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Defining Transsexualism
The “ism” of transsexualism is offensive to those who claim to be transgender, that is, those who
have tried to change or move away from their original biological sex. It does not approve of a person
defining his own gender. “Transsexual” is “a medical term applied to individuals who seek hormonal
(and often, but not always) surgical treatment to modify their bodies so they may live full time
as members of the sex category opposite to their birth-assigned sex.”1 “Transgender” is simply a
self-identification, what a person says about himself, while a transsexual modifies his body to appear
more like the opposite sex. This process is called “transitioning.” It is rarely used in the past tense
(e.g., “a man has transitioned to female”), since a male cannot actually become female, and vice
versa, so it is always an on-going process.2
To be transgender—to say one has the wrong body and biological sex—is now regarded as
medically and socially acceptable. It requires a distinctly philosophical view of the body and matter
in general, one in opposition to Christianity. The man formerly known as Bruce Jenner is the best
known example. He claimed that he has the “soul of a female.”3 Obviously, his body has displayed
normal masculine traits, from conceiving children with a woman, to winning an Olympic gold medal
in the Decathlon against men. He now claims that his body is wrong for him. Inside him, he says, he
is a female. Mr. Eilers (previously Greg and now Gina), a former LCMS minister who is living as a
transsexual woman, says the same: “Greg [the male body] hates Gina [the female brain]. Gina hates
Greg.” He says of the LCMS: “My own church body wants me to live with this offending body.”4
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The physical body is pinpointed as the problem, so that it is described in negative terms as a prison
or shell. “The notion that trans individuals are ‘trapped in the wrong body,’ has been the dominant
paradigm since the 1950s.”5 A surgical solution is now offered to those with perfectly normal bodies
to change them to be more like their desired sex.
A person’s feelings and self-chosen label take priority over his own body and biological gender.
Despite excruciating surgeries, high heels, and copious makeup, the result looks like one would
expect: a man playing dress-up in women’s clothing. The private differences can be erased, but
doctors can only change so much. They can only make “counterfeits or impersonators of the sex with
which they ‘identify’.”6 It is impossible for a man to become a woman or a woman to become a man.
The Lord alone creates and assigns to each his sex, as He wills, without our input. Luther teaches us
that “each one of us must have the kind of body God created for us. I cannot make myself a woman,
nor can you make yourself a man; we do not have that power.”7
Most of those claiming to have a gender not consistent with their body are men, in about a 3:1
ratio. It must be stated that, while this transgender category is similar to the public “coming out”
of homosexuals, it does not necessarily include any sexual activities or unnatural sexual proclivities.
It is a personal, individual, internal feeling—an act of the will. We have come full circle in the
emancipation movement, where a middle-aged white man can be a celebrated civil rights hero, simply
because he says he is a woman. But as ludicrous as transgenderism is, it is simply the crest of a
true “cultural tsunami,” one that has already wreaked gender-confused havoc on bodies, families,
churches, and all liberal, developed societies.8 This attack on God’s creation involves all modern
people, since every sinner is trans (blurring the divine male/female distinction) to some degree.

Gender Identity
Before 1980 trans identifying people were correctly diagnosed as mentally ill. But now transsexualism
threatens to erase the last vestiges of the male/female distinction. The root error is a language
trick: sex and gender are linguistically pulled apart. “In 1972 the sexologists John Money and Anke
Ehrhardt popularized the idea that sex and gender are separate categories. Sex, they argued, refers
to physical attributes and is anatomically and physiologically determined. Gender they saw as a
psychological transformation of the self—the internal conviction that one is either male or female...”9
Gender is now purely theoretical, with no basis in this material world. That makes it impossible
to question anyone’s gender and outright offensive to not accept the gendered name and sex they
portray, even if everything about their bodies contradicts what they say.
Language is power to the transgenderist. One gender announcement wipes out all biology and
5

Meredith Cecilia Lee, “The Paradox of Authenticity: The Depoliticization of Trans Identity,” unpublished thesis
(Ohio State University: https://etd.ohiolink.edu/rws etd/document/get/osu1339452660/inline, 2012), 3.
6
Dr. Paul McHugh, quoted in: Katherine Kersten, “Transgender Conformity,” First Things (Dec. 2016; https:
//www.firstthings.com/article/2016/12/transgender-conformity).
7
The Estate of Marriage (1522), LW 45:17.
8
K. Kersten, “Transgender Conformity.”
9
Anne Fausto-Sterling, Sexing the Body: Gender Politics and the Construction of the Sexuality (New York: Basic
Books, 2000), 3.

2

previous references to the birth sex. It also dictates to all society what gendered pronouns are used in
conversation about them. This is true even before surgery, though medical intervention is frequently
sought.
One’s mental gender is given medical validity by the term “gender dysphoria.” Dysphoria is
simply confusion.10 Those diagnosed with this condition feel their physical gender, public role, and
appearance do not match their internal sense of gender. A man wanting to be a trans woman
proclaimed: “My gender is what I say it is. I feel like I’m a woman in a man’s body, and I demand
that I be treated like one.”11 The incongruence between the internal mind and the external body is
treated primarily as a physical ailment. Mr. Eilers compares his gender dysphoria to cancer—despite
the fact that cancer can be observed by another person and physically removed in some cases.12 The
emotional appeal of this man trying to be feminine is apparent: “I love being a woman! That my
self-hatred over being a male is finally gone is no less miraculous to me.”13
Gender dyphoria has the veneer of scientific truth. But psychology is not a hard science, rather,
it deals in atheistic theories and unfalsifiable claims. No one can prove scientifically that the brain
or soul of another is not of a contrasting gender. So the end result is simply an emotional appeal to
relieve mental suffering. And since it is a cardinal sin of society to question another’s identity, all that
is left is to change the body. So acceptance into the American Psychiatric Association’s massively
influential Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of Mental Disorders (DSM) makes it unquestionable
for many. A scientific accounting “is held as the ultimate and final truth for modernists.”14
The case of Mr. Eilers is typical. He simply wants to stop suffering from gender incongruence and,
in his words, “have a measure of temporal healing.”15 He claims that if he had continued to live as
a male, he would have killed himself (the intentional sin of murder) or lost his sanity (a dubious
psychological concept).16 So instead he happily lost his most distinctive male parts to the surgical
knife earlier this year. Surgery for unhappy feelings is truly “collaborating with madness.”17 The
human body Christ physically created is assumed to have nothing to do with a person’s identity or
gender. In the words of young man living as a transsexual girl: “I found out that I was happy. . . .
Gender actually didn’t matter to me anymore. No matter what label you put on me—male, female,
transgender, whatever—I will always be myself.”18 Gender identity overtakes every other concern,
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including biological reproduction, birth sex, and the divine institution of marriage—all of God’s
creative words.

Personal Identity
Orthodox Christians are immediately on the defensive in the area of gender, since identity has
become a sacred object to be revered. “Identity politics essentially argued that only those who
experience something can really understand it or be relied upon to challenge it.”19 So the social
forces bend one to “automatically privilege a person’s perception of themselves over their bodily
reality.”20 The concept of identity, which goes far beyond just gender, is a bedrock of our culture.
“Talk about ‘identity’ in the modern sense would have been incomprehensible to our forebears of
a couple of centuries ago.”21 Identity is simply a creative assertion of the will, which follows the bold
claims of radical Enlightenment philosophers. However, this moral concept “has burrowed itself deep
into human consciousness.”22 It is implicit in the call to “be yourself” or “be true to yourself.” But
this “self” is narrowly defined as having nothing to do with the created order or the neighbors Christ
gives. It is a power-play of the conscious subject against everything else—an act of self-definition,
and essentially, of self-deification.
The philosopher René Descartes famously said: “I think, therefore I am.” But in his attempt to
achieve scientific certainty by doubting everything, he redefined the person by elevating the conscious
will over external objects. In the words of Descartes: “Now freewill is in itself the noblest thing we
can have because it makes us in a certain manner equal to God and exempts us from being his
subjects. . . . ”23 No longer considered to be sinful and rebellious, the will was unbound so that its
active power is now made god-like. It is even identified with the entire self, so the self is internal, not
physical at all. The self cannot be wrong, because it is the whole person. One woman who formerly
identified as a trans man (a female-to-male transsexual) said she fell for the idea that “ ‘gender
identity’ is innate and infallible.”24
To deny one’s identity is to negate the entire person, who is purely an inner self. One article’s title
says it well: “The Divine Call to Be Myself: Anglican Transgender Women and Prayer.”25 “The mind
or the will—the inner self—is casually identified as the ‘real me’.”26 The Enlightenment focus on the
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solitary thinking individual led to “the idea that each of us has an original way of being human.”27
Individuality has become a modern pillar in defining humanity, so that “be yourself” essentially
means be different from everyone else—and that suggests that morality (God’s law) is not universal.
A sacred personal identity also implies the irrelevance of sexual acts, so they are amoral by
definition.28 These physical actions of the body are external to the true self—they do not touch or
affect the real person. This is why identifying as homosexual today does not refer to homosexual
acts—it is an internal self-definition. This identity is equated to the person, so to deny it is to dismiss
the person entirely. But there are celibate homosexuals, whose entire life and worth revolve around
a mental identification. What is external does not influence the will’s self-identifying power.
What was dense philosophy became part of pop culture in the 1960s, which was “an individuating
revolution.”29 It also wiped out any real idea of sin, because sin became social, not personal.
Repentance is now unintelligible, because the mind and will cannot change and conform to God’s will
without denying one’s identity, one’s true personhood. To repent of strongly held inner convictions
and be a sinner in mind and will is to be less than human. It would mean a complete denial of the
self and one’s identity, since the will is supposedly what makes us human. This makes a self-chosen
identity of any sort a serious theological problem, since it directly contradicts the Gospel of Christ.
But the call to find or discover yourself is insistent today, though it simply means to ignore everyone
else, even the divine Creator.
So what was previously a delusion, that one’s perception does not align with reality, is turned
upside down: one’s perception overrules reality, so that a sense of gender identity can overcome one’s
physical body parts. No external factor, such as Scripture, is allowed to influence one’s identity,
though part of the modern identity crisis is that it demands social recognition. “Our identity is
partly shaped by recognition or its absence, often by the misrecognition of others. . . . ”30 So others
in society, who are naturally external to the critical consciousness, play a part in approving one’s
identity. This is why calling a self-proclaimed trans woman, who is really a feminized man, a man is
hate speech. It is denying his existence, which is equated to his chosen identity. A trans civil rights
activist exclaimed: “I am not trapped by my body. I am trapped by your beliefs. And I want to
reclaim this body from those who want it to breathe and be fed by their dogmas.”31 So the world
happily ignores the physical reality of these transgenderists, because of a ridiculous philosophical
sand castle.

The Body Modification Movement
Despite the fact that the body is marginalized in the philosophy of personal identity, this new view
of man changes how the body is seen and used by thinking, self-identifying subjects. The body
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becomes “the basis for the creation of a sense of self-identity.”32 It is visible all around us in extreme
tattoos, piercings, and other body modifications (or “mods”). The individuating revolution gave
license to advertise one’s identity on all parts of the body. The body is no longer seen as created in
the image of God and inherently reflecting His glory, but as a blank canvas on which to project one’s
personal identity. Such a person “perceives no purpose in nature. [He] has become ‘psychological
man’ and the soul has become the self. . . . ”33 The body is just along for the ride, a mere billboard
to advertise the true self.
Tattoos are no longer for the rebellious. They are for stay-at-home moms, grandparents, and
through temporary tattoos, the smallest children. Historically, for example in Greece and Rome,
tattoos were “an official means of identification.” They were used to “mark slaves, criminals,
indentured workers and soldiers.”34 Tattoos are ordinary today, but it is common knowledge that
face, “neck and hand tattoos [are] “game changers’.”35 They signal something subversive and mark
one’s independence from the rest of civilized society. The decorated primitives and aboriginals first
met by exploring Europeans were shocked at their body art and unnecessary physical modifications.
The new pagan has come full circle back to body adornment for identification purposes. The modern
pagan, though, marks the canvas of the body not to fit into a group, but to differentiate oneself
from it. For example: “Every new mod I get brings me closer to feeling truly like myself. . . . my
mods make me, me.”36
For transsexualists, “the metaphor ‘trapped in the wrong body’ reinforced the notion that the
body needed to be altered to authenticate one’s true self hidden within oneself.”37 The promise of
surgery for genital reconstruction, feminization of the vocal cord and facial features, breast implants,
nose jobs, and buttocks implants are all related. Cosmetic plastic surgery implies that the body
is moldable and changeable to fit one’s internal view. It is discardable clay in the hand of the
all-powerful mind. The body is disconnected from the self—it is merely an “instrument” of the true
self.38 A disabled man boasts: “I have reclaimed my body through physical adornment because, for
me, this coincides with my mentality. I have pierced and tattooed myself, my body, to complement
my disability. Body art gives me a new way of looking at myself.” Since “the 1990s, an industry has
developed based on cutting, piercing and tattooing.”39 The practices go far beyond ear piercing, to
gauging or stretching holes in ears, nostrils and cheeks. Tongues and male genitals are bisected and
pierced. Implants are put under all parts of the skin and scarification allows aggravated wounds to
heal visibly. Self-castration or penectomy for body mod purposes merges with transsexualism, at
32
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least in the result. To physically change the body evidently demonstrates that the will dominates
the material world, as illustrated in the phrase “mind over matter.”
The idea of body ownership is common among serial body modifiers. Instead of the body made in
the image of God and intended for specific purposes, a spiritual father of modern body modification
“uses the argument that piercing and cutting enable the victims to reclaim their bodies:” “to not
have encumberments, to not have holes in your body, to not have tattoos may be debilitating.”40 To
have no external identifying marks is to be less than human. It is not a large step to alter the body
to be more like the opposite sex, usually female. Theologically, it can be seen an act of recreation,
following God’s pattern of making Eve from Adam. Though it certainty does deny the goodness of
His original work, man attempts to fix or improve himself. The Small Catechism tells us “that God
has made me; . . . that He has given me my body and soul, eyes, ears, and all my members. . . . ”
Should a person cut off and throw away what is divinely made and meant for a holy purpose? By no
means—it is a confession that our Maker is evil and made a mistake. But for the transsexual “being
in the wrong body” is not the product of a corrupt and blind will, but an opportunity to show who
he really is. And the inner self cannot be wrong, because it is infallible and therefore negates all
creation.
Transsexualism ties together the private, internal definition of the self with an instrumental use
of the body: it is simply a blank screen on which to project one’s identity. No longer believed to be,
by default, in God’s image, the body modification movement disfigures the body to recreate the self
and declare that sinners own their bodies, and no one else—especially the Creator.41

The Externalizing of Sexuality
The word sex rarely means biological gender today. It is everywhere and applies to everything.
Everything is classified and stereotyped to gender, especially the feminine. Sex today is a body
image and public projection of oneself, not a divine role in an ordered hierarchy.
To be a woman today is to be overtly sexual, so that the body is at the forefront.42 It is “more
closely scrutinized, measured, and cataloged than the male body.”43 Nudity or near nudity is a
marker for the feminine, making modesty masculine. This informs female fashion, even down to
toddlers. Instead of focusing on the female duty of child-bearing, transsexual-wannabes latch on
to the most superficial indicators of femininity: “When I first had gender reassignment surgery, I
wanted to look more feminine. . . . So I said to myself, ‘what is the ultimate in femininity? It’s a
plastic sex blow-up doll.”44
40
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It may not be too much to suggest that to be human in our sexualized culture is to project
the feminine body image. I believe some women rebel against this objectification and try to be
masculine, while some men want to feminize themselves to be more overtly human.45 One doctor
confesses: “The post-surgical [trans woman] subjects struck me as caricatures of women. They wore
high heels, copious makeup, and flamboyant clothing,” but were “indifferent to children.”46 Our
feminized culture is so oppressive that now “men need liberation from masculinity,” since it is so
restrictive.47 Every action is stereotyped as belonging to a gender, but men in daily life must be
almost asexual, nonemotional robots. What message does two men being close or hugging send?
The trans actor Laverne Cox responded definitively to those questioning his femaleness by flipping
her styled hair in an exaggerating fashion and saying: “ain’t I a woman.”48 But the Bible explicitly
condemns such superficial shows of femininity, even for biological females: “women should adorn
themselves in respectable apparel, with modesty and self-control, not with braided hair and gold or
pearls or costly attire, but with what is proper for women who profess godliness—with good works”
(1 Tim 2:9-10). Mr. Eilers admits that he tries to downplay “talking about the cute shoes I just
bought or how good it feels to make myself pretty.”49 Though claiming to be a woman, he blatantly
ignores the next verse in 1 Tim. 2, by trying to publicly evangelize the “ignorant” LCMS regarding
the reality of gender dysphoria: “Let a woman learn quietly with all submissiveness.” The feminine
modesty and submission urged by Christ, in order to protect marriage and motherhood, is radical to
an immodest culture, to which the body is simply a bare wall with which to display the internal self
to others.

The New Dualism
In a dualist mode of thought visible matter and the invisible world are contrasted and opposed.
The modern dualism is philosophical, rather than religious (as in the gnosticism early Christianity
battled), but there are parallels between them. The Manichaeism Augustine had accepted said that
“the human soul is a fragment of Light which has fallen from its home, the kingdom of heaven, and is
trapped in the body. It can escape by disciplining the body and with the help of saving powers.”
Like present-day dualists, “gnostics believed that the physical world is of no value,” so Augustine
was “taught to avoid procreation because it entraps more divine spirits in matter.”50 This is eerily
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similar to today: unborn babies are called “lumps of tissue,” just worthless matter.
Cartesian dualism, named after Descartes, is the term for our modern dualism in which “the human
mind and the human body are fundamentally distinct from one another.”51 Since the consciousness
dominates through self-identification, the true self has nothing to do with the body, which is just
lesser matter. So also for the transgenderist, the body has nothing to do with the internal self,
therefore it can be of the “wrong” biological sex, simply because it does feel right to one’s mind.
Cartesian dualism is enshrined medically through the DSM manual in defining those with gender
dysphoria as “people whose gender at birth is contrary to the one they identify with.”52 Note that in
this statement sex is assigned by society at birth, not before. It is human construct, by definition.
The material world is entirely dismissed in the bowing down to one’s identity.
Equality, which is the universal modern god, is an illusion materially. It must ignore biology and
solely focus on consciousness and the will, which healthy adults have. But babies do not display
rational cogency, thus they are not equal to the adult with a self-stated rational identity. This new
dualism privileges the mind over the body in the most radical way.
The dualism of Descartes is the necessary consequence of the isolation of the individual
mind, which is supposed in his theory of doubt. . . . If, in order to arrive at certainty,
I am compelled to doubt, i.e. to exclude as possibly non-existent everything except
the thinking self which doubts, it follows that the attainment of certainty involves an
opposition, thoroughgoing and original, between thought which doubts and the world of
things, including the bodily organism . . . it followed from this theory . . . the divorce of
the human mind from the world of matter.53
So the body is somewhat “unreal” and people are not defined bodily, that is, as materially created
beings. This shift in self-understanding allows one to do to the body things which can only be called
self-mutilation by those who believe a person is a body and soul united. This even allows suicide to
be the most noble act of self-assertion against the body, a common evil that is praised today.
Rational power is exercised by hurting the body, as the body modification movement shows. The
body is seen as a mere shell or machine, to be improved, modified, or upgraded—a canvas or slate
on which to imprint a person’s sense of himself. Nothing done to it can affect the inner self. The
body is an instrument, so “we have to objectify the world, including our own bodies, and that means
to come to see them mechanistically and functionally, in the same way that an uninvolved external
observer would.”54 As it is crassly put by a transgenderist: “I can cut off anything I want to from my
body, but that doesn’t mean its going to change anything inside myself.”55 The body and biological
sex have become irrelevant in this dualistic scheme.
If the true self is mental, having nothing to do with the body, gender identity is to allowed be
“free-floating” from all created matter. This self-willed identity then “hangs free from, and can be
explained and described without reference to, both their physical bodies, and their experience of
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being socially read and treated as a person with such a body.”56 So the body, God’s immediate
creative action, plays no role in personal identity. In fact, this mirrors Marcionism, which jettisoned
the Old Testament and called the creator god evil. All radical dualisms serve “to sever the sphere
of religion from that of practical life,” rendering divorce, adultery and self-murder as irrelevant to
the true self’s chosen identity as Christian.57 This is why living together—a public dishonoring of
marriage in the body—is not usually seen as contradictory to Christian faith. It is believed that
nothing one does externally with the body affects the spiritual nature of man. In addition to being
a flat denial of God’s authority over bodily man, this anti-Christian dualism rejects marriage as
inherent in our creation as either male or female.
Both dualisms, old and new, must deny the reality of the resurrection to come of our physical
bodies. Bodily matter, if it is to be glorified for eternity, cannot be bad, worthless, or problematic.
The older dualisms made matter evil, the newer one makes matter less real, but both see the body
not as the temple of the Holy spirit, but as a “detachable envelope” that is not necessary to value or
treat respectfully.58
We do not choose our own bodies. They are chosen for us and they must inform how we are to
live, if we believe the Creator is the Redeemer. A body created good cannot be a prison, so no one
is “trapped in a body,” as if physical matter is the problem. We are trapped by sin, especially sinful
minds and hearts which do not love God or honor His creative will for our lives. Though true love
from the inner self is considered infallible and more significant than material reality today, all human
emotion absent the Lord is idolatry. Since the modern dualistic mind has became recalcitrant, the
body became the expendable appendage for those setting up an identity opposed to the glorious
and holy Father in heaven. This disposable view of the body is incompatible with Christianity,
since “the sexually immoral person sins against his own body” (1 Cor. 6:18). I would argue that
modern bodies themselves are adored as outer “images resembling mortal [inner] man,” reflecting
the invisible rational idols of the mind (Rom. 1:23).59 The physical body is an essential part of a
human being, a physical creation of the holy God. A doctrine of creation that says nothing positive
about the human body or its normal biological function is impotent.

Feminism: The Root of Transgender Thinking
While this new dualism is philosophical, it manifests itself as an attack on nature in the name of
equality. The mind must not only be the true self, but it must dominate and control the body in
this antagonistic relationship. The movement known as feminism is the most virulent form of this
anarchy in modern times. Matter, biology, and the body become the enemies to be overthrown.
It is widely acknowledged that transsexualism is a direct result of radical femininst thinking
about gender. The “emergence [of gender studies] can be dated as recently as the late 1960s, and
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its development [was] triggered by second wave feminism.”60 “Feminist theorists view the body
not as essence, but as a bare scaffolding on which discourse and performance build a completely
acculturated being.”61 It is pure talk which completely denies material creation. These feminists
want to define themselves and, to do so, the body must be overcome. So the trans definition of
gender is simply the feminist one: “the sex/gender dualism . . . placed in a dichotomy, necessarily
excludes biology.”62 Biology, God’s marvelous handiwork, is simply bigotry.
It is basically a societal sin to say so, but male and female are built unequally for unique purposes.
So the feminist attempt to make what is clearly unequal appear equal used Cartesian dualism
to attack the body. “Biology has always been central to women’s oppression.”63 Biology—what
God created—is the problem. Equality can only be real where the body is an illusion. This is
actually transgender thinking: “Women’s bodies must become more like men’s if equality is to be
achieved.”64 The female sex is clearly made to do one thing very different than males: to bear and
raise children. So control and domination of the reproductive function is fundamental to feminists.
“We have sleepwalked into a situation where the reality of female biology is routinely denied,” even in
churches.65 If equality is rationally authorized, then the creation of the body in God’s image must be
denied. The body is remade according to the sinner’s own image, that is, his inward consciousness.
Gender dysphoria is fundamentally hating one’s own body, a form of self-disgust and contempt.
One former trans person admits: I “conflated body hatred and self-loathing with gender dysphoria.”66
It also is a hatred of the body’s Maker. The hatred of physical life and its Author makes the ultimate
rebellion of suicide, sadly, too tempting. The trans community has the highest rate of suicide today
and, likely, of all of human history.67 If the will is everything and the body is unreal, murder, even
of one’s external body, does not seem to affect the true self. It can actually be done to confirm one’s
identity, just like transsexualism is an act of aggression against oneself.
Before the focus on authenticity and individuality could emerge, the restrictive roles of father
and mother first had to be conquered. Biology had to be overcome or modified so as to be subject
to the human will. This happened in the 1960s by separating “sexual pleasure from reproduction.”68
This “contraceptive revolution” allowed individuals to set their own course bodily, apart from God’s
institution of marriage and the roles which give it structure.69 As a feminist admits: “Only the
most radical changes in biological reproduction can liberate women.”70 The domination of nature,
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especially the body, is now universal in developed society. What logically ends up in transsexualism,
all moderns partake of—it is a part of our philosophical air. We all basically think: “The body
does not tell me what to do, I decide what I will do with my body.” Who really wants biology to
bend their will and determine their lives on earth? So to reproduce naturally within holy marriage
(simply being fruitful as the Lord enables), is irresponsible and reckless, according to one LCMS
pastor—precisely because it involves no exercise of the rational will.71 Biology, God’s creative and
intimate action in all things, must now submit to the sinner’s feelings. No longer is this 16th century
description true: “the Lutherans untiringly preach to the people, ‘Be fruitful, multiply and fill the
earth’.”72
Why is transsexualist anarchy a boon to feminism? It destabilizes the marriage structure and the
hierarchy of male and female. A feminist theorist confesses “heterosexuality is inherently oppressive
within patriarchal society and inconsistent with gender equality.”73 Or stated more bluntly: “We’re
going to attack the idea that gender is intrinsically linked to one’s anatomy, and we’re going to
boost the visibility of trans and intersex people.”74 Transgenderism is the ultimate atom bomb upon
God’s creation, even if it means biological men can now become the oppressed minority. The body
and its God-given purposes have been left for dead.

Male/Female Roles
Over the last few centuries, our “history is essentially that of emancipation of humankind from
patriarchal and authoritarian conceptions of life and society.”75 Transsexualism is evidence that we
are watching society collapse. It originated with the denial of the divine roles God made for male
and female. These assigned positions have duties that are informed by the body created by Christ
our Lord, not the sinful will.
“If we are not our bodies, marriage cannot essentially involve the one-flesh union of man and
woman. . . . ”76 In, through, and because of our created bodies, Scripture clearly delineates external
roles for Christians. “Wives, submit to your own husbands, as to the Lord” (Eph. 5:22). “Now as the
church submits to Christ, so also wives should submit in everything to their husbands” (Eph. 5:24).
“Wives, submit to your husbands, as is fitting in the Lord” (Col. 3:18). “As in all the churches of the
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saints, the women should keep silent in the churches. For they are not permitted to speak, but should
be in submission . . . For it is shameful for a woman to speak in church” (1 Cor. 14:33-35). For the
Spirit-led woman, submission is a willful act performed out of love for her Creator, as opposed to
being forced upon her.
Men are to love and be the head of their wives in this divine hierarchy: “the head of every man is
Christ, the head of a wife is her husband, and the head of Christ is God” (1 Cor. 11:3). “Husbands,
live with your wives in an understanding way, showing honor to the woman as the weaker vessel,
since they are heirs with you of the grace of life, so that your prayers may not be hindered” (1 Pet.
3:7). All are to submit (none of us is equal to our Creator), but we are to do so where we have been
assigned by God. Doctors, society, and parents do not assign sex. The Father who made all from
nothing assigned us our body and our earthly role. Male and female are a physical, but also divine,
calling in Christ.
Male and female roles revolve around marriage and public leadership, not external style or
public image. They do not define the colors men and women may wear, or the minutest aspects of
appearance. God’s gender roles are built around family. Even single people are ordered within the
bigger picture of marriage. After all, young women appear “to be potential mothers,” because they
were created to be such.77 Biology, that is God’s creation of our bodies, must tell us how to live. Or
else we do not confess that the Creator of all is Christ, our Lord and God. To deny the body and its
biological function puts us in danger of making two gods: a good god for internal, spiritual faith and
something lesser that is responsible for our bodies and their function.
No one lives up to their divine gender roles—we are all sinners before God. Despite outward shows
of individuality, we all fall short of the holy law. If you do not have some dysphoria or confusion
over your gender role, you have not been married or let Christ determine your station in life and use
of your body. It does not affirm one’s personal sense of self to be physically joined to another sinner
or to refrain from sexual immorality. The Christian hope is that Christ’s forgiveness of sins will lead
to the deliverance of the body from all sin, not merely its outward modification.78
The pagans of today search for meaning. But for Martin Luther “the ‘meaning’ of life was all
too unquestionable . . . as it was for his whole age.”79 God’s will—our earthly purpose—is written
into our bodies. Many Christians acknowledge Christ’s creation of the world, but authority becomes
personal and definite in our created body. This maggot-sack we carry around tells us how to live
and what role we have in this world, which is passing away. Christ in His law, natural and revealed,
legislates how we are to live.
Man was given dominion over creation and Eve was given to Adam as a helper. The New Testament
continually goes back to this natural fact that Adam was made first to determine how men and
women should relate to each other today: “For Adam was formed first, then Eve” (1 Tim. 2:13). The
responsibility of leadership and the sacrifice of submission are not about stereotyped appearances.
We should not categorize or genderize every aspect, decision, or fashion statement of people, as
the world does (as if drinking wine coolers is truly feminine and smoking cigars is the epitome
77
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of masculinity).80 Biblically, there is much flexibility in gender expression, as long as marriage is
honored and Christ’s authority is respected in all the forms of headship He instituted. We are to
act externally as we were designed according to God’s will. Our discomfort, or dysphoria, dare not
overrule Christ the Creator. Instead, take hope that in heaven our bodies will not function or appear
as they do now.

The Christian View of Matter and Marriage
The transgenderist thinks he is escaping the problem by condemning and hurting his body, but
he is condemning and hurting himself. He ultimately denies and sins against God and His good
creation. Matter is not evil. It came by God’s Word and is still good, despite being marred by sin.
The substance of sinful man is still good, including the biological functions for which he was designed.
Scripture reminds us that without the distinct biological workings of male and female, none of us
would be here: “As woman was made from man, so man is now born of woman. And all things are
from God” (1 Cor. 11:12).
We do not value marriage, the purpose for male and female, and its fruit. If we valued children as
direct divine gifts, equality of economics, public roles, and worldly status would dissipate.81 Any
equality that denies the created purpose of the physical body and the holy distinction between male
and female is false. Woman’s external position of submission points to her value in marriage as
man’s helper and bringing forth life: “the woman was deceived and became a transgressor. Yet she
will be saved through childbearing—if they continue in faith and love and holiness, with self-control.”
(1 Tim. 2:14–15). “Saved” here is not used apart from Christ, but underscores the supreme value
placed on bare, created biology by the Creator. Normal biology is the Lord’s will, since He made it
and works through it still today.
The divine commandments revolve around God and His material creation. The fundamental
location He puts us in to exercise love is biologically determined: you are a son or daughter, a brother
or sister, a husband or wife (or potential one). Marriage is central to humanity and the very reason
there is male and female. Without divine roles and the authority of male headship on behalf of
Christ, marriage and all society crumbles. Transgenderism is the patent evidence.
It appears that feminists understand God’s design better than the church. To a large extent,
heterosexual sex is “patriarchal,” because it reinforces our biologically inbuilt roles.82 The body
simply shows forth God’s glorious design, which sinners hate. “The nature of men is so formed by
the word of God that it is fruitful not only in the beginning of the creation, but as long as this
nature of our bodies will exist.”83 The bodily impulse and purpose to be fruitful is divine, since it
80
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was authored by God’s creative Word. The Christian should not see a difference between the Word
of Scripture and the Word of creation revealed in the body.
What we confess about the body is a statement about Christ. He took on human nature, just as
we have, but without sin. The Athanasian Creed uses the body-soul unity of man to describe Christ
Himself: “For as the rational soul and flesh is one man, so God and man is one Christ.” Christ’s
human nature healed and performed miracles, so it cannot be bad, evil, or a prison for us. To attempt
to change our nature casts a negative light on the resurrection of Christ, who has not ceased being
man. We were baptized in our bodies to “be united with him in a [bodily] resurrection like his,” so
“we too might walk in newness of life” now in our bodies (Rom. 6:4–5).
The Formula of Concord explicitly rejects the dualist teaching “that Christ did not have a true
human nature [consisting] of body and soul, as Marcion imagined.”84 One cannot hate his own body
and simultaneously see salvation in the physical body of Jesus. Mr. Eilers is cutting off as many of
his distinctive male parts as possible, but strangely believes he will be resurrected as a male.85 He
claims, contrary to Christ’s creative action: “Male genitals simply were wrong on me.”86 What we
believe Christ saved and will raise, we should honor and respect as something holy—because that is
what we, body and soul, are declared to be in His sight, through His own physical blood. “The body
belongs as an integral part to man; soul and body make the complete man.”87
It is not a coincidence that the weepy heretic Eilers has something in common with another
demoniac who sliced healthy body parts voluntarily: “Night and day . . . he was always crying out
and cutting himself with stones” (Mk. 5:5). To hate and attempt to destroy our own created bodies
is evil. It is a denial of the goodness of the biblical Christ, through whom “the world was made”
(Jn. 1:10). Some thankfully do not go through with transsexual surgery because they value the
possibility of children, though sadly trans children are now given hormones that can make them
permanently infertile.88 All children (what adults start as) are material beings made in the image of
God personally by Christ. They reflect God’s image and allow the Gospel to reach new ears. What
we say about the reproductive function is a confession of marriage and its Author.

What Can We do?
Simply put, if we truly valued children as God does, these gender issues would go away. Children
are not curses, but works of God that direct to the roles God setup for men and women in marriage.
When boys are not taught to lead, they learn to submit in order to appease women.89 We do not
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raise women as potential mothers, but as unisex beings, playing the same sports and learning the
same skills as boys. But the culture is forcing kids into “really restrictive stereotypes” and “rigid
gender roles from the earliest age”—ones that have nothing to do with what we were made to
do.90 Too much concerning gender is socially determined. These superficial sex-typed behaviors are
what artificial transsexuals and homosexuals try to imitate.91 But for those who love Him, God the
Father’s all-powerful authority neuters what society legislates. We should not want to be equal to
other sinners, but holy before the Father in Christ and renewed by the Spirit.
Income does not determine worth and potential people are infinitely more valuable than any
economic status. But these things must be taught and illustrated to the young. The world teaches
only an overt sexuality of image and appearance, but without divine meaning or purpose. Divorce
and sexual sins are not simply breaking the rules, they are breaking bodies and the one flesh union
that God Himself makes. “For biblical people human love is never a disembodied reality, but rather
expresses itself through the body.”92
Marriage is not about love or feeling, but preset physical roles that require real sacrifice. Those
not prepared or ready for their bodily role will be disappointed with marriage, because it does not
fulfill the inner self. It is the Lord’s work and He makes it fruitful according to His will. Marriage,
the lifelong union of two bodies, necessitates different roles for man and woman, if they are not to
overlap and contradict each other. “Monogamy, with its implied headship of man over woman, is an
order of creation which God established as a protective dam against the demonic powers of sin,”
since it better to marry than to burn with lust (1 Cor. 7:9).93
In marriage the two are no longer two, but one. This is the meaning and purpose of physical
knowing in the marital duty, which God uses for procreation. God expresses Himself through the
sex urge, which is a divine call to marriage (1 Cor 7). To speak of humanity is simply to speak
about marriage, even for the celibate. To define a female apart from men or the female body is
un-Christian. The world indoctrinates in its dualistic philosophy that the body must be reclaimed
by physical mutilation or biological denial. So we must teach that the table of duties is still divinely
given and is a part of our Small Catechism for the head of the household to teach.

The Image of God Renewed
The Christian cannot define himself. Whatever we do or imagine about ourselves is idolatrous—it
does not please the Lord. Nothing from the mind or inside us can save us—it is condemned by God
who says we must love Him and demonstrate our trust in Him by loving our neighbors, especially
our biological ones. “Or do you not know that your body is . . . not your own, for you were bought
with a price. So glorify God in your body” (1 Cor. 6:19-20). Christ redeemed not just your soul, but
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also your body through His own sinless body. The Christian identity is entirely Christ, and it is
shown in living the baptismal life: one of dying to sin and being resurrected to new life in Jesus.
Transsexuals think the struggle against their feelings is the problem, but the only salvation is in
Christ’s body that was sacrificed for the world.
Though baptism “is an external thing” and “external things [are said] to be of no benefit,” there
is enough in baptism to keep us occupied the rest of our lives.94 To trust that we are righteous
through baptism is to “put on the new self, created after the likeness of God in true righteousness
and holiness” (Eph 4:24). It is not a self-chosen identity. Rather, baptism makes us new before the
holy God—acceptable in His sight.
Now, since both, the water and the Word, are one Baptism, therefore body and soul
must be saved and live forever: the soul through the Word which it believes, but the
body because it is united with the soul and also apprehends Baptism as it is able to
apprehend it. We have, therefore, no greater jewel in body and soul, for by it we are
made holy and are saved, which no other kind of life, no work upon earth, can attain.95
Body and soul will live forever through the external Gospel.
We are not supposed to be at home in this world, or even in our bodies. Temporal happiness is
not promised, except by Satan. “I see in my members another law waging war against the law of my
mind and making me captive to the law of sin that dwells in my members” (Rom. 7:23). But eternal
life, true joy, and the final victory are promised us in the Gospel of Christ. As Luther said: “we must
battle unremittingly not only against the opinions of our own heart, on which by nature we would
rather depend in the matter of salvation than on the Word of God, but also against the . . . saintly
appearance of self-chosen works.”96 Baptism informs us of our true identity as a new man before
God. This means fighting against sin and the will’s disobedience of God’s law, revealed both through
His commands and in our bodies. “To leave the old man unchecked is to fail to use baptism rightly,”
which is to resist Christ and His baptism.97 Baptism is to be lived in until we are entirely dead to
sin, so we can rise in a glorious body. This trust in Christ’s victory for us will one day overcome all
earthly frustrations.
We were made for faith and to partake of the divinity in our body (2 Pet. 1:4). “Man was created
to be the most quiet dwelling-place of the holy Trinity.”98 This restoration of the image of God
overcomes all pagan negativity towards matter. At the last day this same body we discipline will be
raised a spiritual body (1 Cor. 15:44). It will shine gloriously, as the sun (Mt. 13:43).
We live in two different kingdoms, not the bodily and the mental, but between our sinful birth
and spiritual rebirth. Christ calls us righteous. We are His righteous children, made by Him and also
redeemed from sin. We value our bodies, not because of what they look like or what society says,
but because they were made to be temples of the Spirit. Christ is our worth and newness. “I have
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been crucified with Christ. It is no longer I who live, but Christ who lives in me” (Gal. 2:20).
The Gospel renews us in the true image of God and makes us spiritually new and righteous
through faith. “You ought to restore and keep the likeness of God in the spiritual part of your being,
not in the mortal clay of your body”99 Take your place in the marital state, body, and gender the
Lord assigned to you in hope. “Only let each person lead the life that the Lord has assigned to him,
and to which God has called him. This is my rule in all the churches” (1 Cor 7:17). Luther’s analogy,
used to describe how the renewed Christian views the divine law, also works well for the Christian
view of the body:
The “shutting up,” the confinement, of the Law should teach us to desire faith and to
recognize the evil tendencies of our nature; for faith is a spiritual freedom, liberating only
the heart. To illustrate: Suppose you were confined in a prison [or a body], where you
were very reluctant to remain. Your captor might release you in either of two ways: First,
he might give you physical freedom by destroying the prison and letting go you where
you desire. Secondly, he might make you mentally free by bestowing many blessings upon
you in this prison—illuminating and enlarging it, making it pleasant in the extreme,
adorning it richly and to an extent rendering it more desirable than any royal palace,
more to be desired even than a kingdom; and by so reconciling you to your surroundings,
so altering your mind, that you would not, for all earthly possessions, be removed from
that prison, but would pray for its preservation that you might continue therein, it being
to you no longer a prison, having become a paradise. Would not the latter be preferable?
The former liberation would leave you but a beggar, as before. But in the latter case,
your mind being free, you would possess all you might desire.100
Baptism is death to all sin, including all self-chosen callings and the idols of societal images. And
how do we live as new creations in faith? Baptized and holy before the Lord in the body that He
assigned and thoughtfully designed for His purposes. Amen.
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sad consequence of using surgery to treat psychological illness.” Walt Heyer, “I Was a Transgender Woman” (April 1,
2015; http://www.thepublicdiscourse.com/2015/04/14688/).
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