Free to Marry (Draft 8/8/01)

The whole head is sick, and the whole heart faints (Isaiah 1:5)


The whole strife and labor and agony of the Son with every man is to get him to die as He died.  All preaching that aims not at this is a building with wood, and hay, and stubble—George MacDonald

Free to Marry

In ’42 I was born “under the law,”

Under the law I was married.

My beloved saw

She was under my law,

And for twenty-five years we tarried.

Through Him to the Law I am dying,

That I might finally obey,

Can I surrender and quit trying?

Jesus’ life within me the way.

How I long that the law 

Would utterly kill me;

For if I die, my beloved is free!

Free to marry again,

        O God! would she then choose me!
Free To Marry (Draft 8/8/01)

Forward


All husbands need to “die” that their wives may become “free to marry” another.  That “other” is a re-born husband, bearing a “strong family resemblance” to the divine image.  When this actually happens, the results for good are staggering—for the marriage and society as whole. I believe this is one of the richest concepts as St. Paul presents it in the Christian Bible, Romans chapter seven.  The concept has everything to do with the Christian message of “good news”, both in terms of its content and its reach.


Paul’s gospel dispels the fundamental curse of Genesis three: “I will put enmity between you and the woman…”  The enmity produces a double curse: “Your desire shall be for your husband” and “he shall rule over you” (Gen 3:16). Not only were women to lust after the power men would wrongly seek and acquire, men would also find it necessary to protect that power through the subjugation of women.


Paul’s indictment of the church in Corinth: “You are carnal”—the gospel hadn’t much of an effect yet on the members of the church.  Paul’s first letter to them showed the many ways that carnality found expression.  One of the most striking is the relationship of men and women during church services and the many problems that played out due to an unregenerate Corinthian worldview.  It is in this letter that Paul reveals the order of God in all relationships, an order that alleviates the curse of Genesis three, a curse that is still being strongly felt in the world today.

New Testament Babel: Law Worship


Fundamental to all relationship problems, and specifically the marriage problems we will address, is the law and its place in our lives.  Romans chapter seven is overflowing with meanings as Paul speaks to the law.  He makes the argument that while “under the law” we cannot keep it; so the case is made for the need of God’s sovereign grace.  We learn that the law is good, but that which was to bring life, eventually brings “death” to each of us.  Paul speaks to the dilemma all face: how are we to serve God by the righteous standards of his law when we see “the law of sin and death” so strongly operating within us? Though we are to avoid at all cost an “under the law” atmosphere in the church, Paul was among the first of many believers to come who would show the importance of obedience.

“The golden rule for understanding spiritually is not intellect, but obedience…if we realize that obedience is the “end”, then each moment as it comes is precious" (Oswald Chambers).

“Obedience is the only faith…faith and obedience are one and the same spirit: what in the heart we call faith, in the will we call obedience” (George MacDonald).  

The ideal is obedience to God. But how are we to avoid the pitfalls of legalism and genuinely obey in a humble, “faithful” way that really pleases God?

Paul argues that if we can only escape an “under the law” atmosphere, found oddly enough to be pervasive within much of the church, the mental disposition changes and we find we can actually obey!  The freedom that Paul so strongly promotes allows Christians to take heart and do the best they can.  Within the current dispensation, this is “good enough”.  The grace of God assures us that nowadays “progress, not perfection” is fully acceptable to God.


The “love verses power” theme is strong within Romans seven. In this chapter Paul addresses the fundamental problem of power and illegitimate hierarchy.  To do this, he uses the marriage figure and the roles of each of its participants, man and wife. Paul’s argument is set forth in verses one through six.


A superficial reading of these verses might cause one to conclude that Paul was only elucidating the doctrine of divorce and remarriage: The law has dominion over a man as long as he lives (vs.1).  A woman is bound by the law to her husband as long as he lives, but if he dies, she is no longer under that law and is free to marry another (vs. 2).  In verses four through six Paul shifts to the believer and his transcending relationship with Christ; that as the believer dies to the law, by resurrection life he or she is free to marry another, namely Christ.  As the believer identifies with the death (death side of the cross) and resurrection (life side of the cross) of our Lord, the relationship with God is established and we may serve him with newness of life, free from a rigid, “under the law” atmosphere.
  

If power, systems of domination and illegitimate hierarchy are anti-kingdom, what is the truth about “authority”?  Surely there must be a divine or “legitimate” hierarchy. The answer is found in the divine order or what some fundamentalists wrongly call the “divine chain of command.”

The Order of God


“But I want you to know that the head of every man is Christ, the head of woman is man, and the head of Christ is God” (1 Corinthians 11:3).


There you have it, feminists!  Power and authority from the top right on down to you, the woman, the lowest entity on the totem pole excepting the child in the family who has no rights at all.  As if this conservative interpretation of the scripture doesn’t demean a woman enough, Paul seems to rub it in by adding a little later on in the letter: “Let your women keep silent in the churches, for they are not permitted to speak; but they are to be submissive…and if they want to learn something, let them ask their own husbands at home…” (1 Corinthians 14:34-35).  If these are divinely sanctioned passages legitimating female subjugation as literalists claim, why isn’t it working?
  The more of this abusive thinking I’ve seen played out within the church and Christian marriages, the more I’ve seen a rigid, tight-lipped passive resistance on the part of church women evident as well. Sometimes women have become reactively vocal in church.  It would be funny, if not so downright abusive: male “elders” further putting down of such outspoken women, sometimes labeling them before whole congregations as “rebellious.”

C.S. Lewis observed that “the opposite of love is not hate, it is power.”  Unfortunately, 1 Corinthians 11:3 is often presented as a power and authority model.  We use erroneous images of this world’s systems of domination and create a “divine” model made in our image—and figure the whole thing works mostly on the basis of “power” and “authority” while love, relationship and the nature of God are left out in the cold.

This “power” problem I’ve noticed in my marriage and in countless others. The problem of power in the basic family unit is reflective of the many systems of domination extant throughout our fallen world.  Domination is never the heart of God, though he allows it that we may all learn what doesn’t work (see Ecclesiastes 1:13b).  Authority from the top down is so much a part of our psyche we hardly bother our heads about it.  Abuse of power began in each of our families of origin as none of us had perfect parents.  Often their rule was one of excessive domination.
  We have all experienced abuses of power in school, church, government and marriage. How else is anything going to get done, so why gripe?—is the argument.  Systems of domination exist and that is that.  Such is the conventional wisdom of most in and out of the church.


But notice how Paul states the divine order in 1 Corinthians 11:3.  Man’s head is Christ.  The woman’s head is man.  And lastly, Christ’s head is God.  If this truly represents an authority flow chart, Paul didn’t state the sequence very well.  It should read: “The head of Christ is God, the head of man is Christ and the head of the woman is the man.”  But Paul doesn’t do this, and for good reason.

The Head of Man is Christ

In Christ there is no male or female.  The head of mankind is Christ.  No woman should view her husband as a priest, or mediator between herself and Christ.  And yet in many churches this is implied, or worse, openly taught. A woman has open access to Christ, even as the man does.  But does this mean that the husband has no part to play in providing for his wife a wonderful, living image of who Christ is?

The Head of Woman is Man


Again, the ideal is stated.  A husband is the authentic “head” of his wife to the degree that he is under authority to his own head, Christ.  In my church experience I have seen far too few “heads” and far too many tyrants.

The Head of Christ is God


In a nice display of divine modesty, God mentions himself last.  But he is also the first.  It is the God example in Christ that witnesses to the other two relationships.  Let’s see how God handles himself in relationship to the unbeliever.  This should be a strong indicator of how husbands should live out their lives in relation to their wives.


“Therefore I will allure here…and speak comfort to her” (Hosea 2:14).  Your people shall be volunteers (“offer themselves freely”) in the day of your power; in the beauties of holiness…” (Psalm 110:3).


Countermanding the conventional wisdom of Old Testament logic
 God in the voice of the minor prophet Hosea transitions to the theology of St. Paul: Bless the unworthy “wife” with the infinite grace of a divine “husband” (see Romans 5:20b). Israel knew the aloof God of Israel as “My Master” but will come to know him as “My Husband” (Hosea 2:16).  This is a paradigm for many believers. Those Christians, who knew deity as power and abstraction, are coming to know him as person, pictured as the husband of Hosea 2. To accomplish the transition from “Master” to “Husband”, God must “take from her mouth the names of the Baals…” (vs17).  The Baals represent wrong “images” of God and his true nature.
  


"Wooing" the unbeliever as a means of preaching the gospel has all been lost on the corporate churches.  Many are too busy telling “outsiders” where they are mora loosers.  If this doesn’t do the trick, the more abusive preachers throw “hell” in for good measure.  Attempts to control unbelievers by fearful, heretical doctrines are doomed to failure right out of the gate.  Such power tactics and slander of God’s character never authentically motivate people.  Can this be any kind of clue for husbands?

Israel was a theocracy with God, for a time at its head.  Yet this grand experiment contained the seeds of its own destruction, and fail it did.  Power alone from the top down never really works, even with God in charge.
  In such domination systems, the most that can be hoped for among its constituency is compliance.  In stark contrast to the preaching style of all the prophets up through John the Baptist
, Jesus introduced another kind of power and another kind of authority: “If you will…” predicates many of Jesus’ monitions.

 
Jesus “volunteered” for the Father’s work.  Saints voluntarily surrender to God in response to the true gospel
.  Christian men voluntarily surrender to the headship of Christ.  Christian women voluntarily surrender to the headship of the husbands, to the degree that Christ is authentically seen in them.  The valid doctrine of “irresistible grace” applies here.  Even as no one can look upon God and live, but must die and change—so no woman can authentically see Christ in her husband, and not do the same herself.

God is looking for “volunteers” who will submit themselves in loving obedience—to worship him in spirit and truth.  For this to happen authentically, the full nature of God must be disclosed to those who would enter into relationship with him.  Therefore, the gospel is “about God, himself, and him alone” (Karl Barth).  Critical to this gospel is the truth that “The Lord is one”.  

“And the Lord shall be King over all the earth.  In that day it shall be—‘The Lord is one’, and his name one”(Zech. 14:9).

The truth, “The Lord is one” is sublime.  God will be fully successful in all of his work:  “Every knee shall bow and every tongue shall confess.”  If God’s reach is truly longer than his grasp as much of Christendom claims, this allows for another victorious “god”, and such a position is untenable.  God “desires all persons to be saved” (1 Tim. 2:4) and God “does whatever he pleases” (Psalm 115:3), cased closed.  No foreign sovereignty exists that will ultimately overrule the purposes of God.  The understanding of this gospel is critical in order for one to take the first step as a volunteer.


Most marriages are mini-systems of domination.  The man has the final say, and if need be, all the big guns are pulled out to make it stick.  The worst abuse occurs when rank is pulled on the basis of ecclesiastical authority: “Submit woman! It is the order of God!”  In the beginning, due to the “fall”, this kind of abuse was predicted: “He (your husband) shall rule over you” (Gen 3:16).  For Sally and me, this was the order of marriage for twenty-five years, though in the final years I attempted to sugar coat my edicts as I tried to run a benevolent dictatorship.  Sally’s reaction to all of this was the inevitable “passive resistance.”
  These earlier family system rules were adopted and the best they produced was “the stale calm of utopia”—a system based on denial.  Domination systems are death to intimacy.  All we were doing in our “relationship” was surviving.


Ours was not the only marriage that ran this way.  I’ve observed countless other benevolent dictatorships where the husband wielded the rod, or a velvet-coated rod.  Marriages of many years witnessed to on-going gorilla warfare, with intermittent verbal snipes and potshots taken by husband and wife, guaranteeing no real intimacy, no real relationship.  Only stretches of tolerance broken occasionally by verbal barbs and selfish grabs for power.  Such verbal sniping shows that the man had not submitted to the headship of Jesus, making it impossible for the woman to submit to the man.


But St. Paul rejects the conventional wisdom of power brokerage, and begins to wonder what it would be like to live in relational systems where “preferring one another” (Romans 12:10) was the norm.  This is the nature of God and we are to let this mind be in us that was in Christ Jesus. Personal example is the only authority that counts, Paul says (2 Thessalonians. 3:9).  We are to follow the example of Christ, which was a voluntary submission to the Father: “I lay down my life…no one takes it from me, but I lay it down of myself” (John 10:17-18).  Only in this voluntary context may “wives, submit to (their) own husbands” for only in this way is obedience “fitting in the Lord” (Col. 3:18).


The divine order as related in 1 Corinthians 11 works on the basis of mutual submission.  The spirit of it reverberates with a “preferring of one another, submitting to one another.” Fundamentalism teaches this as the divine pecking order, the chain of command from the top down.  Such a teaching betrays the nature of God, subverts by conventional wisdom all that it means to be in holy relationship, and corrupts the divine order, reducing it to just another chain of command.

Husbands Made Culpable in Romans Seven


Romans chapter seven contains some beautiful imagery.  Paul uses the marriage relationship to convey some of the chapter’s deepest truth.
For us to see the Father, Jesus had to die.  In order for the wife to most clearly see Jesus, the husband must die, for, “if her husband dies, she is released from the law of her husband” (Romans 7:2). Put another way, she is out from under the curse of Genesis three. A “live” husband bears a strong family resemblance to Adam, the one who by sinful default was to “rule over” his wife.  The “Adam” in each husband must be crucified and die. When this happens, Jesus can be seen in flesh and blood—in the form of the “resurrected” husband.  The old husband, live with the all the power trappings of the world’s systems of domination, impedes the wife’s view of Jesus.  She cannot “image” properly what it means to be obedient, because the marriage system is built on power, not on love.  Due to abuses of power, she is not able to “submit” as God submits, only as man submits.  This breeds a host of foul images of Jesus and authority in general, the wife cannot see Jesus, and she becomes essentially an adulterous woman.  She commits adultery spiritually, and sometimes physically
 because she is not able to submit to her husband in the spirit of Christ’s submission.  


For their sakes, I sanctify myself that they also may be sanctified by the truth (John 17:19).


This ought to be the inner, unspoken heart cry of every husband.  As husbands we must voluntarily die, even as Christ volunteered for this painful duty.  Jesus did so, knowing, in the divine order of things, unless he volunteered for this duty, no man could ever lay down his life for his wife.  This would effectively block the wife’s fuller view of Christ!  I am convinced that a woman’s distorted view of God and Christ begins with a “live” husband, not a dead one, as the divine order calls for!  Husbands, can we feel the import of our responsibility?  Do we really love our wives?  Are we willing to “die” as Christ died, that our beautiful wives may be free to “marry another”?  That “other” is nothing short of the glory of Christ, seen in the Father, Son, and “resurrected” husband! Husbands are divinely commissioned to enhance the wife’s view of God
, even as Jesus gave his life that each of us would come to know the Father.


Church busywork, competition, and power struggles among men in the church for office—all of this must go.  Nothing could be a higher calling for a married man: that of laying down his life for his wife that she may better “see” and desire God.  Remember the divine order: “But I want you to know that the head of every man is Christ, the head of woman is man, and the head of Christ is God” (1 Cor. 11:3).  We know that this order works perfectly between the Father and Christ.
 The weak link is between Christ and the man.  It is only natural in this fallen world that men should be out of order with Christ.

Feminism—Aberration Due to Man’s Failure 


“Let your women keep silent in the churches, for they are not permitted to speak; but they are to be submissive…” (1 Cor. 14:34).


Feminism is the natural outcome of men out of order with Christ. Power-driven men, not in subjection to the headship of Christ will experience the loss of authentic, divine power, as they see “women ruling over them”
 (see Isaiah 3:12).


Is Paul simply addressing a problem of a noisy church service in 1 Corinthians Fourteen?  This may have been a symptom of the problem.  But I think the basic issue ran deeper.  Why are the women being singled out? 


Apparently, Corinth churchwomen were not submissive.  And who could blame them?  This condition was no doubt caused by a male-imposed system of domination within the church; it is the order in a fallen world. Churchmen point to the Old Testament male, pyramidal power model to legitimatize such a New Testament stance.  Feminism
 is a mutation and reactive and would never thrive if the male population was properly ordered in its relationship with Christ.  Who knows how this feminism might have manifested in the church at Corinth?  Were there outbursts of anger?  Noisy female chatter in reaction to status conscious men on center stage? Were there attempts to speak against the vested male authorities (passively or overtly)?  Possibly, Paul is addressing an illegitimate female reaction to a legitimate complaint.
  Remember, we are considering the divine order (1 Cor. 11:3) and what works best.  Unbridled speaking in tongues. Noisy female background chatter.  These may have been surface issues.  Power and competition may have existed underneath.  This is usually the case when the divine order is off kilter.


“…And if they want to learn something, let them ask their own husbands at home…” (1 Cor. 14:35).


What’s wrong with a man learning and asking of his wife at home?


Possibly, this “ask your husband at home” business was Paul’s subtle indictment of the husbands who were blocking the wife’s image of Christ, impeding her gift to express the nature of Christ when she did have an opportunity to speak at church.  Home is the “happening” arena wherein the order of God is practiced best.  When we are out of the divine order, church becomes a sham of personas—false selves striving for recognition.


It is possible that women speaking in the church at Corinth were speaking on the wrong line, due to the failure of the husbands to convey enough of the nature of Christ to the wives and others.  In contrast, there is nothing more beautiful to me than hearing a woman preach who is—dare I use these words?—under authority to her husband.

Fruit of Submission

What happens when a husband voluntarily comes under authority to his head—Christ?  Such loving grace is bound to produce a voluntarily submissive wife.  Paul says the one leads to the other: “Nevertheless let every one of you in particular so love his wife even as himself; and the wife see that she reverence her husband” (Ephesians 5:33). A woman is only able to “reverence” her husband as she authentically sees Jesus in him.  The husband must exude the nature of God, even as Jesus, by the demeanor of his life revealed the true nature of the Father.  


What would happen at church if we saw more of the divine order?  Men out of the power and competition loop, truly submitting to the headship of Christ?  And women voluntarily submissive to their husbands?  Such women would be a joy to hear teaching in church.  Remember, at the “Kingdom” level there is no male or female.  Women are only “forbidden to speak” at the fallen, human level.


From time to time, Sally and I visit Trinity Episcopal Cathedral in downtown Portland.  The last several times we’ve been blest to hear sermons from Marianne Borg, one of its priests and wife of Marcus Borg, Jesus Seminar scholar.  There’s no question that within the Kingdom realm, Marianne is “under authority” to her head, Marcus though he holds no “official” position in the church.  That she is “under authority” to her husband and to Christ is evident in her spirit and presentation.  Marianne, by default, is bearing witness that Marcus is “under authority” also, to his head, Christ.  This expresses the tenor of Paul’s writings—a “preferring of one another, submitting to one another.”

The Gospel and the Order of God


“…You who bring good tidings, lift up you voice with strength, lift it up, be not afraid; say to the cities of Judah, ‘Behold your God!’” (Isaiah 40:9).


The gospel of God, mainly about God, has to do very much with the reach of redemption.  This is implicit within the order of God (1 Corinthians 11:3).  Christ is the  “head” of mankind, not just the “saved”.  All fall under that headship and Christ will reclaim all and bring everything to balance, that he may be “all in all.”  This is not a popular message.  Those who have been granted a “measure of faith” to understand the reach of the gospel have the responsibility to preach it, in spite of fear of rejection.


When the order of God is presented, the gospel becomes an attraction instead of a rude promotion.  There are many little epiphanies of such gospel presentation, if you know where to look for them. For example, a woman I know who runs her own business is also “submissive” to her head, Paul, her husband.  Recently, in a gathering of Christians she said to all, “To my husband, my rock, Paul, for your constant encouragement and belief in me…”  Cindy was bearing witness to the order of God and in so doing was “preaching the gospel.”


The gospel is truly all about God.  If God has done a work in our lives, this will become evident, and we become living epistles bearing witness to the truth.  This is done best, not by program but by unconscious example.

Summary


“For freedom Christ has made us free…” (Galatians 5:1)


For twenty-five years Sally was not “free” within our marriage.  Oh sure, appearances were kept up and rules were observed compliantly, but nobody had any freedom.  I had felt no freedom from Jesus—how was Sally to feel any from me?  I was a slave to “not measuring up”, and because of this, so was Sally.  She finally “shut down”, hopeless that we could have any kind of relationship.


This is the perfect paradigm for many in the church.  The twin doctrinal heresies of “annihilation” and “eternal torment” both point to an out-of-control deity who cannot finish what he started.  Jesus knew these specific doctrines of demons should arise and so he warned us of them in the twin accounts of “counting the cost”
 (Luke 14:28-32). We naturally think these stories are only for us.  But more importantly, they reveal another quality of God’s character—he never starts something he cannot completely and successfully finish.  Further, he doesn’t ask us to do this while violating the principle himself.


Those in the church that know better must systematically dismantle the false doctrines of annihilation and eternal torment.  The devil knows it is critical to an “under the law” atmosphere in the church that people believe at least one of these doctrines—if   only “unconsciously.”  This leads to compliant “obedience” at best and passive resistance at worst.


I have a couple of teacher friends who have been married many years.  The husband was in for a nice chat the other day and he confided that he was stuck in the “sin, repent, receive pardon” loop for many years.  His issue is common to many Christian men: lusting after women.  His wife is aware of this problem and beats him up verbally over it, on a regular basis.  Both are stuck in the “pardon” cycle, due to a limited view of the gospel.  Who would have guessed that the root cause of this sexual problem is the doctrine of “hell” and what this doctrine conveys about God?  This became apparent in our conversation.


I was able to share with my friend a gospel containing a greater hope.  He received it with a sense of cautious hope. Ideally, this gospel will help him in his recovery from the cycle of sin. The key to successful, heartfelt obedience is a view of God that shows him to be perfectly successful in the reclaiming of his creation.
 Meanwhile, there remains a vital connection between the doctrine of Universal Reconciliation and the ability of husbands to be as much as they can be for their wives.  When God himself becomes the good news, the possibilities for all concerned are endless.

Oh, the depth of the riches both of the wisdom and knowledge of God!  How unsearchable are his judgments and his ways past finding out…for of him and through him and to him are all things, to whom be glory forever! Amen—St. Paul.

*****

� Grace is difficult for many of us to internalize, set against an Old Testament backdrop, where it is sometimes seen that individuals are “whacked” for the slightest infraction (see for example 2 Sam. 6:3-8).  Though a level of grace is evident in the Old Testament (only occasionally did the Israelites get what was coming to them) the episodic use of sudden violence assured that an “under the law”, hyper-vigilant  atmosphere would be maintained—guaranteeing Israel’s final moral failure.  All this according to divine plan (see Romans 11:11-12).


� This action of God in Christ, the cross, is no mere pardon.  A pardon exonerates present sin only—not future sin.  Christ died “Once for all”—all people, all sin, all time (Hebrews 10:10). “By one offering he has perfected forever those who are being sanctified” (vs. 14).


� This reduces the divine order to “God’s functional organization chart” ostensibly showing how divine authority flows.


� There isn’t a whit of difference in the divorce rate among Christians and non-Christians.


� Such family of origin systems “set up” its children to embrace abusive church systems later—if God is considered at all.


� Blessings for obedience, curses for disobedience (see Lev. 26, Deut. 28).


� Modern day Baal worship also includes the worship of false images of God.  God is made out to be incapable of finishing what he started, as reflected in the false doctrine of eternal torment: when the chips are in, there are really two “gods”—one ruling in heaven and the other in hell.  Many Christians challenge the idea that God can save and redeem all.  God retorts incredulously, “Is anything too hard for Me?” (Jeremiah 32:27). Those who by their doctrines perpetuate the belief in a “split” God (more than one) also promote a form of Baal worship.  Those who say nothing for fear of their reputations are just as guilty.


� Anyone who anticipates a literal “Kingdom of God” on earth should bear this in mind.


� It is predicted of Jesus: “He will not cry out, nor raise his voice, nor cause his voice to be heard in the street” (see Isaiah 42:1-4), indicating a more covert means of delivering the Message. John the Baptist was to have been the last to yell “Repent!” into people’s faces. I am convinced it is this stark contrast in preaching method that caused the Baptist to inquire: “Are you the one or are we to expect another?”


� “He (God) has made everything beautiful in its time” (Eccl. 3:11).  All created beings are redeemed and saved through Christ, although “we do not yet see all things subjected to him” (Heb. 2:8).  Anything short of this is no gospel at all.


� Sally accumulated anger and “stuffed” it, only to have it come out occasionally in torrents during later years. Sally apparently experienced enough “grace” in our relationship to feel safe enough to finally express her anger and work through it.  Though all is forgiven, sometimes we must go through the “hell” of paying the “uttermost farthing.” 


� To most women, an adulterous sexual act is a cry for intimacy.


� I don’t mean to suggest that a foolish husband has the kind of power that would totally obstruct his wife’s view of God and his character.  Abigail had a “good understanding” of God’s nature whereas her “fool” husband Nabal didn’t have a clue (1 Samuel 25).  Sally encountered the reality of God’s goodness years before I did.  The challenge of every husband:  am I going to impede or enhance my wife’s view of God?


� “I do nothing of myself; but as my Father hath taught me, I speak these things” (John 8:28).   


� Such all male bastions as the Rotary Clubs now include women.  For whatever reason, women now usually hold the offices and run the show, while the men compliantly sit on the sidelines. Sadly, this dynamic is often present in the church.


� Feminism is an attempt to give voice within a male-imposed system of domination.  It does not represent the answer, but this fact does not mean feminism is not grounded in legitimate grievance.


� Maybe I’m way off here.  Possibly, Paul was the Chauvinist many say he was.  If this position is correct, then these verses must be simply taken as a “snapshot” view in the process of Paul’s conversion, with hope that in later years Paul would have grown to be more gender-inclusive.


� The examples given include building a building and going to war.  The point, however, is: do not start something unless you can fully and successfully bring it to completion. 


� This will no doubt mean judgment and even “hell” for some.  Regarding hell, George MacDonald observed: “I believe there will be no hell lacking which would help the just mercy of God to redeem his children.”
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