Submission Revisited

Our pamphlet on submission published several yageswas, for the most part, well
received. However, over the years we have had segative responses from what you might call
good and well-meaning people.

This pamphlet is intended to shed light on sontaede objections. | intend to state some of
the criticism and then try as best | can to explayrposition in a simple and direct manner. | &k t
reader to please hold off getting mad until aftawr 1ave read the whole pamphlet. | would ask you
also to please say a little prayer, asking Goadtigleten your mind to correctly discern whether or
not what is written is true and compatible with Kkigine will.

One criticism | would like to address is, “Why ddesalways talk about the woman having

to be submissive? Why can’t he write about whatntla@ should do and be?”
Answer: | do write about the man’s role. In facgnh very blunt about men not being what God
wants them to be. Most are selfish and are so eedwpth their big boy toys that they have a hard
time thinking. This lack of thinking causes comitation with their not so submissive wives. | have
called men “wimps” and “gutless wonders”. The pavblwith most men is that they have lost their
dignity to such an extent that criticisms rarelyHsy them.

With women, however, it's quite a differestory. They have been programmed by the
feminist to be extremely sensitive to any divulgeata woman'’s defects in the performance of their
domestic obligationgspecially when it comes to submissidiey have been mentally prepared to
take offense at the slightest suggestion that aamamto be subject to her husband. This sensitivit
is so pronounced that the very suggestion of suamss equivalent to suggesting that she should
be treated as a slave. Isn’t this sad? God'’s fadenofe is portrayed as something degrading to the
dignity of a woman, and this is being felt not oblythe hard-core feminist, but also by supposedly
good Catholics as well. Is there any wonder therm rate is so high among Catholics today?

When anyone talks or writes about the man’s resipdities, the very people who are upset
with what is identified as the traditional womandde are also upset with what is identified as the
traditional man’s role. Now, they are not upsetéfsay the man is irresponsible, lazy, unreliable
anything of that nature. They are quite willinggtmalong with these statements especially if they a
angry with their husband at the time. However, Watbat happens when it comes to headship and
leadership in the home. Boy, does the blood presstart to rise. Now | must confess, there are
many women who acknowledge that the husband isdad, that is, as long as she has control of his
head.

The following little story is true. The names hdezn changed to protect the guilty.

| was a training supervisor for an oilfield servamampany. While training one young man,
whom we will call Peter, the conversation got atmthe husband’s role in the family. I informed
Peter of his lack of leadership in his home. | wasud of myself for doing him such a big favor.
This was many years ago when | was less wisedIHioh all the things he should be doing in his
home to be a good husband and leader. The youngweanhhome that night enthusiastically
anticipating taking over the leadership of his hofde could see himself being respected and
admired by both his wife and his young childretindught | had done an exceptionally good job of
showing him what a truly manly man could be andgloey that goes along with such leadership.
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Now as | said, this was many years ago when | waguite as wise as | am today. The young man
returned the next day very angry with me and fonyngears would hardly speak to me. From the
little he divulged to me | ascertained that hisawlieing slightly large in stature, almost threm hi
out the house. So much for my good intentions.

What | learned, and what | hope you learned atsthat you don’'t send a boy out to do a
man’s job. Submission is a loving gift from theewio her husband. It should not have to be forced
or demanded. It should be a natural responseasfiag wife to the husband God has permitted her
to love and honor until death. To try and conviasgeak man to take control of his home when he
doesn’t have the respect of his wife would onlyssanore trouble in the home. So, | try to persuade
women, by logic, Scripture and the long-standiagiéngs of our Holy Catholic Church, to embrace
this most wonderful attitude of submission. Thisvizat | have taught all five of my daughters. |
constantly stressed that if they live like the wiyrbvoman, they will have the same problems with
their husband as the worldly woman has with heband. | wanted better for my daughters than
what the world had to offer with its “tinsel lifg#” that only brings unhappiness and, in far too
many instances, divorce.

| would like to share with you another story. John is a very good priest. He has good
relations with most of his parishioners, who seerhd glad that he is their parish priest.

Fr. John has been persuaded by the world thatdtee of submission by the wife to her
husband is nothing less than the denial of heriyigis a human being. Father generally prefers to
avoid this topic, but when forced to make a comngemierally quotes the passage in scripture that
refers to mutual subjection. Father uses this pas$ar the express purpose of avoiding an
argument. He knows that this quote is easy for pesple to accept. (That is why Father likes to use
it.) Father knows it is unlikely he will ever hate@argue, for most people are content with being
mutually subject to each other. It sounds so kiodng and fair. Being a good, compassionate
person, Father is truly concerned with the risimgnhber of divorces among his good Catholic people.
He thinks, “If only they could mutually agree orindys. If they did, there would be no family
problems and no divorces. Why is it that they cammatually subject to one another?”

What is easy to miss is that mutual subjection laeadship are two distinctly different
things. In almost all instances where mutual sulgegs used, the intent is to water down or ineom
instances completely eliminates the notion of tife'sssubmission to her husband.

In essence they are sayitighere is no headeveryone is equal. The Church was wrong, St.
Paul is a chauvinist and he is wrong too. In thevr@@atholic Church, everyone is free to do their
own thing. We will all be happy doing our otining. Subjection of the woman to her husband is a
thing of the past.’For all those who adopt this worldly attitude Ivieemphatically respondThe
love and stability of your families (if it ever stad) will also be a thing of the past.

There is a Difference

Mutual subjectionomeans both husband and wife are interested ingés of the other and
will put the needs of the other, as well as thelsed the family members, ahead of their own.

Headship,on the other hand, deals with the responsibilitthe husband to govern and
organize the family. It is to the husband that @wes the responsibility to solve any problems the
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family might encounter. This relieves the motheth# tension and stress that would be created in
her if she had to solve these problems herselt dsls any mother if she likes scolding and
correcting the children. You might want to ask ¢hédren how they feel toward their mother after
she has unleashed her anger on them. Godly headsbiges the mother of the obligation of being a
nag. Mothers who are not under the headship of thesbands become something that they
themselves don't like, and that is truly sad.

Rebirth of Paganism

| would like to quote Pope Pius XI&t. Paul said that as many, as have been baptized i
Christand who have put on Christ, are allsohGod; there is neither male nor female, because
all are one in Christ Jesus. Not so, howeveth& Church and in the family, which are visible
societies: for this reason the apostle warned: “Butould have you know that the head of every
man is Christ: and the head of the woman is the:raad the head of Christ Sod.”

The great apostle felt it necessary to remind threverts of Corinth of this truth. Many ideas
and customs of the pagan world could have easityentlzem forget, or not understand, or overlook,
this fundamental fact. Would he not perhaps feehtted of his warnings just as necessary today for
not a few Christians? Is it not true that in oureathere is blowing the ill wind of a rebirth of
paganism?

| ask the reader, would St. Paul have a more difftane convincing the Catholic woman of
our day than the pagan woman of his day? Weak memardhearted women make it difficult for
the Word of God to be heard and understood. Onlgese prayer and a heart that longs for union
with God can break the shackles of rebellion thad so many of our women today.

Pope John Paul Il

In a homily, Pope John Paul Il had this to say eoniag parent’s responsibilities.

“In order to bring a child into the world, a few mths are sufficient: to raise and educate it,
not even a lifetime is enough. There is, in facyald of human and supernatural values that
parents must transmit to their children, so thagith‘giving life” might have a fully human
dimension. And this requires time, patience, arhaestible reserve of intelligence, tact and love.
It is a journey that the whole family is called rrake together, day after day, in a process of
progressive growth involving all the family membeist just the children, but the parents as well.
By responsibly living their fatherhood and mothextipthey come to discover unexpected and
marvelous aspects of their married love.”

Responsible living is the key. So | ask the readben women rebel against God and boldly
shout out, “l will not obey!” can marital love ex®slf Sacred Scripture is outdated and the woman no
longer has to obey her husband, then would it edbgical to assume that the children would no
longer be required to obey their father and motAe®| guess dad would no longer be required to
love mom as his own body.



Conclusion

Only the Church can right the wrongs of the reqgast. It is for the Church to redefine the
meaning of marriage from its perverted “love-em ale-em” mentality of today, back to what
God in His wisdom foreordained marriage to be.

Man with his weakness and woman with her folly ca&ver achieve true marital bliss
without the Divine grace that only God through Bisurch can give. Only Divine grace can enable a
man to see the dignity of his duty both as huslzemtfather and desire to be the best he can in both
roles. Likewise, only Divine grace can enable a &ono see the dignity of being a wife and mother,
and to also desire being the best she can in btgh.r

Without Divine grace, it would be completely ridious for a man to dedicate his life to, in
some instances, a nagging woman. Why should heggowtith her? Why not do like the worldly man
and dump the nagging woman? We must keep in maidhlese sweet little gals with their sweet
little smiles can, at times, be extremely repulgiwea man who is looking for compassionate
affection, and feels that he is being denied ihisywife. Affection that today is readily available
outside the home with only a telephone call.

Without Divine grace, it would be completely ridious for a woman to dedicate her life and
be submissive to, in so many instances, an idaitisonly interested, it seems, in his own liked a
dislikes and practically none in hers and the chiits. A man that if he does anything constructive
in the family, she has to tell him what, when, vehe@nd how to do it. So often he is just another ki
that she is obliged to take care of. Without divgnagce, she also can easily seek relief in the afms
another.

We have lost faith in our Faith. We have come tlielde that living the lifestyle of our
forefathers is no longer possible today. We haseféoth in God, His Church, and in the Scriptures.
We have even lost faith in ourselv&®s, we have come a long way, Balogl we don’t like where
we are.

How often have | heard women who after madirst pamphlet on submission sdy/feels so
good to let go and let him worry about everythingSubmission is the Godly power a woman has at
her disposal that can produce miracles.



