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Abstract

This study critically examines the revisionist perspective on Scripture, particularly through the lenses
of feminist and sexually permissive models. Revisionism seeks to reconcile religious texts with
contemporary values, but this approach is fraught with significant challenges and controversies.
Feminist revisionism addresses gender imbalances in religious texts, advocating for the inclusion and
recognition of women's roles within Scripture and spiritual leadership. However, it faces the problem
of potentially distorting the historical and cultural contexts of these texts, raising questions about the
authenticity and authority of revised interpretations. The sexually permissive model challenges
traditional interpretations that marginalize LGBTQ+ individuals, promoting inclusivity and acceptance
based on reinterpreted Scriptural passages. Yet, this approach often encounters resistance from
traditionalists who argue that such reinterpretations compromise the foundational beliefs of their faith.
Using a qualitative methodology and employing secondary data, this paper explores the strengths and
criticisms of these approaches. It highlights the complexities of balancing historical context with
contemporary values, and the inherent tensions in attempting to modernize sacred texts without losing
their core essence. Through a comprehensive critique, the study underscores the necessity of inclusive
dialogue, contextual hermeneutics, and ongoing theological education to foster a more relevant and
compassionate understanding of religious texts in modern society. By problematizing the reconciliation
of historical fidelity with contemporary inclusivity, this paper aims to contribute to the ongoing
discourse on the evolution of scriptural interpretation in a rapidly changing world.

Keywords: Revisionist Perspective, Feminist Theology, Sexual Permissiveness, Scripture
Interpretation, Gender Equality, LGBTQ+ Inclusivity.

Introduction

The concept of revisionism, particularly in the context of religious Scripture, represents a critical and
transformative approach aimed at reconciling ancient texts with contemporary values and norms.
Revisionism is reinterpreting a religious tradition's foundational texts to reflect modern sensibilities and
ethical standards. This approach often emerges in response to perceived anachronisms and moral
discrepancies between ancient scriptures and present-day understandings of justice, equality, and
human rights. The purpose of this journal is to critique the revisionist perspective using two specific
models: the feminist and sexual permissive models. By examining these models, we aim to explore the
implications of revisionism for religious texts and the communities that hold them sacred.

Historically, religious texts have been authoritative sources of moral guidance and social order.
However, as societies evolve, there is an increasing tension between the immutable nature of these texts
and the dynamic nature of cultural and ethical standards. The feminist model of revisionism seeks to
address this tension by challenging patriarchal interpretations and advocating for a more egalitarian
reading of scriptures. This approach emerged prominently in the 20th century, influenced by the broader
feminist movement which called for the dismantling of structures of oppression, including those
perpetuated by religious institutions (Ruether, 1993). Feminist theologians argue that traditional
interpretations of religious texts often reinforce gender hierarchies and exclude women's experiences
and voices (Trible, 1978).
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Feminist revisionism involves re-examining religious texts to uncover and highlight the contributions
of women, as well as to reinterpret passages that have been used to justify gender discrimination. For
example, feminist scholars have revisited the stories of female biblical figures, such as Eve, Mary
Magdalene, and the women prophets, to offer alternative readings that challenge androcentric narratives
(Schussler Fiorenza, 1983). This model not only seeks to reclaim the agency of women within the
scriptures but also to promote gender equality within religious practice and leadership. The feminist
approach to revisionism is thus both a scholarly endeavor and a social movement, aiming to transform
the religious landscape to be more inclusive and just.

Parallel to the feminist model is the sexual permissive model, which critiques traditional religious
sexual ethics and advocates for a more open and accepting stance towards diverse sexual identities and
practices. This model emerged as part of the broader sexual revolution of the 1960s and 1970s, which
questioned conventional norms surrounding sexuality, gender roles, and family structures (Kinsey et
al., 1948; 1953). Proponents of the sexual permissive model argue that traditional religious teachings
on sexuality often promote heteronormativity, stigmatize non-conforming sexual behaviors, and
contribute to the marginalization of LGBTQ+ individuals (Boswell, 1980). The sexual permissive
model of revisionism seeks to reinterpret religious texts in ways that affirm sexual diversity and promote
sexual autonomy. For instance, some scholars have revisited biblical passages that have traditionally
been used to condemn homosexuality, arguing that these interpretations are contextually and culturally
bound and do not reflect the overarching themes of love and justice found in the scriptures (Brownson,
2013). By challenging the traditional sexual mores encoded in religious texts, the sexual permissive
model aims to create a more inclusive religious ethic that resonates with contemporary understandings
of human sexuality.

The feminist and sexual permissive models of revisionism share a common goal: to make religious texts
more relevant and supportive of modern values. However, their approaches and focuses differ
significantly. While the feminist model primarily addresses issues of gender equality and seeks to uplift
women's roles within religious narratives and institutions, the sexual permissive model concentrates on
expanding the acceptance of diverse sexual orientations and practices. These models often intersect, as
issues of gender and sexuality are deeply intertwined, but they also face distinct challenges and
criticisms. Critics of revisionism argue that reinterpreting religious texts to fit modern values can
undermine their authority and coherence. Traditionalists contend that scriptures are divinely inspired
and should remain unchanged, serving as timeless guides for moral and ethical conduct (Carson, 1982).
They argue that revisionism, by selectively reinterpreting texts, risks distorting their original meanings
and intentions. Furthermore, critics question whether modern values, which are themselves subject to
change, should be the standard by which ancient scriptures are judged. Despite these criticisms, the
revisionist perspective remains a vital and dynamic force within contemporary religious thought. It
reflects an ongoing struggle to balance the respect for tradition with the need for progress and
inclusivity. The feminist and sexual permissive models, in particular, illustrate how revisionism can
serve as a tool for challenging oppressive structures and promoting social justice within religious
contexts.

The study begins with an introduction that outlines the objectives and problematization of revisionism
in religious texts, specifically through feminist and sexually permissive perspectives. It reviews key
literature on revisionism, feminist critiques, and sexually permissive ideologies, followed by a
theoretical framework discussing the application of these theories to religious texts. The methodology
section explains the qualitative approach and secondary data analysis used. The study then provides a
feminist critique, examining methodologies and challenges, and a sexually permissive critique,
assessing reinterpretations and criticisms. Case studies offer comparative evaluations of specific
revisionist interpretations. The challenges and controversies section addresses key debates in
reconciling traditional scriptures with modern values. Implications and future directions reflect on the
broader impact on religious discourse and practice, offering suggestions for further research. The
conclusion summarizes the findings and considers the potential for revisionism to promote a more
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inclusive and relevant understanding of religious texts. Finally, the references section lists all sources
cited.

Review of Related Literature

Understanding Revisionism

Revisionism, in the context of religious Scripture, refers to the critical reinterpretation and re-evaluation
of traditional texts and doctrines to make them more relevant and reflective of contemporary values and
understandings. This process involves questioning established interpretations and seeking to adapt
religious teachings to better align with modern life. The aim of revisionism is not merely to update or
modernize Scripture superficially but to address fundamental issues within the texts that may no longer
resonate with or serve today's ethical and social frameworks.

Historically, revisionism has roots in various reform movements that sought to challenge the
orthodoxies of their times. For instance, the Protestant Reformation in the 16th century can be seen as
an early form of revisionism, where reformers like Martin Luther critiqued the Catholic Church's
practices and sought to return to what they perceived as the true essence of Christianity. In this sense,
revisionism often emerges during periods of significant social and intellectual upheaval, where existing
religious frameworks are perceived as inadequate for addressing new realities (MacCulloch, 2004). In
contemporary times, revisionism has been significantly influenced by developments in critical theory,
feminist theology, and social justice movements (Moltmann-Wendel, 1982). These influences have
spurred various reinterpretative efforts aimed at making religious texts more inclusive and aligned with
modern ethical standards. For example, feminist theologians argue that traditional interpretations of
Scripture often perpetuate patriarchal norms and exclude women's experiences and perspectives. By
reinterpreting these texts, feminists seek to uncover and amplify voices and narratives that have
historically been marginalized (Schissler Fiorenza, 1992). Similarly, proponents of sexual
permissiveness advocate for the reinterpretation of religious texts to support a more inclusive
understanding of human sexuality. They argue that traditional scriptural interpretations often stigmatize
certain sexual orientations and behaviors, leading to discrimination and exclusion. By revisiting these
texts, revisionists aim to promote a more accepting and diverse view of sexuality that reflects
contemporary values of equality and personal freedom (Countryman, 2007). The modern tendency
towards individualism and personal autonomy also fuels the revisionist perspective. In an era where
personal experience and subjective understanding hold significant value, rigid and dogmatic
interpretations of Scripture are increasingly viewed as out of touch. Revisionism, therefore, seeks to
make religious texts more accessible and meaningful to individuals in their specific contexts, promoting
a more personal and experiential engagement with faith (Moltmann-Wendel, 1982).

Feminist revisionism, for example, challenges the patriarchal underpinnings of many religious texts.
Traditional interpretations often portray women in subordinate roles, reinforcing gender hierarchies that
feminist theologians argue are socially constructed rather than divinely mandated. By reinterpreting
these texts, feminists seek to reveal egalitarian messages that promote gender equality. For instance,
scholars like Elisabeth Schissler Fiorenza have re-examined biblical narratives to highlight the
leadership and agency of women in early Christian communities, arguing that these aspects were
downplayed or ignored by patriarchal traditions (Schiissler Fiorenza, 1983). Similarly, the sexual
permissive model critiques traditional sexual ethics found in Scripture, which often uphold
heteronormative standards and condemn non-heterosexual relationships. Revisionists in this camp
argue that such interpretations are culturally and historically contingent rather than universal moral
truths. By reinterpreting these texts, they seek to affirm the dignity and worth of all individuals,
regardless of their sexual orientation. This approach aims to construct a more inclusive theological
framework that embraces diverse expressions of love and sexuality (Althaus-Reid, 2000).

While revisionism aims to make Scripture more relevant to modern life, it faces significant criticisms.

Critics argue that revisionist approaches can lead to a relativistic understanding of religious texts,
undermining their authority and consistency. Traditionalists, in particular, contend that revisionism
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risks distorting the original messages of Scripture to fit contemporary agendas, thereby losing these
texts' transcendent and timeless aspects (Carson, 2005). Moreover, revisionism often involves selective
interpretation, where certain passages are emphasized while others are downplayed or reinterpreted to
align with modern values. This selective approach can lead to cherry-picking accusations and
undermine the religious tradition's coherence. For instance, while feminist revisionists highlight
egalitarian themes in Scripture, critics argue that they sometimes overlook passages that do not easily
fit into this framework, leading to a potentially fragmented and inconsistent theological outlook (Clark,
1983). Despite these criticisms, revisionism is crucial in the ongoing dialogue between tradition and
modernity. It challenges religious communities to engage with their texts and traditions critically,
fostering a dynamic and evolving faith that responds to contemporary challenges. In this sense,
revisionism is not merely about changing Scripture to fit modern life but about deepening the
understanding of these texts in ways that resonate with the lived experiences of individuals today
(Thiselton, 2009). Revisionism in religious Scripture represents a critical effort to reinterpret and adapt
ancient texts to contemporary contexts. Influenced by feminist and sexual permissive models,
revisionism seeks to address the limitations and exclusions inherent in traditional interpretations. While
it faces significant criticisms and challenges, the revisionist perspective remains vital in making
religious faith relevant and meaningful in a rapidly changing world.

The Feminist Model

The feminist model of biblical hermeneutics seeks to reinterpret Scripture through the lens of gender
equality, challenging patriarchal structures historically embedded within religious texts. Feminist
theologians argue that traditional interpretations of Scripture often marginalize women, reinforcing
gender roles that perpetuate inequality. They propose a revisionist approach to uncover and elevate the
voices and experiences of women within the biblical narrative, advocating for a more inclusive and
egalitarian understanding of sacred texts. One of the foundational arguments of feminist theology is that
the Bible has been predominantly interpreted by men, for men, within a patriarchal context. This
androcentric lens has resulted in the marginalization of women’s voices and the legitimization of gender
hierarchies. Elisabeth Schussler Fiorenza, a prominent feminist theologian, asserts that a critical
feminist reading of the Bible involves recognizing the androcentric bias and reconstructing the biblical
narrative to highlight women's roles and contributions (Schissler Fiorenza, 1983). She emphasizes that
feminist hermeneutics is not merely about adding women to existing interpretations but about
fundamentally transforming the way Scripture is understood and applied.

Feminist theologians engage in various strategies to achieve this transformation. One common method
is the historical-critical approach, which involves examining the socio-historical context in which
biblical texts were written. This approach seeks to uncover the realities of women’s lives in ancient
times and to understand how patriarchal norms influenced the recording and transmission of biblical
stories. For example, scholars like Carol Meyers have explored the roles of women in ancient Israelite
society, revealing a more complex and nuanced picture of their contributions than traditionally
acknowledged (Meyers, 1988). Another strategy is the use of literary criticism to reinterpret biblical
narratives from a feminist perspective. Phyllis Trible, a notable figure in feminist biblical scholarship,
employs rhetorical criticism to deconstruct and reclaim stories of women in the Bible. In her work
"Texts of Terror,"” Trible reexamines narratives of female suffering and oppression, such as the stories
of Hagar, Tamar, and the unnamed concubine in Judges 19, to highlight the violence against women
and to call for a re-evaluation of these texts within the community of faith (Trible, 1984). By bringing
these stories to the forefront, Trible and others challenge readers to confront the often overlooked or
sanitized aspects of biblical texts. Moreover, feminist theologians advocate for an egalitarian ethic that
transcends traditional gender roles and hierarchies. They argue that the core message of the Bible is one
of justice and liberation, which should extend to all people regardless of gender. Rosemary Radford
Ruether, a leading feminist theologian, contends that the liberative message of Christianity necessitates
the dismantling of patriarchy and the promotion of gender equality. Ruether’s work emphasizes the
need for a transformative praxis that aligns with the biblical principles of justice and equality (Ruether,
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1983). This perspective calls for both a re-reading of Scripture and a reformation of ecclesial practices
to reflect an inclusive vision of community.

Critics of the feminist model argue that it often imposes contemporary values onto ancient texts,
potentially distorting their original meaning. They contend that the revisionist approach can lead to
subjective interpretations that prioritize modern sensibilities over the historical and theological integrity
of the Bible. Some traditionalists assert that feminist hermeneutics risks undermining the authority of
Scripture by selectively emphasizing certain themes while downplaying others (Carson, 1996). They
caution against reading the Bible through a purely ideological lens, advocating instead for
interpretations that consider the text’s historical and cultural context without necessarily reconfiguring
its fundamental messages. Despite these criticisms, proponents of feminist theology maintain that their
approach is not about distorting Scripture but about uncovering and amplifying aspects that have been
historically neglected or suppressed. They argue that all interpretations are influenced by the
interpreter’s context and that feminist hermeneutics seeks to provide a necessary corrective to centuries
of male-dominated exegesis. This perspective is grounded in the belief that the Bible contains a
multiplicity of voices and that a more inclusive reading can lead to a richer and more just understanding
of the text.

The feminist model also emphasizes the practical implications of biblical interpretation for
contemporary faith communities. Feminist theologians advocate for changes in church practices and
policies to reflect gender equality. This includes ordaining women, using inclusive language in worship,
and addressing issues of gender justice within the church and society. By promoting an egalitarian
vision, feminist theology aims to create a faith community that embodies the principles of justice and
equality found in Scripture. The feminist model of biblical hermeneutics represents a critical and
transformative approach to Scripture. It seeks to challenge patriarchal interpretations and to promote an
inclusive and egalitarian understanding of the Bible. While it faces criticisms regarding the potential
for subjective interpretations and the imposition of contemporary values, feminist theology offers a
necessary and compelling critique of traditional exegesis. By uncovering the voices and experiences of
women in the biblical narrative, feminist theologians provide a richer and more just interpretation of
Scripture that aligns with the core biblical principles of justice and liberation.

Comparative Analysis

The feminist and sexual permissive models of revisionism in religious scripture share common goals
but diverge significantly in their methodologies and priorities. Both approaches seek to make scripture
more relevant to contemporary society by challenging traditional interpretations, yet they do so from
different angles and with varying emphases. The feminist model of revisionism focuses primarily on
addressing and rectifying gender biases in religious texts. Feminist theologians argue that traditional
interpretations of scripture often perpetuate patriarchal norms, marginalizing women and other gender
minorities. They seek to uncover and amplify the voices of women within scripture, which have
historically been overlooked or misrepresented. This approach involves reinterpreting passages that
have been used to justify gender inequality and highlighting themes of justice and equality that align
with feminist values (Trible, 1978). For instance, feminist scholars may reinterpret the story of Eve not
as a tale of original sin brought about by female disobedience, but as a narrative reflecting the struggles
and resilience of women (Russell, 1993).

In contrast, the sexual permissive model emphasizes the need to reinterpret scripture in ways that affirm
diverse sexual orientations and practices. This model critiques traditional religious stances on sexuality,
which often condemn non-heteronormative behaviors and relationships. Proponents argue that these
interpretations are not only outdated but also harmful, contributing to the stigmatization and
marginalization of LGBTQ+ individuals. Revisionists in this camp strive to find a more inclusive
understanding of sexuality within scripture, suggesting that the texts have been misused to enforce
restrictive and oppressive sexual ethics (Scroggs, 1983). For example, they might reexamine the story
of Sodom and Gomorrah, arguing that the sin of these cities was not homosexuality but inhospitality
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and violence (Boswell, 1980). Both models share the goal of making scripture more inclusive and
aligned with modern values, but their methodologies differ significantly. Feminist revisionists often
employ historical-critical methods to uncover the socio-cultural contexts in which biblical texts were
written, seeking to understand how these contexts have influenced traditional interpretations (Fiorenza,
1983). They might explore how historical power dynamics have shaped the portrayal of women and
argue for readings that liberate rather than oppress. Sexual permissive revisionists, on the other hand,
might focus more on the ethical and pastoral implications of scriptural interpretations. They emphasize
the need for a hermeneutic of love and acceptance, advocating for readings that support the dignity and
worth of all individuals regardless of their sexual orientation (Goss, 1993).

Despite their shared objectives, the two models can sometimes come into conflict. Feminist revisionism
can occasionally clash with sexually permissive perspectives, particularly when issues of gender
intersect with those of sexuality. For example, debates about the portrayal of women in scripture
sometimes intersect with discussions about homosexuality and gender non-conformity, leading to
complex interpretative challenges. Feminist theologians might prioritize readings that empower women
in traditional roles, while sexually permissive scholars might push for broader acceptance of non-
traditional gender identities and relationships (Stuart, 1997). One significant commonality between the
two models is their critique of traditionalist approaches to scripture. Both feminist and sexual
permissive revisionists argue that traditional interpretations have been used to uphold oppressive social
structures. They seek to challenge these interpretations by offering alternative readings that promote
justice, equality, and inclusivity. This critical stance towards traditionalism is rooted in a belief that
scripture should be a living document, capable of speaking to the needs and concerns of contemporary
society (Thistlethwaite, 1994). However, the differences in their approaches can lead to distinct
theological and ethical implications. Feminist revisionism, with its focus on gender equality, often
emphasizes the importance of community and relational ethics. It calls for a reimagining of religious
practices and institutions in ways that include and elevate the voices of women and other marginalized
genders (Daly, 1973). Sexual permissive revisionism, while also concerned with inclusivity, places a
stronger emphasis on individual autonomy and the affirmation of diverse sexual identities and practices.
It advocates for interpretations that validate and celebrate sexual diversity, often challenging deeply
entrenched norms around sexuality and morality (Nelson, 1978).

The internal criticisms within each model highlight some of these tensions. Within feminist revisionism,
there is ongoing debate about the extent to which traditional texts can be reclaimed and reinterpreted.
Some feminist scholars argue for a radical departure from patriarchal texts, suggesting that truly
liberative readings may require moving beyond traditional scripture altogether (Hampson, 1990).
Similarly, within the sexual permissive model, there is a discussion about the balance between affirming
sexual diversity and maintaining coherent ethical frameworks. Critics within this camp sometimes
worry that a too-permissive approach might undermine important ethical standards (Grenz, 1998).
External criticisms from traditionalists and other scholars further complicate the picture. Traditionalists
often argue that revisionist approaches, whether feminist or sexually permissive, undermine the
authority and integrity of scripture. They contend that such readings impose modern values onto ancient
texts, distorting their original meanings and intentions (Carson, 2010). These critiques raise important
questions about the limits of reinterpretation and the potential risks of anachronism in biblical
scholarship.

The feminist and sexual permissive models of revisionist scripture interpretation offer valuable insights
and raise important questions about the relevance and application of religious texts in contemporary
society. Both models seek to make scripture more inclusive and aligned with modern values, but they
do so in different ways and with distinct priorities. While they share common ground in their critique
of traditionalism, their divergent methodologies and goals highlight the complexities and challenges of
engaging in revisionist biblical scholarship. These differences underscore the ongoing need for dialogue
and reflection within the broader field of theological studies.
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Critique of the Revisionist Perspective Using Feminist and Sexual Permissive Models
Revisionism in religious Scripture aims to reinterpret sacred texts to align with contemporary values
and sensibilities. This critique explores how feminist and sexual permissive models approach
revisionism, assessing their strengths and weaknesses. Feminist revisionism seeks to address perceived
patriarchal biases in Scripture, advocating for gender equality and inclusivity. The sexual permissive
model, on the other hand, challenges traditional sexual ethics, promoting acceptance of diverse sexual
orientations and practices. While these models strive to modernize Scripture, they face significant
criticisms regarding their theological, ethical, and interpretive approaches.

Feminist hermeneutics, a cornerstone of feminist revisionism, seeks to uncover and rectify gender
biases in religious texts. Scholars like Elisabeth Schussler Fiorenza argue that traditional scriptural
interpretations have perpetuated patriarchal structures that marginalize women (Schussler Fiorenza,
1983). Feminist revisionists advocate for readings that emphasize equality and the inclusion of women's
voices, which they believe are often suppressed or ignored in traditional exegesis. This approach aims
to create a more just and egalitarian faith community.

However, feminist revisionism faces criticism for potentially imposing contemporary gender norms
onto ancient texts. Critics argue that such anachronistic interpretations can distort the original meaning
and context of Scripture (Trible, 1978). Moreover, the selective emphasis on certain passages while
neglecting others can lead to a fragmented and inconsistent theological framework. For instance, while
feminist scholars highlight empowering stories of women in the Bible, they may downplay or reinterpret
passages that seem to reinforce traditional gender roles. Additionally, the feminist model can sometimes
be accused of undermining the authority of Scripture by prioritizing modern egalitarian values over the
text's historical and cultural context. This approach raises questions about the balance between
respecting the integrity of sacred texts and advocating for social justice. While feminist revisionism
contributes significantly to the ongoing dialogue about gender in religion, it must navigate the delicate
line between reinterpretation and revisionism that might alienate adherents who value traditional
interpretations (Ruether, 1985).

The sexual permissive model critiques traditional scriptural stances on sexuality, advocating for a more
inclusive and accepting approach to diverse sexual orientations and practices. Proponents of this model
argue that traditional interpretations often reflect outdated cultural norms that marginalize LGBTQ+
individuals (Boswell, 1980). By revisiting and reinterpreting texts related to sexuality, sexual
permissive revisionists aim to foster a more inclusive religious environment. One of the strengths of
this model is its emphasis on compassion and inclusivity, aligning with broader societal movements
towards acceptance and equality. This approach challenges the traditional binary understanding of
sexuality and seeks to affirm the dignity and worth of all individuals, regardless of their sexual
orientation. By promoting a more inclusive interpretation of Scripture, the sexual permissive model
seeks to make religious communities more welcoming and supportive of LGBTQ+ individuals.
However, the sexual permissive model also faces significant criticisms. Traditionalists argue that this
approach often relies on selective readings of Scripture, ignoring or reinterpreting passages that
condemn certain sexual behaviors (Gagnon, 2001). Critics contend that this selective approach can
undermine the coherence and consistency of theological teachings. Furthermore, there is a concern that
the sexual permissive model prioritizes contemporary social values over the timeless principles believed
to be embedded in Scripture. Additionally, this model can be seen as challenging the authority of
religious traditions that have long-held specific views on sexual morality. By advocating for changes in
deeply rooted beliefs, the sexual permissive model can create tension within religious communities,
potentially leading to divisions and conflicts (Via & Gagnon, 2003). While the model seeks to promote
inclusivity and acceptance, it must also contend with the challenge of maintaining theological integrity
and cohesion.

Both feminist and sexual permissive models share common goals of inclusivity and equality,
challenging traditional interpretations they see as oppressive or exclusionary. However, their
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approaches and focal points differ significantly. The feminist model primarily addresses gender
inequality and seeks to elevate women's roles within religious narratives and communities. In contrast,
the sexual permissive model focuses on sexual ethics, advocating for the acceptance of diverse sexual
orientations and practices.

While both models contribute to the broader discussion of how Scripture should interact with modern
values, they also face similar criticisms. Both are accused of imposing contemporary norms onto ancient
texts, potentially distorting their original meanings. Moreover, the selective nature of their
reinterpretations raises questions about the consistency and coherence of their theological frameworks.
The impact of these models on traditional interpretations is profound. They challenge long-held beliefs
and practices, prompting religious communities to re-examine their teachings and values. However, this
re-examination can lead to significant internal conflict and division, as adherents grapple with balancing
modern sensibilities and traditional doctrines.

The feminist and sexual permissive models of revisionism offer valuable insights and critiques that
challenge traditional interpretations of Scripture. They advocate for a more inclusive and egalitarian
approach, aligning religious teachings with contemporary values of gender equality and sexual
inclusivity. However, these models also face significant criticisms regarding their interpretive methods
and the potential distortion of the original context and meaning of sacred texts. The critique of the
revisionist perspective highlights the complex interplay between tradition and modernity in religious
interpretation. While revisionism seeks to make Scripture more relevant to contemporary life, it must
carefully navigate the challenges of maintaining theological integrity and coherence. The ongoing
dialogue between traditionalists and revisionists is essential for the dynamic and evolving nature of
religious faith, ensuring that it remains meaningful and relevant in a changing world.

Methodology

The methodology section of this study outlines the qualitative approach and secondary data analysis
methods employed to critique the revisionist perspective on Scripture using feminist and sexual
permissive models. This section will detail the research design, data collection methods, data sources,
and analytical procedures used in this study.

Research Design

This study adopts a qualitative research design to explore the nuanced perspectives and interpretations
within the feminist and sexual permissive models of scriptural revisionism. The qualitative approach
allows for an in-depth understanding of the themes, motivations, and critiques associated with these
models.

Data Collection Methods

e Literature Review: A comprehensive literature review was conducted to gather existing
scholarly work on revisionism, feminist hermeneutics, and sexual permissive interpretations of
Scripture. This included academic books, peer-reviewed journal articles, and relevant
theological texts.

o Document Analysis: Key texts from feminist and sexual permissive scholars were analyzed to
identify core arguments, themes, and critiques of traditional scriptural interpretations. This
included primary sources such as seminal works by influential feminist theologians and
advocates of sexual permissiveness.

e Thematic Analysis: Themes were identified from the literature and documents reviewed to
categorize and interpret the various perspectives and critiques within the revisionist models.

Data Sources

e Primary Texts: Key writings by feminist theologians and sexual permissive advocates, such
as works by Phyllis Trible, Elisabeth Schissler Fiorenza, and John Shelby Spong.
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e Secondary Sources: Academic commentaries, peer-reviewed articles, and books that analyze
and critique revisionist approaches to Scripture. These sources provide context, support, and
counterpoints to the primary texts.

e Historical and Cultural Contexts: Contextual information from historical and cultural studies
that elucidate the evolution of feminist and sexual permissive thought in relation to religious
texts.

Analytical Procedures

o Qualitative Content Analysis: The content of the collected texts was systematically examined
to identify recurring themes, arguments, and critiques. This involved coding the data to
categorize and interpret the key elements of feminist and sexual permissive revisionism.

o Comparative Analysis: The themes identified were compared and contrasted to highlight
similarities and differences between the feminist and sexual permissive models. This helped in
understanding the unique and overlapping critiques each model presents against traditional
scriptural interpretations.

e Critical Evaluation: The identified themes and arguments were critically evaluated to assess
their strengths and weaknesses. This involved scrutinizing the logical coherence, theological
implications, and practical consequences of the revisionist perspectives.

e Synthesis of Findings: The findings from the content and comparative analyses were
synthesized to present a comprehensive critique of the revisionist perspective. This synthesis
provided a balanced view of the potential benefits and challenges of adopting feminist and
sexual permissive revisions of Scripture.

Discussion of Findings

The feminist approach to Scripture involves a re-examination and re-interpretation of texts traditionally
used to justify patriarchal structures. Feminist scholars argue that many of these texts have been
misinterpreted or selectively used to oppress women. They aim to uncover egalitarian messages within
Scripture and highlight the roles of women in religious narratives (Schussler Fiorenza, 2016). By
challenging traditional patriarchal readings, feminists seek to construct a more inclusive theological
framework. For instance, the re-interpretation of the creation stories in Genesis emphasizes the equal
creation of man and woman, challenging interpretations that have justified male dominance (Trible,
1978).

However, feminist revisionism faces significant challenges. Critics argue that it often involves
projecting contemporary values onto ancient texts, potentially distorting their original meanings and
contexts (Jobling, 2001). Furthermore, the focus on gender equality can sometimes overshadow other
important theological themes, reducing the richness of Scriptural narratives to a single issue (Exum,
1995). Despite these critiques, the feminist model has been influential in highlighting the voices and
experiences of women in religious communities, fostering greater inclusivity and awareness.

The sexual permissive model advocates for a more accepting stance towards diverse sexual orientations
and practices, arguing that traditional Scriptural interpretations often perpetuate harmful attitudes
towards sexuality. Scholars within this model critique the ways in which certain passages have been
used to marginalize LGBTQ+ individuals and seek to reinterpret these texts in a more inclusive manner
(Goss, 2002). They argue that a more permissive approach to sexuality aligns better with modern
understandings of human rights and dignity.

One prominent example is the reinterpretation of passages traditionally used to condemn
homosexuality, such as those in Leviticus and Paul's letters in the New Testament. Revisionists argue
that these texts have been misinterpreted or taken out of their historical and cultural contexts, advocating
for readings that emphasize love and acceptance over condemnation (Boswell, 1980).

Nevertheless, this approach has its critics. Traditionalists argue that such reinterpretations undermine
the moral authority of Scripture by bending it to fit contemporary social norms (Hays, 1996). They
contend that the sexual permissive model selectively emphasizes certain aspects of Scripture while
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neglecting others, potentially leading to an incomplete theological understanding (Grenz, 1998).
Moreover, critics within the LGBTQ+ community sometimes argue that this model can unintentionally
reinforce the idea that traditional interpretations are inherently homophobic, rather than highlighting
the potential for diverse readings within the same texts (Brooten, 1996).

Both the feminist and sexual permissive models share common goals in their revisionist efforts,
primarily aiming to make Scripture more inclusive and relevant to contemporary audiences. They both
challenge traditional interpretations that have been used to justify exclusion and marginalization,
advocating for readings that promote equality and acceptance (Loades, 1990). This common ground
reflects a broader trend within revisionism towards a more humane and compassionate understanding
of religious texts.

However, their methodologies and priorities differ significantly. The feminist model often focuses on
uncovering and emphasizing the roles of women within Scripture, advocating for gender equality within
religious practice and leadership (Russell, 1993). In contrast, the sexual permissive model prioritizes
the acceptance and affirmation of diverse sexual orientations and practices, seeking to dismantle
traditional sexual ethics that are seen as restrictive or oppressive (Scroggs, 1983).

These differences highlight the varying impacts of revisionist models on traditional interpretations of
Scripture. Feminist revisionism often leads to a re-evaluation of leadership roles and practices within
religious communities, advocating for the ordination of women and greater representation in decision-
making processes (Soskice, 2006). Meanwhile, the sexual permissive model tends to focus more on
moral and ethical issues, challenging long-standing doctrines related to sexual behavior and
relationships (Nelson, 1978).

The broader implications of adopting revisionist perspectives, whether feminist or sexually permissive,
are significant. Both models push for a rethinking of religious teachings and practices, encouraging
communities to be more inclusive and accepting. However, they also raise important questions about
the nature of Scriptural authority and interpretation. If Scripture can be reinterpreted to fit contemporary
values, critics argue, it risks losing its timeless authority and becoming a tool for social engineering
(Vanhoozer, 1998).

Moreover, the theological and ethical implications are profound. Feminist and sexual permissive
revisionism challenge traditional doctrines and moral teachings, which can lead to significant changes
in religious practice and community life (Thiselton, 2009). These changes are not always welcomed by
all members of religious communities, leading to potential conflicts and divisions (Yip, 2005).
Nonetheless, the push for more inclusive interpretations of Scripture reflects a broader desire to make
religious teachings more relevant and compassionate in the modern world.

Overall, the revisionist perspective, as examined through the feminist and sexual permissive models,
offers a critical re-evaluation of traditional Scriptural interpretations. While both models share common
goals of inclusivity and acceptance, their differing methodologies and priorities highlight the
complexities and challenges of revisionism. Feminist revisionism focuses on gender equality and the
inclusion of women's voices, while the sexual permissive model advocates for a more accepting stance
towards diverse sexual orientations and practices. Both approaches have their strengths and weaknesses,
and their broader implications for religious communities are profound. As religious communities
continue to grapple with these issues, the debate over the role of revisionism in interpreting Scripture
is likely to remain a significant and contentious topic.

Conclusion

The exploration of the revisionist perspective through feminist and sexual permissive models reveals a
complex interplay of challenges and opportunities in reinterpreting Scripture to align with modern
values. Feminist revisionism seeks to rectify perceived gender imbalances in religious texts by
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emphasizing egalitarian principles and highlighting the contributions and experiences of women. This
approach has fostered greater inclusivity and representation within religious communities, challenging
patriarchal structures and advocating for the ordination and leadership of women. However, it also faces
criticism for potentially imposing contemporary gender horms onto ancient texts, risking the loss of
historical and theological nuances. Similarly, the sexual permissive model advocates for a more
inclusive understanding of sexual ethics, challenging traditional interpretations that marginalize
LGBTQ+ individuals. By reinterpreting key Scriptural passages, proponents aim to foster acceptance
and dignity for diverse sexual orientations and practices. This model aligns with modern human rights
principles and seeks to dismantle harmful attitudes towards sexuality within religious contexts.
However, it too is critiqued for potentially undermining the moral authority of Scripture and selectively
emphasizing certain aspects while neglecting others.

Both models share a common goal of making Scripture more relevant and compassionate in
contemporary society, promoting inclusivity and acceptance. Their differing methodologies and
priorities, however, highlight the complexities of revisionism. Feminist revisionism focuses on gender
equality and the inclusion of women's voices, while the sexual permissive model prioritizes the
acceptance of diverse sexual orientations and practices. These differences reflect broader debates within
religious communities about the nature of Scriptural interpretation and the balance between tradition
and modernity.

The broader implications of these revisionist perspectives are significant. They push for a rethinking of
religious teachings and practices, encouraging communities to be more inclusive and accepting.
However, they also raise important questions about the nature of Scriptural authority and interpretation.
Critics argue that reinterpreting Scripture to fit contemporary values risks losing its timeless authority
and reducing its theological depth. Furthermore, the potential for conflicts and divisions within religious
communities is a significant concern as they grapple with these issues.

Finally, the critique of the revisionist perspective using feminist and sexual permissive models
underscores the ongoing debate over the interpretation of Scripture in modern contexts. Both models
offer valuable insights and highlight the need for a more inclusive and humane understanding of
religious texts. However, they also face significant criticisms and challenges, reflecting the complexities
and tensions inherent in the process of theological revisionism. As religious communities continue to
navigate these issues, the balance between honoring traditional interpretations and embracing modern
values will remain a contentious and evolving discourse.

Recommendations

1. Encouraging Inclusive Dialogue within Religious Communities

Recommendation: Religious communities should foster inclusive and respectful dialogue that
considers diverse perspectives, including feminist and sexually permissive viewpoints.

Rationale: Open dialogue can help bridge gaps between traditionalists and revisionists, promoting
understanding and reducing conflict. This approach allows for a more holistic examination of Scriptural
texts and their contemporary relevance.

2. Developing Contextual Hermeneutics

Recommendation: Scholars and religious leaders should develop hermeneutical frameworks that
balance historical context with contemporary values.

Rationale: By considering the historical and cultural contexts in which Scriptural texts were written,
these frameworks can provide more nuanced interpretations that respect both the original meanings and
modern ethical considerations. This approach mitigates the risk of imposing contemporary values onto
ancient texts while still addressing current issues of inclusivity and equality.

3. Comprehensive Theological Education

Recommendation: Religious institutions should offer comprehensive theological education that
includes feminist and sexually permissive perspectives alongside traditional interpretations.

110




Multidisciplinary Journal of Law, Education and Humanities, Volume 1 Number 1, 2024
ownline publication with Google Scholar indexing, Email: mjlen24@gmail.com
Title: Critiquing Scriptural Revisionism: Feminism and Sexually Permissive Models in Perspective
Authors: Revd Dr. Chukwunonso J. Nosike; Chianumba, Chigoziem Mubarak; Dr. James N. Nweke

Rationale: Educating clergy and laypeople about diverse interpretative models can enhance their
understanding of Scripture and its application in modern life. This education fosters a more informed
and empathetic approach to theological debates and pastoral care.

4. Promoting Gender Equality in Religious Leadership

Recommendation: Religious communities should actively promote gender equality in leadership roles,
ensuring that women have equal opportunities to serve and lead.

Rationale: Gender equality in leadership not only aligns with feminist revisionist goals but also
enriches religious communities by bringing diverse experiences and perspectives to decision-making
processes. This inclusivity can lead to more balanced and representative governance within religious
institutions.

5. Affirming LGBTQ+ Inclusivity

Recommendation: Religious communities should affirm the dignity and inclusion of LGBTQ+
individuals, re-evaluating doctrines and practices that marginalize them.

Rationale: By embracing more inclusive interpretations of Scripture, communities can support the
well-being and spiritual growth of LGBTQ+ members. This approach aligns with the sexual permissive
model’s goals and promotes a more compassionate and accepting religious environment.

6. Encouraging Interdisciplinary Research

Recommendation: Scholars should engage in interdisciplinary research that integrates insights from
theology, sociology, gender studies, and queer theory.

Rationale: Interdisciplinary research can provide a more comprehensive understanding of how
Scriptural interpretations impact individuals and communities. This approach helps develop more
robust and inclusive theological frameworks that address contemporary issues effectively.

7. Establishing Support Networks

Recommendation: Religious organizations should establish support networks for individuals
navigating the challenges of reconciling their faith with feminist or LGBTQ+ identities.

Rationale: Support networks can offer guidance, community, and resources for those facing conflicts
between their religious beliefs and personal identities. These networks promote mental and spiritual
well-being, helping individuals integrate their faith with their lived experiences.

8. Conducting Ongoing Revisions and Evaluations

Recommendation: Religious communities should commit to ongoing revisions and evaluations of their
interpretative practices and doctrines.

Rationale: Regularly revisiting and updating interpretations and practices ensures that they remain
relevant and responsive to contemporary issues. This commitment to continuous improvement reflects
a dynamic and living faith tradition that can adapt to changing societal contexts.

9. Facilitating Workshops and Seminars

Recommendation: Organize workshops and seminars that explore feminist and sexually permissive
interpretations of Scripture.

Rationale: These educational events can deepen understanding and encourage critical thinking among
community members. They provide a platform for discussing and debating different perspectives in a
structured and respectful environment.

10. Fostering Global Perspectives

Recommendation: Religious scholars and leaders should incorporate global perspectives into their
interpretative practices, considering how feminist and sexually permissive models are applied in diverse
cultural contexts.

Rationale: Understanding how these models are received and adapted in various cultural settings can
provide valuable insights and promote a more globally inclusive approach to Scriptural interpretation.
This global perspective enriches theological discourse and supports the development of universally
relevant interpretations.

Implementing these recommendations can help religious communities navigate the complexities of
revisionist perspectives, fostering inclusivity, and compassion while respecting the integrity of
Scriptural texts. By embracing diverse viewpoints and ongoing dialogue, communities can develop
more relevant and humane theological practices.
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