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Park is right in following a few modern interpreters (like 
Bockmuehl) who see submission in this passage, even though the 
word “submission” does not appear in the text. The mindset and 
action of mutual submission is here, and 
that is the point. Since Christ is “equal 
with God,” we find a kind of submission 
within the Triune God without hierarchy: 
“Divine submission ensues not from hi-
erarchy but from equality; Christ’s sub-
mission is the direct consequence of his 
contemplation of his equality with God (2.6)” (130 n.). Submis-
sion includes obedience, but also involves a voluntary giving up 
of rights, privilege, and status, which is characteristic of taking on 
“the form of a slave.”

Park goes on to argue that both in Christ’s humiliation and in 
his exaltation, God the Father exercises a unique authority. Thus, 
Park finds in Philippians 2 a permanent hierarchy between Fa-
ther and Son. For Park, Christ’s equality is not unqualified, but 
“resonates undertones of hierarchy” (139). Here, we must say of 
Park’s extended conclusions and speculations what he says of so 
many others: his conclusions go beyond the exegetical evidence. 
Nowhere in Philippians 2 do we find anything of God exercising 
authority over Christ. Christ is equal with God and displays his 
full divinity exactly in his loving, submissive service and obedi-
ence. The obedience of Christ comes from the Son’s own love, 

not from the Father’s command or authority. There is no reason, 
therefore, to find in Philippians 2:9–11 anything less than the full 
equality of the name of Jesus with that of God. The exaltation 

of the Son back to equality with God is 
indeed the very thing which gives glory 
to the Father. Park reads his “binary hier-
archy” into the text at this point. Here, his 
conclusions are unsound, and this mars 
his long conversation with egalitarian 
theologians. In any case, his conversation 

with modern theologians is only based upon Philippians, and so 
his extended argument is necessarily weak. Christian doctrine 
and ethics must be based upon the whole of the biblical canon 
and not merely on one text, however interesting and important 
it may be.

This is a stimulating monograph on a key text in New Testa-
ment Christology. Park fully justifies his claim that an ethic of 
submission is found in Philippians, even though the word is not 
used by Paul. He is right to see both soteriology and ethics at 
work in these passages. But his tendency to read a binary hier-
archy into the God/Christ relationship in Philippians 2 under-
mines some of his expansive conclusions toward the end of the 
book. Still, any biblical scholar interested in current interpreta-
tions of Philippians 2 and 3, or in the ethic of submission in the 
New Testament, will want to study this monograph.
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The research of Philip Payne is exceedingly important for all who 
are concerned about justice for women. Over the years, gifted 
women and those who support their cause have treasured the 
work of Dr. Payne—each of his articles, presentations at learned 
conferences, and accessible Bible studies. Year in and year out, he 
has been there for us, by his patient handling of Scripture authen-
ticating the legitimacy of women in ministry. 

With a painstakingly meticulous approach, he has examined 
the biblical passages that are so often used oppressively against 
women. His magnum opus, Men and Women, One in Christ: An 
Exegetical and Theological Study of Paul’s Letters, is at last in print. 
It has rapidly become the classic manifesto for those committed 
both to the authority of the Scriptures and the validity of women’s 
ministry. With excruciating care, he examines each of the Apos-
tle Paul’s passages that have been used to restrict the equality and 
ministry of women.

This treatment does not make for an easy read, nor is it in-
tended to. Rather, it sets out to review the difficult passages in 
enormous detail and to answer with care the complexities pro-
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pounded by those who would employ the texts to disbar femi-
nine participation in church leadership.

This remarkable book delves into all sorts of minute details—
seemingly unimportant, but crucial when they appear at crucial 
points in the text. For instance, his second chapter on 1 Timothy 
2:12 (chapter 19: “1 Timothy 2:12 Part II. Does oude Separate Two 
Prohibitions or Conjoin Them?”) analyzes similar constructions 
(neither . . . nor) in thirty-one other usages in Paul’s undisputed 
letters and four in the disputed epistles. Each case is examined, 
along with similar constructions in contemporary non-biblical 
writers such as Polybius and Josephus.

In his scholarship and in his personal 
stance, Philip Payne has been a real cham-
pion, especially for women who come 
from a conservative church background. 
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