
1 
 

Feminism:  Summit East 2009 

Handout:  conservative perspectives; we may not agree with how they interpret the evidence they 

give, but you can trust the evidence itself.  Feminist perspective: NOW, CBE – but you can’t 

trust their “facts” to be facts.   

 

Portions of this  talk are passages from my book, Called to Womanhood, published by Crossway 

Books and now out of print – though still available in various bookstores and online. 

 

Why I am not a Feminist 

Most people define feminism as the simple desire to see women treated the same way as men.  

This is so vague as to be meaningless:  only the most extreme and hardened misogynist would 

not want this.  I am going to discuss today some of the history of western, particularly American, 

feminism, what the goals of today’s feminism are, and why Christians ought to distance 

themselves from the movement almost entirely in order to pursue justice for women who truly 

need it. 

 

In the latter part of the 19th Century, women began speaking out about injustices they saw in 

British and American culture in regard to the treatment of women and children.  Some of these 

women had already become part of the abolition and prohibition movements, and now took on 

these other injustices with a similar zeal. 

 

What were some of those injustices? 
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A  lack of serious education for women affected all social classes.  Upper-class women, given 

basic literacy and a few superficial “accomplishments” such as a smattering of French and piano 

and drawing, might achieve the hoped-for marriage into money and prestige, but then were often 

unable to manage a household, raise their own children decently, or be intelligent companions 

and helpmeets to their husbands – leading in too many cases to estrangement and immorality.   

 

Lack of education for the poor exacerbated the problems created at this time by industrialization 

and urbanization.  This major cultural shift forced many previously self-sufficient families into 

city slums and factory work, women and even young children being required to work as much as 

12-18 hours a day for extremely low wages and in filthy, dangerous conditions.   

 

This affected all the poor – men, women, and children – but poor, uneducated women without a 

male relative to provide for them were particularly endangered as they had few options available 

to them for survival.  Upper-class women might be able to afford to attend one of the women’s 

colleges that began to appear in the mid-19th Century in America, or their fathers might educate 

them at home, and they could support themselves with family money and perhaps through a 

family business, writing, or teaching.  If a woman had enough capital perhaps she could set up 

shop as a merchant or seamstress.  But less fortunate women alone in the world might find grave 

difficulty supporting themselves, and Susan B. Anthony deplored the significant number of 

women driven to immorality just to have food and clothing. 

 

Women could find themselves impoverished and without means of support through legal 

injustices of the day as well.  For example, all economic resources that a woman brought into her 



3 
 

marriage or earned after marrying automatically became entirely the property of her husband.  

This would not be a problem in a marriage where mutual esteem and values existed, but many 

marriages of the day were contracted for social standing and money, and a husband could use his 

wife’s resources in foolish speculations or dissipated living if he so desired, impoverishing his 

wife and children without her being able to protect them.  
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Yet modern feminists seem just as discontent as – and much angrier than – their predecessors. 

The reason lies in the assumptions and philosophies of some of the same women who brought 

about such needed reforms:  assumptions and philosophies that were unable to grow to fruition in 

the still largely Judeo-Christian environment of the late 19th and early 20th centuries but found 

excellent fertilizer in a changed culture after World War II. 

 

One of the most important of these assumptions was that women needed economic independence 

from men.  It was true that some of the worst injustices involved the financial devastation that 

could be wreaked on women by unscrupulous men, and most of the feminists of the time did not 

advocate that women needed to leave the home to pursue independent careers but only desired to 

see that women were allowed to own property and control their own finances for their own 

safety.  Yet this idea, while not bad in itself, was rooted in a pernicious philosophy, as we will 

see. 

 

A second important assumption concerned the equality of men and women.  While they saw 

women as equal to men in personhood, intelligence, and morality, most of these women readily 

acknowledged that women were better fitted by biology and nature to tend to domestic affairs, 

and men better fitted for provision and protection.  Yet their emphasis on equality included the 

rejection of male leadership in any arena of life, broadening the desire for economic 

independence to general, complete independence. 
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These assumptions about independence and equality were problematic because they rose from 

Enlightenment philosophies, instead of Scriptural Truth, that placed Reason above Revelation 

and therefore distorted the truth they did contain.  Some of the feminists were indeed strong 

Christians who stood firmly on Scripture, but others clung to a watered-down Christianity while 

warning of the dangers of placing Scripture – authority – above human Reason, which they 

believed to be more important.  They re-interpreted the Scriptures in much the same way 

feminists in the Church do today – to try to prove that men and women were not significantly 

different in any way and therefore one sex could not be placed under the authority of the other, 

even in the Church, much less the home.  Others simply denied that the Scriptures had any 

relevant instruction to offer at all: “The human mind is greater than any book,” William Lloyd 

Garrison said in a debate supporting the feminist view; “we must look at things rationally.”  And 

appeals to science began to replace appeals to Revelation, as well. 

 

These philosophies did not flourish in the early 20th century, because of the still pervasive 

foundation of a fairly conservative Judeo-Christian environment, and the good effects of the 

women’s movement made life far better for men and women alike.  But as Western culture 

became increasingly relativistic, naturalistic, and radically individualistic, the seeds of 

Rationalism sown in that earlier time burst into fruit – and the harvest has been devastating. 

 

The Feminine Mystique by Betty Friedan was published in 1963.  She describes the empty lives 

of suburban homemakers who are not content with “just” being wives and mothers, and she 

diagnoses the problem this way:  the job they are doing is beneath their intelligence, and they 

need to get out of the home and into careers which will challenge them and give them economic 
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independence and social prestige, both of which were becoming the primary measure of any 

person’s worth.   

 

Certainly some middle and upper class women of the time were dissatisfied with their lives.  But 

others were not, such as my mother and her friends.  The difference lay not in whether a woman 

pursued a career or not, but whether she saw a purpose beyond herself in whatever work she did.  

My mother and her friends understood homemaking to be a noble pursuit of serving alongside 

their husbands to make homes that honored the Lord, to raise children who would be productive 

citizens and righteous adults.  And they saw their volunteer service in the Church and community 

in the same way and took great pleasure in that work and the fellowship it created among them. 

 

Friedan, however, saw that careers seemed to give a sense of purpose to women unhappy as 

homemakers, assumed it was because of the money and prestige that careers offered, and thus 

insisted that this was the universal answer to the problem she had discovered.  However, the 

pursuit of career, when it is primarily for personal fulfillment, will pall over time as much as 

purposeless housewifery does, and the increasing discontentment and demands of the radical 

feminists who have followed Friedan make this abundantly clear.   

 

The primary difference between the earlier feminists and the radicals of the 60s and following is 

the focus of their attention.   
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Friedan even explicitly states that this modern feminist movement is for the upper class woman, 

that it has no concern for the poor – a statement borne out in the activities of the movement for 

the past half century. 

 

Because these feminists seek self instead of service, they see sexism and oppression everywhere:   

typical examples come from the women at the Boston Globe, who have tried to stop the men’s 

noon basketball game because they fear that it perpetuates “old-boy” cliquishness and 

networking, and one of whom brought a sexual harassment lawsuit against a male colleague 

whom she overheard use a vulgar term in a private conversation with someone else.  This is the 

politics of personal grievance, and fear of offending such women and bringing a lawsuit upon 

themselves has made many people kowtow to their absurd demands – even , for example, to 

allowing them to lead sexual harassment workshops for grade school children to teach little girls 

to see everything that little boys do as dirty and immoral. 

 

Because they see men as the enemy, because they believe every setback they encounter is 

because of prejudice and discrimination, because they want the freedom to live any way they 

please without consequence, modern feminists have pursued social and legal policies that are 

destroying our culture.  Let’s look at just a few: 

No-fault divorce was pursued, and is now the law of the land, to allow women to easily leave 

marriage for any reason – lack of emotional fulfillment, desire for independence, whatever.  Of 

course unrighteous men have embraced it, too, to free themselves easily from a relationship they 
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have found onerous or unfulfilling.  This policy has devastated the family – divorce has 

increased exponentially, with predictable effects:  70-90% of children of divorce have significant 

psychological problems; a fear of commitment to marriage keeps more people single and 

increases immorality and both abortion and out-of-wedlock births; men without fathers are the 

largest population in prison and women without fathers are the largest population of unwed 

mothers.  Domestic abuse has increased with the increase of couples living together without 

being married, as boyfriends and step-fathers are far more likely to abuse women and their 

children than a husband is to abuse his wife or his biological children. 

 

Because they want sexual freedom without consequences, abortion on demand, right up to the 

point of birth, has become the law, and I needn’t expound on that horror to this group, except to 

remind you that this is THE absolute idol of today’s feminist movement:  nothing is allowed to 

take precedence over abortion rights, and George Tiller is their patron saint and now, because of 

an act equally fanatical and evil as his abortions, their martyr. 

 

In education, women have insisted on massive, one-way change in teaching methods to benefit 

girls, without allowing for alternative – traditional – ways that benefit boys, so that boys now are 

far behind girls educationally, with an increasing dropout rate.  All-boys’ schools have been 

banned, while all-girls’ schools have been started and girls are flourishing in them – this is a 

typical hypocrisy of modern feminism.   

 

Changes in the content of textbooks have been demanded to give women equal space.  Who 

cares that far fewer women have made far fewer significant contributions in almost every field; 
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they must share the glory equally in order to be “fair,” thus cutting out content about significant 

achievements important to understanding the subject matter.  Our literature texts become heavier 

and more expensive every year as the editors include more and more second-rate women writers 

for the sake of “equality” – never mind the quality of the work. 

 

Feminists in the college academy bemoan the lack of parity in number of women professors in 

fields such as science and engineering, and demand quotas and expensive recruitment programs 

to redress this so-called problem – even though it is a biological fact that more men have the 

spatial and mathematical abilities to succeed in and enjoy these disciplines. 

 

Title IX has devastated men’s sports at the college level because its advocates have mandated a 

quota system that requires the same percentage of slots on sports teams for women as their 

enrollment in the institution.  Since fewer women than men are interested in sports but more 

women than men enroll in college, the quickest way to comply is to cut men’s teams, while still 

having to spend large quantities of money for recruitment, scholarships, and supplies for often 

sparsely-populated women’s teams. 

 

The same kinds of quotas are demanded throughout society.  Any disparity in percentages of 

women in any activity or profession is presumed to be the result of deliberate discrimination, not 

the result of free choices made by women themselves; and costly lawsuits result in even costlier 

policies to redress the “problem.”  
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Why do we accept and implement policies that are expensive and demonstrably destructive to 

our culture?  I’ve already mentioned the threat of lawsuits, but many people are unaware of the 

wrong headedness of such policies because feminists distort the evidence they use to support 

them.   

 

Christina Hoff Sommers, in Who Stole Feminism?, has done a great service by exposing many of 

these distortions and misrepresentations through her own research and reporting the research of 

others.  These are not always deliberate, but even a misunderstood statement can come to be 

represented as truth simply because it fits the feminist agenda.  I can’t take you all the way 

through the process of research that Sommers and others have done, but I’ll give you a few 

examples of their results.   

 

You may have heard some of these so-called facts, even from people you trust: 

150,000 women die of anorexia every year. 

Domestic violence is now responsible for more birth defects than all other causes combined. 

Domestic violence rises by 40% on Super Bowl Sunday. 

2-6 million women are victims of domestic violence every year, including half of all married 

women. 

One in four women is the victim of rape; college campuses are the most dangerous places for this 

crime. 

 

These are examples of supposed “facts” that drive public policy, often at great expense, and 

shape our attitudes toward each other: 
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YET NONE OF THEM IS TRUE. 

 

A little thoughtfulness ought to call most of them into question; the figures don’t stand up to 

common sense.  150,000 women die of anorexia each year?  150,000 is three times the number 

of people killed in car wrecks every year . . . .  The number actually tells us how many women 

suffer from anorexia, not die of it.  It’s a terrible comment on our culture that so many women 

suffer from eating disorders, but it’s not nearly as radical a statistic.  The radical statistic – 

150,000 deaths – leads to a much greater expenditure of money on programs to solve the 

problem than is necessary to be effective – and this is the case in all of these examples.  Also, the 

radical number, when it is exposed, can lead to insensitivity to the very real problem that exists – 

rather like the boy who cried “wolf” one time too many.  Or it can draw attention away from 

other problems that don’t happen to matter to the feminists. 

 

Domestic violence is probably almost never a cause of birth defects; the story behind that is long 

and convoluted, but suffice to say that a sentence in a speech was misunderstood and the 

misunderstanding broadcast as a fact.  It has been explained and debunked over and over again, 

yet even now finds its way into textbooks.  However many times it is denied, it fits the modern 

feminist agenda – men are violent, men are the enemy – and so keeps being repeated. 

 

There is no evidence whatsoever of a rise in violence on Super Bowl Sunday, as discovered by a 

reporter who followed every possible lead to find the existence of any such study, yet much 

public money has been expended to set up hotlines and educate women to be careful and men to 

control themselves on that day.  Modern feminists believe that men are violent, that football is 
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violent – and thus simply accept a rumor of increased violence when the two coincide and 

continually state it as fact. 

 

The actual number of domestic abuse cases in a year is nowhere near 2-6 million:  it is much 

closer to 100,000 – that’s 100,000 violent attacks too many, but it’s also 1,900,000 fewer than 

the most conservative estimate used to drive public policy concerning this problem, including 

costly education programs and crisis centers.  And how often do you hear the actual fact that 

50% of domestic violence is women abusing their husbands or boyfriends or lesbian partners?  

Did you know that more women than men abuse their own children?  But these facts don’t fit the 

feminist agenda, and you won’t find hotlines or crisis centers for abused husbands or very many 

programs to help women stop being abusive.   

 

In actual fact, marriage is the safest choice for a woman who wants to avoid abuse; men who 

abuse are almost always already criminals, and the women they abuse are usually not married to 

them.  How is there such a huge disparity between facts and myth?  One of the most common 

ways to drive numbers like this up is simply by defining the terms very broadly, so that raising 

one’s voice or walking out of the room during an argument are included as “abusive” actions – 

but not to make such distinctions when publicizing the figures, so that the public is left thinking 

that “abuse” means actual physical endangerment and injury. 

 

As for rape, the number of women who have been raped is closer to one in 20 at worst or, more 

likely, even one in 50 – and the least likely place for it to occur is on college campuses.  Of 

course any rapes are too many, but even 1 in 20 is far fewer than the number used to determine 
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how many crisis centers we need and where; in many cities privileged upper-class feminists sit in 

ivory tower crisis centers where the phone rings maybe once a year, while there are no such 

centers in the poorer, more dangerous neighborhoods where crime actually occurs. 

 

These distortions and the policies they lead to reflect attitudes that are destructive across our 

culture, destructive to men and women alike.  They have crept into the Church subtly in the way 

we accept misinformation such as I’ve just exposed without checking it out, wink at divorce, or 

act as though a young woman who wants a family and not a paying career is some kind of 

aberration, and how we participate vicariously in the violence and immorality that pervade our 

culture through our entertainment choices.   

 

And of course the Church has its professed – and not at all subtle – feminists who accept the 

secularist assumptions that men and women are not significantly different and that men are the 

enemy; if a denomination doesn’t have women in the pastorate, the only possible reason can be 

that men are deliberately oppressing them so that they will not be able to use their gifts and live 

fully satisfied lives. And so they build elaborate reinterpretations of Scripture to support their 

views and sow dissension and discontent among the brethren. 

 

Mary Kassian has done an excellent job of exposing the lies and deceptions of these feminists in 

her work and the consequences of their thought and activism on others and themselves.  Many of 

these women have embraced the entire ideology of the secular feminists, including abortion on 

demand and complete independence from male leadership, but they are the more dangerous 
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because they seek to paint these with a Christian veneer and destroy the liberating message of the 

Gospel for both men and women. 

 

Both the secular feminists and those in the church often come from backgrounds where they 

have experienced or observed real harm done to women by unrighteous men; others who have no 

such experience have embraced these stories and the women who tell them.  In many cases, it is 

hard not to agree with women who have been abused that men are the enemy.  It is 

understandable that a woman whose father abused her may be hesitant about calling God 

“Father.”  And yet God has named Himself Father, and lying to call Him Mother is not going to 

heal the pain of past harms.  Secular feminists need salvation; feminists in the Church need to 

learn to trust God, to discover the true design He has created for both men and women, and learn 

to live faithfully within it.  That is the only way to healing.   

 

 (It’s right to condemn the actions of feminists which have led to destructive attitudes and 

policies – but remember a bitter person is won by love, not spite.  If Norma McCorvey can be 

won to Jesus and the cause of unborn babies by the love of a family of believers, so can other 

feminists.) 

 

Modern feminism does not and cannot offer healing to women who have been harmed by men.  

In fact, modern feminists despise men and they despise women who don’t despise men, and care 

not one iota for women suffering real oppression in other countries.  I have yet to hear a modern 

feminist from, say, the National Organization for Women speak out against genital mutilation or 

honor killings or sex slavery.  Instead they focus on themselves and their personal grievances, 
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generating confusion, mistrust, anger, and a constant suspicion which create a toxic environment 

for us all. 

 

 We need to understand:  This is what today’s feminism is.  It is not a desire for simple equality 

before the law.  We have equality before the law here in our country.  Rather, it is a self-centered 

grasping for personal comfort, fulfillment, and prestige, which actually results in 

discontentment, anger, and  bitterness – because there will always be some fallen man who will 

not live up to feminist standards of respect and subservience. 

 

A century ago a woman who advocated abandoning the home for personal fulfillment or making 

abortion legal or divorce easy to pursue would have been viewed with horror by most of the 

women leading the movement for legal equity.  But women like Anthony and Stanton are no 

longer leading the feminist movement, and we have no need to make common cause with today’s 

feminists by insisting upon being called by their name. 

 

Today, in our country, feminism stands first and foremost for sexual license, followed logically 

by abortion on demand.  Early feminists decried the double standard of allowing men to be 

promiscuous while insisting that women stay chaste, and they pressed for men to become chaste. 

 

Today’s feminists have eliminated the double standard by insisting on the right to be 

promiscuous themselves.  In so doing, they have contributed to the hyper-sexualization of our 

culture which has led to the divorce of sexual intimacy from marriage and child-bearing, making 

intimacy a mere animal pleasure, and aiding unrighteous men in their quest for pleasure without 



20 
 

commitment.  Instead of decrying the sexual objectification of women, they promote 

pornography as “free speech” and insist that prostitution and stripping are merely acceptable 

careers a woman should be free to choose.  They insist on the right to abortion to avoid sexual 

responsibility, and then block funding initiatives for medical research into the physical and 

psychological effects of abortion on women, leaving women with guilt and shame alone and 

desperate.  It is not the feminists staffing crisis pregnancy centers. 

 

Their emphasis on self-fulfillment and personal comfort has led to the strange juxtaposition of 

these two facts:  90% of Down’s babies are murdered in the womb; but 40-year-old unmarried 

career women are seeking artificial insemination because they desperately want a baby and 

believe they have a “right” to one – no need for a father!  And alongside these is the insistence 

that there is no significant difference between men and women, and thus an increase in women in 

the military being placed in combat roles and more women seeking law enforcement careers as 

officers and agents – and a concomitant rise in deaths and injuries because they rarely have the 

same physical strength as men.  You might recall not long ago a judge and others being 

murdered in an Atlanta courtroom after a male prisoner overwhelmed his female guard and stole 

her gun.  And women don’t belong on the battlefield, as Kathleen Parker has said, for the 

obvious reason that they don’t have an equal chance of survival as men. 

 

Injustice has been done prominent women in recent years in our country, but the feminists have 

either been silent or joined the chorus.  When Sarah Palin dazzled the political scene, instead of 

celebrating a woman who “had it all,” feminists questioned her ability to lead because she had 

five children (so does Nancy Pelosi, by the way), and derided her for carrying her Down’s 



21 
 

syndrome baby to term.  And when Condoleeza Rice was being demeaned by both racist and 

misogynistic remarks, the feminists were apparently too busy complaining about the Augusta 

golf course’s men-only policy to take note.  Why?  Because today’s feminists stand not for 

justice but for a self-centered, destructive independence from all constraint, and they cannot 

tolerate the conservative woman who embraces a culture of life. 

 

George W. Bush stood solidly for the rights of the unborn, but the only actual legal action he 

took was to sign the ban against partial-birth abortion.  When his wife Laura travelled to the 

Middle East, speaking up for the freedom of Arab women, a leading feminist said this:  “It’s time 

to ask why she is promoting freedom for women in the Middle East when the rights of American 

women are being systematically eroded by her husband’s initiatives.” 

 

I ask you, which is more important, which is more freedom-affirming:  the right to have my child 

murdered as he kicks and squirms half-way out of the birth canal, or freedom from the fear of 

being murdered myself because I speak to a man who is not my relative? 

 

Muslim women today, even many who live in Western countries, are subjected to genital 

mutilation, stonings or beheadings for the crime of being gang-raped by their own family 

members, beatings for appearing outside their homes without a male relative or allowing a wrist 

or ankle to show outside the burka – honor killings have occurred in Canada and the U.S. this 

year;     
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little girls are kidnapped and raped and/or murdered on their way to school because education 

should only be for men – in one instance a whole classroom of little girls were burned alive in a 

school because no man would risk the defilement of touching them to rescue them;    

and all around the world – including in the U.S., little girls and young women are being sold into 

slavery for prostitution . . .   

 

Yet our Western, privileged feminists can find nothing to offer these women but advocacy for 

birth control and abortion rights, while whining about the number of women playing sports in 

college.  

 

God tells us to do justice, to love mercy, and to walk humbly with Him.  We don’t need the name 

“feminist” to see how to live this out for our truly oppressed sisters around the world.  We can 

make common cause with Feminists for Life, say, in our opposition to abortion, but we don’t 

need to try to impress them with our own “feminist” credentials – we should stand firmly on the 

Scriptures that tell us that men and women are created in the image of God, and because of that 

we will fight for the dignity and safety of women – and men – everywhere that His image is 

being defiled and degraded.   

 

God bless you as you live out His image in a chaotic and God-denying culture.  May you be salt 

and light and glorify Him in all that you do and say.  


