Three:

Intimacy, Beyond Submission and Headship

Nothing that has been written in this book is intended to detract from the relationship of men and women in the submitted, humble sense that the Scripture has addressed. However, I would like to suggest a greater way of relating than submission and headship.

“Nevertheless let each one of you in particular so love his own wife as himself, and let the wife see that she respects her husband.” (Ephesians 5:33/NKJV)

Paul did not actually say that men are the leaders and the head of the women. It was originally Aristotle who did that, as we noted in the last chapter. Paul used the Aristotelian idea to simply speak to his audience, who understood and lived that philosophy. On the contrary, Paul said that men are to be like Christ.
To love his own wife as himself and if necessary, give himself for her as Christ gave Himself for the Church. This is no longer just a head, but a heart as well. Consider the fact that the headship of which Paul speaks is not just a mind that can solve problems and point the way, but a heart that will lay down its life for the one it leads. It is a heart that embraces his beloved, holding her close to his bosom, wooing her with every breath to a deeper life with Christ. It is not a head that needs to be in control and call the shots. It is not a head that must have the last word. It is not a head that lords himself over his domain. But it is a head with a heart. A heart that beats with the thoughts of release, a heart that beats with the thoughts of sharing the domain, a heart that beats with the thoughts of her whisper as she contemplates what is growing in her spiritual womb. A heart that will protect the Divine Seed, like Joseph did Mary, and see to it that the legacy of God is preserved and birthed. A heart that looks forward to the cry of the vision and purpose of God as it is birthed into the earth.

While we are speaking of a head with a heart, many women are struggling with husbands, fathers, and children who may not know Christ, thus, such relationships are rather heartless and headless. This is where a greater depth of spiritual life comes in and where the idea of submission must take a higher spiritual life. Submission can be difficult, but it can be learned over time. Even the flesh can learn submission. If slavery taught us anything throughout the generations, it is that we do not need the Spirit to learn submission. For that matter, many people in different cultures have learned submission and seen it as a beautiful attribute of society. Yet this has come at a price, often at the cost of the one who is doing the submitting. There is a greater way! Real spirituality is not found in submission, which is something a slave can learn. Rather, if submission can be transformed into translucent, open respect, we will have changed mere obedience into compassionate living.

I have known many women over the last 20 years who have learned to submit to their husbands, but respecting them was another story. Many times I have heard a woman say she was trying to submit and obey, but to respect and admire her husband was out of the question. Submission may be the denial of one’s will for another, but respect requires the will itself to value another. It is the other side of the same coin that says to the husband; love your wife as yourself (as Christ loved the Church). It is saying to the wife, have a high value for your husband. For us to break through into the prophetic function of women in the new millennium, there must be a new approach to husbands, fathers and children. For that matter, there must be a new approach for everyone regarding God’s authority in general. This idea of respect transcends gender and ultimately finds its way into every believer’s life from the marriage relationship, to leadership in the Church, to the authority of Scripture and even to God Himself.

For example: for almost a decade I have been aware of a prayer group in a particular city that has functioned powerfully. The leader of the group would repeat over and over that the group was submitted to the city’s pastors, and that each member needed to be submitted to their individual church and pastor. Yet over time, their submission eroded and eventually they publicly came against the leaders they were supposedly submitted to. The claim was that the Holy Spirit gave them “a word” for those leaders, but the result was destructive. In the end, a council of pastors and leaders deemed the revelation to be wrong and the group in error. How did this happen? For one thing, submission was not enough to bring the group to a greater place than where it started. What happened to the prayer group’s submission? What happened to an entire group’s understanding of Divine order and function? It could be explained with two simple words: “no respect”. Lack of respect will open the door to error for any person, wife, husband, group leader, worship leader or pastor having a difficult time doing what is right, especially if disagreements arise. When we lose our sense of respect for others, we lose everything. If you cannot respect your leader, moving with the vision of the ministry is like a blind man trying to find a needle in a haystack. If you cannot respect your husband, you may do what he says in the name of submission, thus being legalistically correct, but your heart will be far from him. Jesus accused the Pharisees of this very behavior.

“He answered and said to them, ‘Well did Isaiah prophesy of you hypocrites, as it is written: ‘This people honors Me with their lips, But their heart is far from Me.'” (Mark 7:6/NKJV)

Many have said that respect needs to be earned, but what about a kind of respect that comes from the depths of the Holy Spirit? What about a respect that begins with the heart of God, rather than the sheer deeds of man? What about a respect that has a faith empowering it, which is energized by a Love that is never failing? What about a respect that is not earned, but freely given? Can you imagine such a respect? Because we have been conditioned to a carnal, “deed oriented” respect, we cannot imagine such a Divine respect. Thankfully, we do not need to imagine it; all we have to do is look at our Savior hanging on a Cross, gazing at a crowd of people who shouted, “Crucify Him!” Even so, He uttered several powerful words declaring great respect, value and esteem. “Father, forgive them, for they know not what they do” (Luke 23:34). You may say, “That was not respect! That was love.” Yes, it was love, but it was respect in the truest sense, as well. Our idea of respect is distorted. To us respect is something that one must earn based on good conduct. However, God respects each person, because of His intention and their Divine potential. Many times we respect out of admiration, rather than consideration. According to Christ’s sacrifice on the Cross, it reveals that we cannot love what we do not respect and esteem. As Christ looked at His accusers and abusers, He chose to still respect them from the standpoint of being a people that needed salvation, healing, freedom and forgiveness. In that way, Christ’s Compassion gave way to a Divine respect. His compassionate view saw them as valuable, worth loving and even worth dying for, in spite of what they were doing. He respected them on the basis of what God intended for them. He respected them with a faith that looked toward the future. He respected them with apparent vision of who they could be. He respected them, because Divine compassion would not have it any other way!

You may be thinking, “But I am submitted to my husband or my leader because I love God.” This is a start, but such a posture does not contain what is necessary to see the complete journey through. Yet again, we cannot respect what we do not value. God does not want us to simply submit to another because we love Him. When you think this through, submitting because we love God, gives nothing of depth to the one to whom we are submitted. It offers nothing more than an act or deed. There is no redemption offered; no sense of Godly value, in other words, no Christ-like compassion. When we look to Christ on the Cross, we do not only see a person submitted to God, but a person through whom God reveals His love out of respect for fallen Mankind. To respect our leaders, husbands, fathers and children, because we value them, energized by Divine compassion, transforms our actions from solely being toward God, to being from God, through us, to them. Respect is the fruit of Divine Compassion extended, it is Christ-likeness. I am sure there are many women who have already stumbled upon this truth and through it, have experienced radical transformation in their marriage.

Respect is such a powerful, supernatural force, that for the prophetic purpose of women in the new millennium to fully manifest, it will have to be the garment worn from top to bottom. We are not talking about a respect given because those around us are doing the right things, but a respect that comes from within us by the compassion of God. It values what is before us, even if what is before us is temporarily walking in darkness. It is a Divine respect, a discovery of God’s value, esteem and regard for the one before us. Carnal men would not fear the Church, nor feel like their wives were having an affair with it, if their wives clearly respected their husbands because of the Church. Pastors would not be concerned about prophetic prayer groups in their churches if those who prayed had a deep respect for their leadership and their leaderships mission fulfillment. Many times, however, our emphasis is in the wrong place, or the wrong Testament. Because of this, we in the Church have a tendency to be out of balance concerning the moving of God’s Spirit. In the Old Testament, great respect was placed on the Word given. In the New Testament, great respect was placed on the recipient of the Word given. In the Old Testament, the prophet would sometimes use the Word to condemn those who heard it. In the New Testament, the prophets are to use the Word to redeem those who hear it. The Old Testament taught us to love and respect God by the law. The New Testament teaches us to love and respect God by grace and mercy. While we, under the New Testament, are never to stop respecting the Word, we must always remember that the Word is now offered to heal, bless, empower and redeem those to whom it is given. It is to minister grace to the hearer, or to put it another way, give grace to those who hear (Ephesians 1:29). In the Epistles of Paul, when do wives speak against their husbands? When do husbands speak against their wives? When do prayer groups speak against their leaders? When do leaders speak against their congregations? Never! Why? Respect; it is a powerful attribute that surpasses the temporal behavior of fallible people, transcends what is, and believes and prays for what shall be.

Conclusion: The Divine Womb Pregnant Again

There are many women who are spiritually pregnant with the Divine Seed of redemptive purpose at this very moment. Others are being prepared to receive the Seed of redemptive purpose. This only means that at some point in the future, what is in them will come forth. When it does, the child (the redemptive purpose then revealed) must be nursed on the breasts of unity and respect, whose colostrum is compassion and milk is humility. The child will then grow strong and vital, full of what it needs to position the Church for the next phase of spiritual life.

In this millennium we are closer to the coming of our Lord than ever before. Not because we have become a techno-Church or because we are more theologically correct. But because God is enlarging the pathway of women in all aspects of the Church and because men are allowing themselves to become more secure in God and in themselves. In such a security for men and a pathway for women, together we can water the flock at the Well of God’s Spirit.

What a day waiting before us! What an anticipation of the greatness of our God! What a day, full of expectation, pregnancy and movement. The day is upon us! Can you feel the redemptive purposes of God moving within your womb? Can you feel the gentle stirring of a living, moving Seed from Heaven? Can you feel the pressure cry of contractions, calling for the purposes of God to come forth? Can you sense the inevitable tension of delivery? Can you táste the inescapable knowing of destiny? Can you sense the deep inner groan, desiring to bellow with a great shout, “Come forth!”

You can! Why? Because there has been a call sent from Heaven to women of God all across the globe declaring, “It is time, women of God. Once again, it is time for the Divine womb to bear. It is time for the prophetic purpose of women to arise and bring forth!”
 

[image: image]

“Truly, truly, I say to you, that you will weep and lament, but the world will rejoice; you will grieve, but your grief will be turned into joy. Whenever a woman is in labor she has pain, because her hour has come; but when she gives birth to the child, she no longer remembers the anguish because of the joy that a child has been born into the world.” (John 16:20-22/NASU)
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