
I. Advanced Organizer.

A. August 18, 1920 was an important day in U.S. History. Who knows why?  

1. It was the day that the 19th Amendment was adopted, securing women the right to 
vote. This was a hard fought victory for the suffragettes, after years of advocacy and 
organizing, which required not only the commitment and sacrifice of women, but the 
partnership of men.


2. Elizabeth Cady Stanton and other women first testified before the Senate in support of 
what was commonly known as the “Anthony Amendment”, after activist Susan B. 
Anthony, not in 1920, but 42 years earlier in 1878. The initial bill sat in committee for 
nearly a decade until it was finally brought forward for a vote. The senate rejected the 
amendment when it was first proposed in a 16 to 34 vote in 1887. 


3. Following this major setback came 3 decades of arduous organizing and making the 
case for women’s suffrage. The leaders of the movement took a state by state strategy, 
focusing on getting women the vote in individual states before trying again for a 
constitutional amendment. In 1910 and 1911 serious headway was made as Washington 
State and California adopted women’ suffrage, with many other western states following 
suit. And while the progress was encouraging, when the amendment came up for a vote 
again before the Senate in 1914, again it was rejected. 


4. By 1918, the leaders of the movement had secured the support of the President of 
the Unites States, Woodrow Wilson, who urged the Senate to adopt the measure. But 
in spite of that important boost, the bill failed by 2 votes. In February of the next year it 
was put forward again and failed by one. There was desire to get this done before the 
1920 presidential election and so once again the bill was put forward in June 1919, and 
after considerable discussion, it was finally passed by the Senate. But Constitutional 
Amendments must also be ratified by all the states. This process took over a year, with 
Southern Democrats being the most challenging holdouts. When the final state to sign on, 
Tennessee, ratified the amendment, August 18, 1920, women in the United States had 
finally secured the right to vote, nearly 150 years after the nation’s founding, 55 years 
after the 13th amendment was passed to free black slaves, and 50 years after the 
15th amendment was passed guaranteeing the vote to male citizens of all races and 
ethnicities. It was a long, hard fought victory for equality for women, one that was 
remembered and celebrated much this past year as many women and men hoped to not 
only vote but elect the first female president of the United States.


B. So here’s a question for you. It’s been almost a hundred years since the 19th amendment 
was finally adopted. Today, if men - as a group - wanted to take away women’s right to 
vote, could they? What do you think? 
1. Perhaps it would be good to reflect on how far women have come in entering the seats of 

power to make that decision. Despite the fact that in 2015 the numerical majority of 
voters were women, women represent less than 20% of the House and Senate, 33% 
of the Supreme Court, and have never held the highest office in the land. 

C. As social scientist, Robin DiAngelo, points out, despite our discomfort with this reality, we 
have to recognize that if men as a group wanted to, they could indeed took away 
women’s right to vote, or block women for running for office. Because despite our gains, 
men as a group, still hold the vast majority of the power. This is the definition of oppression. 

1. Oppression goes beyond prejudice and individual interactions. Oppression involves 

pervasive, historical, political relationships between social groups. It includes 
prejudice plus power. Men and women may have held historic prejudices against one 
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another, but in societies that place men in power, known as Patriarchies, only men have 
had the group power to oppress women. In the forty plus year fight for women to gain 
the vote, the vote could only be gained by gaining the support of men. Men were the only 
ones with the power to grant that right, and statistically, men still a hundred years later 
have the power to take it away.


2. I’m not saying this as a call to fear; I live in hope that a majority of men in power are not 
interested in taking away women’s right to vote; but this thought exercise brings up a 
reality that feels all too real right now. The oppression of patriarchy is still very potent.


3. Patriarchy is a mode of oppression many of us have identified and reject. But are we 
aware of what lies behind patriarchy? Can we really be rid of patriarchy if we don’t 
know what feeds it? 

II. This is the second teaching in a new series called “Smashing Idols”, where we’re looking at 
the ancient practice of idolatry, and considering if our capacity to make convincing idols has just 
evolved. Maybe looks more like the frames and lenses through which we view the world; a way of 
concentrating power for ourselves rather than connecting with and trusting God.

A. Today I want to focus on a way of viewing the world that has had powerful influence 

throughout history and certainly enabled the rise of patriarchal social structures. This view is 
known as Androcentrism.

1. What’s androcentrism? 

a) According to Wikipedia - Androcentrism is the practice, conscious or otherwise, of 
placing a masculine point of view at the center of one's world view, culture, and 
history, thereby culturally marginalizing femininity. 
(1) translation; androcentrism is the idea that what is culturally considered 

masculine is normal and good, and what is culturally considered feminine is 
other or less than.


(2) Androcentrism was the worldview that permeated the United States and made it so 
difficult for women to secure the vote. Androcentrism meant that doctors used male 
bodies as their reference points. It meant that academics in our nation’s leading 
universities researched questions and interpreted findings that reinforced the idea 
that men were innately more capable of leadership. Psychiatrists based definitions 
of mental health on the men they worked with. Historians exclusively told the stories 
of thoughts, interests and actions of men. 


(3) And the effects of such pervasive longstanding androcentrism, means that the 
centering of male-ness is still with us. 

(a) I think of the recent tension that was sparked at Google over an internal 

manifesto written by coder James Demore, who was directly speaking 
against policies that Google has put in place to support women and people of 
color finding success as engineers. Demore suggested that perhaps the reason 
we don’t have more women in engineering isn’t social, it’s biological. 
Women as a sex are generally less likely to be drawn to and thrive in careers like 
engineering, so rather than change the culture of the company to make it more 
supportive and friendly to women, Google should accept a vast majority male 
culture as normal and good for that industry. Google fired Demore for his 
manifeto, but before he did so it was clear that many, many of his fellow 
Googlers (vast majority of whom are white males) agreed with him. And since 
his firing, he has become a hero of the alt-right who organize around the 
concept of white male victimization.  
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(b) And of course it goes beyond Google. The recognition in film that the majority 
of our leading protagonists are male, is a result of androcentrism. And many 
women who are succeeding in classically male dominated spaces recognize 
their success is still within the frameworks of androcentrism. As they adopt to 
more classically masculine ways of interacting or presenting themselves, 
and minimizing overly “feminine” characteristics, they have more success 
career wise. 

(4) This James Franco meme illustrates it well. (slide) - shows the insidious way 
Androcentrism works and perhaps why trans women especially are so vulnerable 
and subject to violence.


2. I don’t think we can deny the power of androcentrism in our culture. The question I’m 
interested in as people of faith, is how has androcentrism affected our experience of 
faith? Has androcentrism created an idol that keeps us from seeing the true God clearly, 
and worshiping an image of God that is not authentic, instead.

a) I believe it has created a powerful idol, and we need look no further to understand 

that, then to examine the way that most of us have been socialized to think of the 
gender of God. 

B. If you are like me, in church you’ve long been told that God is beyond gender. 

1. God is neither male nor female. God is both/and. God is above and beyond. Male and 

Female are both made in the image of God, as we see in Genesis 1:27.

a) “So God created mankind in his own image, 

    in the image of God he created them; 
    male and female he created them.” 

2. But while that has long been affirmed, in the same breath it’s negated in all of the 
language we use about God. Masculine persons are the images used to describe God: 
God the Father. God the Son. God as Lord. God as King. God as Shepherd. God as 
husband. Again and again God may be beyond gender, but somehow god is a He. 


3. Theologian Elizabeth Johnson believes this itself is a form of idolatry. A God that has 
consistently been affirmed throughout Jewish and Christian thought as being beyond 
imagining, beyond any human conception, is then consistently represented simplistically 
and reduced to maleness. She says it this way:

a) “Normative conceptualization of God in analogy with male reality alone is the equivalent 

of the graven image, a finite representation being taken for and worshiped as the whole. 
What is violated is both the creature’s limitation and the unknowable transcendence of 
the true God.”


4. Let me translate: when we cast God as a man, we forget how limited men are to 
represent God, and we forget how big and different, and mysterious our God is. 
Instead, we worship an idol and we call it God.


C. Let’s start by considering the second of those points: to cast God as a man means we 
forget how mysterious God is. 
1. Throughout our tradition and our texts there has been an emphasis on the holiness 

of God. What does that mean? It means “otherness”, “uniqueness”. The Divine is 
something totally different then we can imagine. All of our metaphors of God will always 
fall short because they are only metaphors, they cannot ever name God. As the early 
Christian thinker Augustine pointed out: “it is easier to say what God is not than what 
God is: if we have understood, then what we have understood is not God.” 
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2. This is why God did not want God’s followers to try to create images and worship them. I 
believe God’s call to not create idols was a call to not only to turn their attention 
elsewhere, but also not to try to reduce God to something they could master.


3. Instead God called God’s followers to simply worship this God as Yahweh, meaning “I 
Am”. Worship this deity not as male or female, but simply the God that exists. Beyond 
everything else that has been created in time, this Divine Force we call God simply is.


D. But God as a Force that’s Unimaginable and not ever truly Knowable is hard to connect 
with. And so we have the reality that this God uses limited signs and symbols, human 
languages and culturally bound metaphors to try to communicate with us; to connect with us.

1. Speaking to a culture steeped in androcentrism and patriarchy, many of these signs 

and metaphors that we have recorded were masculine. Is that a surprise? An 
androcentric group of primarily men trying to connect with an unknowable deity, come to 
understand that God through the lenses that they see the world through and write it down 
and we call it our Bible. And then androcentric men interpret those texts for us for 
centuries, as priests, bishops and pastors. God as a loving parent is understood as God 
as a loving Father. God as a family member who is with us and for us is a brother. God as 
one to be worshipped for God’s ultimate capacity to hold all of creation in God’s 
metaphorical hands is worshiped as King. These representations are not surprising, 
and they’re not even wrong as metaphors. They're simply incomplete. 

2. Yet the idol of androcentrism makes it hard for us to say this out loud. Those of us who 
are steeped in Christian tradition may feel weird not using male pronouns of God. I’m 
speaking for myself. I recognize that I have normalized the maleness of God. I have 
normalized acknowledging that God is beyond gender but imagining God as a 
heterosexual male kind of genderless God. I have normalized that through the songs 
I’ve sung, the Scriptures I’ve read, the prayers I’ve been taught to pray, the sermons I've 
heard, and the sermons I’ve preached.


3. I’ve normalized it as I’ve been rewarded for using male language of God and been 
warned off from challenging that. I remember being asked to give a teaching in a church 
setting not long after I had become a mom. And fresh off the experience of childbirth, I 
was filled with wonder and a passion to talk about what I had learned of God through 
birth. Birth was an extremely spiritual experience for me. Laboring and delivering without 
pain medication, I came to the end of myself, but I also felt a profound unity with the 
Divine in the midst of it. Delivering my son, I had the profound experience of bring forth life 
through great pain. I understood a love that costs something. I understood the power of 
the cross in a way I never had.

a) And yet as I prepared my teaching, I was warned not to speak too directly any 

comparisons between myself as a birthing mother and God. Meditating on the 
motherness of God was threatening to the Father-ness of God, and so it had to be 
discouraged. But how many times have I heard male pastors compare their 
experiences of fatherhood with the fatherhood of God? Never has anyone called that 
inappropriate.


4. So while I stand here, a female pastor who is now naming that I believe the 
exclusively male conception of God is actually an idol, steeped in androcentrism, and 
one that has been used to bolster systems of patriarchy for thousands of years, I 
also stand here recognizing that I’m not even sure what the full answer is for how to 
move forward. What are we to do with a Bible that employs so many male metaphors of 
God? Do we cease to use those metaphors? What pronouns are appropriate? What does 
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it mean that Jesus, who we call the revelation of God came not just as any human being, 
but as a particular human being that was male? I don't think there’s an easy answer to 
these questions, and I think it’s a conversation that we’re opening up and it will continue to 
evolve.


E. But I do have one clear answer that we can begin with, and it has to do with the first problem 
Elizabeth Johnson identified - that men are limited in their capacity to represent God. I 
believe we get closer to seeing God when we are willing to represent God with both 
male and female imagery, recognizing that both are simply metaphor and not actually 
naming who God is. (repeat this) The best part is: We don’t have to make this stuff up. God 
does it God’s self.

1. While yes, the texts that make up our Bible were composed in cultures that were certainly 

androcentric, just the same, surprising imagery of God as female is still there. It’s there 
throughout our texts, both the Hebrew Bible and the New Testament.


2. In Isaiah 42, God stunningly does of God’s self the thing I was told not to do. God is 
portrayed as a laboring woman. But how many of us have heard this passage boldly 
preached from he pulpit? Isaiah proclaims the word of God saying this:

a) ““For a long time I have kept silent, 

    I have been quiet and held myself back. 
But now, like a woman in childbirth, 
    I cry out, I gasp and pant. 
15 I will lay waste the mountains and hills 
    and dry up all their vegetation; 
I will turn rivers into islands 
   and dry up the pools. 
16 I will lead the blind by ways they have not known, 
   along unfamiliar paths I will guide them; 
I will turn the darkness into light before them 
    and make the rough places smooth. 
These are the things I will do; 
    I will not forsake them. 
17 But those who trust in idols, 
   who say to images, ‘You are our gods,’ 
   will be turned back in utter shame.” (Isaiah 42:14-17) 
(1) Here Isaiah shows us that God is a laboring mother who will not be silenced and 

cannot be stopped as she makes a way for her children to come into life. But 
strikingly, those who will not worship her as she is, those who insist on 
worshiping a mere image and not God in God’s fulness cannot enter that life 
she is offering.


3. This passage is not alone. Elsewhere God is portrayed in scripture as a nursing mother. 
God is portrayed as a hen gathering her chicks. Jesus himself at one time uses a pair of 
metaphors in parables to speak of how God feels when the lost are found: one is a male 
metaphor, a shepherd finding a lost sheep. The other is a female one, a woman 
celebrating because she has found a lost coin. In another parable, Jesus speaks of 
God’s kingdom spreading being like the yeast in dough that a woman is kneading. God in 
the metaphor is that woman, working the dough and allowing the kingdom to 
spread. And this isn't even touching on the feminine conceptions of Spirit and Wisdom 
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that we have throughout the bible. There is a rich history there of seeing Wisdom 
personified as female, the word is Sophia in greek, and for some that female 
personification has been seen to be the 2nd person of the trinity, the person who would 
come in the flesh as a man named Jesus. From this view, Jesus holds within his male 
body the feminine wisdom known as Sophia. Jesus, while being historically male, is not 
defined by his male-ness and brings the conceptions of male and female together. 
Likewise many words used in the bible for the Holy Spirit are feminine, again speaking 
against an exclusively male view of God.


4. As I've been researching this more this week, one of my favorite discoveries along 
these lines was one I’d never even come across in six years of seminary. Throughout 
the Hebrew Bible, the people of God would speak of God’s compassionate care for Israel. 
The word often used for compassion or mercy in the Hebrew Bible is rachum. (Ra-
coom). What most of us who don’t speak Hebrew miss, is that this world also refers to the 
mother’s womb. The affection, the mercy, the compassion that God has for God’s people 
is being compared to how a mother regards the child in her womb. According to the 
Hebrew Bible, God holds us in a womb of affection and considers us with that level of 
intimacy and connection to herself. 


5. This is the exact term being used when David, the great King of Israel, a male example 
to a patriarchal culture if there ever was one, and a hero of the faith for his heart 
connection with God, prays in Psalm 51. After David’s great sin with Bathsheba, a time 
when he abused his power, mistreating a woman by taking her as property when she was 
not his to take, the essence of patriarchy, David repents and calls upon the womb of God 
for mercy. 

a) Psalm 51:1-2 

"Have mercy on me, O God, 
     according to your unfailing love; 

according to your great compassion (your womb-love) 
     blot out my transgressions. 

Wash away all my iniquity 
     and cleanse me from my sin.”  
David appeals to God as Mother, and receives his Mother’s mercy. 

6. I believe this is one of the ways we begin to counter the idol of androcentrism. We 
don’t need to do away with all masculine metaphors for God, but we do need to 
celebrate both kinds of metaphors and proclaim them boldly. We hold up that yes, 
God can be represented as a man, but also as a woman. We need to recognize both, to 
hold in tension that all of these images are only images, they are only signs and 
symbols, they are not God’s essence.


F. The truth is Androcentrism doesn’t just harm women, who are made to believe that they 
are not full image bearers of God. It harms men as well. Toxic masculinity is the way this 
idol produces in men a false sense of what it means to be a man, elevating certain 
characteristics over others and calling them good, while others are to be suppressed and 
called bad. I believe the shattering of the idol of androcentrism and the dismantling of 
sexism are necessary for men, women, genderqueer, cisgender and transgender folks 
all to find flourishing and recognize in themselves the beauty of God’s creation and the 
womb-like love of their creator.
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1. All of us are created in the image of God. Black and white. Latina and Asian. Queer and 
Straight. Male and Female. May we continue to be a part of the revealing of God’s 
presence in our midst, and may we turn from the false idols to cast God in our own image, 
but journey together to see God more fully for who God is. Amen.


Questions for Reflection and Conversation:

1. Do you see the effects of androcentrism in your life? How has it impacted the way you think 

about others? How has androcentrism impacted the way you think about yourself?
2. Have you found traditional male imagery of God to be helpful or challenging? Why might that 

be?
3. How do you feel about female imagery used of God? Is it helpful or challenging for you? Why 

might that be?
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