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Quotes from me that contradict how I've 
been presented

💡 Some of this content was written or co-written by Michael Foster; I affirm it all, and none of it was 
posted without me first editing it.

I condemn a hyper-patriarchalist's "wicked incompetent exegesis" on women not being made in God's image

When the passage switches to the plural form, the referent remains the 
same: adam. Both male and female are explicitly called adam here—“man”—
and are said to be in the likeness of God. This is why many translations 
render adam as “humankind.” Sometimes the “gender-neutered” translations aren’t 
actually a liberal conspiracy. Sometimes it’s conservative Bible-believing scholars 
rendering gender-neutral terms in Hebrew as equivalently gender-neutral terms in 
English in an effort to keep bad readers like Sharkly from drawing bad conclusions 
that are just a mirror image of feminism. 
 
God made men and women to image his dominion in the world. It seems that both 
feminists and extreme patriarchalists tend to think of dominion in terms of “high-
profile use cases” like rulership over society—and since the Bible denies this to 
women, they therefore see it as treating women like beasts of burden with no place 
for dominion. 
 
But Eve is pointedly not a beast of burden (Gen 2:20), and rule is pointedly not 
confined to authority over others. In the first chapter of Genesis, God carefully 
shows us what exercising dominion looks like: 
 
Exercising dominion is ordering the world rightly. 
 
Rule is about establishing right order. This is certainly imposed through an 
authority hierarchy (e.g. 1 Cor 11:3), which is why Paul can emphasize man as the 
image of God, with woman as the glory of man (1 Cor 11:7). But mere authority does 
not exhaust dominion, and fulfilling the creation mandate is something that the 
man is explicitly not fitted to do alone (Gen 2:18). He needs a “helper opposite to 
him,” as the Hebrew puts it. This carries the connotation both of facing him as a 
reflection, but also of inversely corresponding to him; “helper” is ezer, meaning one 
who does for another what he cannot. Separately they are complete in themselves, 
and in their intended manner of imaging God; but that intended manner is 
incomplete with respect to completely ordering the world as God desires. Adam can 
subdue, but not fill; Eve can fill, but struggles to subdue. Together, they supply what 

https://bible.faithlife.com/bible/leb/Gen%202.20
https://bible.faithlife.com/bible/leb/1%20Cor%2011.3
https://bible.faithlife.com/bible/leb/1%20Cor%2011.7
https://bible.faithlife.com/bible/leb/Gen%202.18
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the other lacks, and perfect the other’s natural virtues, duties, and abilities, to bring 
right order to every sphere of life.

Are women made in the image of God? ⋆ Bnonn Tennant (the B is silent)

Both Genesis 1:26-28 and 5:1-2 are plain in ascribing the image of God to mankind in the 
plural: male and female. Men alone cannot order the world in a way that fully represents 
God, and women alone cannot either. Only together can they completely carry his rule 

https://bnonn.com/are-women-made-in-the-image-of-god/

I call red pill (anti-feminism) another religion, and condemn men who think Eve was just made for sex

But the focus on sex remains present in much Christian red pill discussion; the 
choice of topics, and the approach taken to these, is not systematically derived from 
Scripture, but rather reflects the psychological priorities of red pill Christians: 
having as much (married) sex as possible. 
 
The reason this is a problem is that it ignores the broader mission and theology of 
the household. Indeed, we’ve seen red pill Christians argue that the only notable 
reason that Eve was created was for Adam to have sex with. Because of this skew, 
Christian red pill is inherently unstable and unbalanced; it is aiming at the wrong 
thing. While sex is, by design, a key motivator for men to marry, it is not the end of 
marriage; marriage does not serve the goal of having sex, but rather sex serves the 
goal of marriage more generally, while marriage itself serves the goal of the creation 
mandate and the Great Commission.

Red pill as another religion - It's Good to be a Man

There are folks out there calling themselves red pill Christians. We believe this is no 
better than the many people who consider themselves feminist Christians, or social 
justice Christians, or gay-affirming Christians, or whatever other idol of wokeness they 

https://itsgoodtobeaman.com/red-pill-as-another-religion/

I explain and celebrate how women uniquely image the glory of the Holy Spirit

https://itsgoodtobeaman.buzzsprout.com/266333/1016530-the-doxological-purpose-of-sex-part-2-
fixed-no-really

I argue that it is good and necessary that wives have real sway over their husbands

Men being invested in their wives’ views is a necessary feature of male psychology. 
It’s not wrong for your wife to have some sway over you; and the impulse to think 
otherwise is from the world…

Without a man being invested in his wife like this, he would be functionally alone. 
Her role would be reduced effectively to that of a beast of burden. (This is an error 
you see in the patriarchy movement.) But the whole point of the creation of Eve is 

https://bnonn.com/are-women-made-in-the-image-of-god/
https://www.notion.so/who-does-the-dishes
https://itsgoodtobeaman.com/red-pill-as-another-religion/
https://itsgoodtobeaman.buzzsprout.com/266333/1016530-the-doxological-purpose-of-sex-part-2-fixed-no-really
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that it was not good for the man to be alone, and a beast of burden was insufficient 
to fill that gap (Gen 2:18–20). 
 
So there is a delicate power balance in a marriage, where the man must be invested 
in his wife’s opinion, and his wife must be in submission to his. Sin makes it easy for 
this balance to swing off kilter—whether too far toward the man’s autonomy that he 
stops caring about his wife, becoming a tyrant; or too far toward his concern for her 
desires that he stops caring about his own command, becoming a “cuck.” In the 
modern world, where we’re all stewing in the pot of feminism, this latter is the more 
significant danger; as the anti-feminist reaction becomes more mainstream, and the 
frogs start to realize they’re boiling, the impulse will be for the few men who do 
marry to swing in the opposite direction. But both of these are from the flesh; they 
are not the biblical balance of power, but rather a result of the curse (Gen 3:16). 
 
Our hope is to help you (and ourselves) keep it between the ditches and navigate 
that middle path. Careful steering input is required.

Why do men care what women think? - It's Good to be a Man

Because marriage can only work if a man is invested in his wife, men have a tendency to 
make women their source for approval. This is a bug that arises from a good feature. The 
solution is not to despise women's influence, nor our call to rule; it is to balance both by 

https://itsgoodtobeaman.com/why-do-men-care-what-women-think/

I lament how women's roles have been diminished in society, and suggest Scripture's solution

In a modern household, the members all consume—often each other—starting with 
the marriage itself which arises from nothing but romantic feelings. Modern 
households seldom survive a generation because everything they need is actually 
outside the house: food comes from the supermarket, money comes from the 
workplace, entertainment comes from the internet…as does social “fulfillment.” 
 
Because of this, the modern house is a place many women would not want to stay all 
day. Children themselves are a liability rather than an asset—they cost a great deal, 
but contribute nothing to the house except the ephemeral benefit of emotional 
fulfillment. Lest you think we are mocking the emotionally fulfilling nature of 
children, understand this: emotional fulfillment itself only happens when you’re 
doing something together that matters. The thing God designed mothers, fathers, 
and children to find emotionally fulfilling is building a house. But modern mothers 
don’t build houses. Their emotional fulfillment has to come from “quality time,” 
which basically means time doing something fun together—because all the other 
time is taken up, either by someone else doing the work of mothering and fathering 
for them, or they themselves doing the work of building a house for someone else. 
(And then it’s not even a real house—it’s a corporation.) 

https://bible.faithlife.com/bible/nasb95/Gen%202.18%E2%80%9320
https://bible.faithlife.com/bible/nasb95/Gen%203.16
https://itsgoodtobeaman.com/why-do-men-care-what-women-think/
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Since a great deal of the work that matters now happens outside the home, it is not 
surprising that a woman feels trapped inside the home. She feels like a servant left 
behind to look after her husband’s lodgings while he does the productive work they 
were both made for. She feels like a nanny left behind to entertain her husband’s 
children, while he gets to feel useful and recognized by others. 
 
Her work feels menial and inessential because it is. Since it isn’t fulfilling the 
purpose she was made for, in a significant sense it doesn’t matter. The picture of the 
1950s housewife bored to death and swimming in meaninglessness may be 
exaggerated, but it is not altogether false. The household has gone from being a 
strong, weighty thing to a weak, wispy one. Hence, it has become a place from 
which to escape for more glorious things. A place that smothers identity, rather 
than creating it. A source of death by consumption rather than life by production. 
Life is happening out there with the men. Who wants to be cooped up at home? 
 
This doesn’t mean that feminism is right. The feminist mindset has existed since 
long before the industrial revolution in the form of foolish, brassy women who will 
not stay at home, who tear down their houses with their own hands. But it does 
mean that in this case, feminists can have a point. 
 
So…who does the dishes? 
 
If it isn’t obvious by now, our answer is: you’re asking the wrong question. This 
should be every pastor’s answer too. Stop asking questions that presuppose an 
emaciated, unbiblical household, and start asking how to build a healthy, God-
glorifying one. What is the use of complaining about the dishes, or demanding that 
men step up to do their fair share, when the house itself is broken down and 
crumbling? Stop trying to ameliorate the feminists’ point by making out like it’s not 
so bad provided the man just does more. Instead, concede that there is a real 
problem, and recognize that trying to fix it by properly dividing the housework is 
like trying to keep Titanic afloat by speeding up and correcting course after being 
slowed down by that iceberg. 
 
If you are a pastor, we implore you to stop pouring concrete into the unbiblical 
sentimental household model by teaching men to step up. No man should be above 
doing housework, but demanding he do it is just preserving a century of 
heteropraxy. You should rather be preaching the glorious doctrine of the natural 
household itself; the existential beth in which men, women, and children all find 
shalom: satisfaction and meaning, life and purpose, inclusion and ownership, as 
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they work together for the glory of God. That is the only thing that can resolve the 
feelings of alienation that drive the contention around housework in the first place.

https://itsgoodtobeaman.com/but-who-does-the-dishes/

I explicitly say that a man will answer to God for his duty of cherishing his wife

We’ll delve into the question of federal responsibility another time; for now, let us 
summarize by saying that both a husband and his wife are answerable to God; a 
husband for the duty of cherishing and ruling his wife; and the wife for the duty of 
fearing and submitting to her husband (Eph 5:33; 1 Tim 3:12; 1 Pet 3:6).

A primer on how to lead your wife, part 2: leading requires following - It's Good to be a Man

We get asked how to lead a wife more than anything else. We break it down like this: you lead your wife 
by following Jesus, requiring her to follow in your tracks, and calling her to do so. This may seem 
simplistic, but it is a sure foundation.

https://itsgoodtobeaman.com/primer-on-how-to-lead-your-wife-2/

I hold men responsible for their own holiness as a prerequisite to properly leading their wives

You cannot be a Pharisee if you wish to lead your wife. You cannot try to clean the 
outside, while neglecting the filth inside (Luke 11:39–41). You must attend first to 
your own discipleship, humbling yourself before God. Then, as Paul says, “if anyone 
is caught in any trespass, you who are spiritual, restore such a one in a spirit of 
gentleness; each one looking to yourself, so that you too will not be tempted” (Gal 
6:1; cf. Jude 23).

A primer on how to lead your wife, part 3: leading means calling - It's Good to be a Man

We get asked how to lead a wife more than anything else. We break it down like this: you lead your 
wife by following Jesus, requiring her to follow in your tracks, and calling her to do so. This may 
seem simplistic, but it is a sure foundation.

https://itsgoodtobeaman.com/primer-on-how-to-lead-your-wife-3/

I explicitly reject hyper-patriarchalism as an aberrant and incomplete form of masculinity

These men embrace their authority in the same way complementarians reject it; 
they treat it as arbitrary. They therefore fail to grasp the responsibility attached to 
it. Consequently, they may or may not develop masculine ability (often they prefer 
play-acting), and they almost never attain to masculine virtue.

5 types of incomplete masculinity - It's Good to be a Man

According to Scripture, mature manhood has three major components. As an equation, it 
could be stated as follows: Mature Manhood = Authority + Ability + Virtue Authority: he 
embraces his God-given masculine leadership (e.g. 1 Tim 2:11-15; Isa 3:12; 1 Cor 11:3-15). 

https://itsgoodtobeaman.com/5-types-of-incomplete-masculinity/

https://itsgoodtobeaman.com/but-who-does-the-dishes/
https://itsgoodtobeaman.com/primer-on-how-to-lead-your-wife-2/
https://itsgoodtobeaman.com/primer-on-how-to-lead-your-wife-3/
https://itsgoodtobeaman.com/5-types-of-incomplete-masculinity/
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See also

The Reformed pedigree of my views 

Proof that Ryan's presentation of people can't be trusted 

What people actually say about It's Good To Be A Man

https://www.notion.so/The-Reformed-pedigree-of-my-views-806ad83ad5124bee8de50ea496db3e05
https://www.notion.so/Proof-that-Ryan-s-presentation-of-people-can-t-be-trusted-8a01aadde1a049de9f3ff23179e9dc85
https://www.notion.so/What-people-actually-say-about-It-s-Good-To-Be-A-Man-bb82f630c84442f7affa1701ad832ef4

