Submission


While driving to work today I happened upon a fundamentalist radio preacher whose topic was “Submission”.  “Wives, submit to your husbands!” he quoted, from a section of one of Peter’s letters.  This preacher’s “read” on this made me angry: possibly as angry as any honest wife would be also on hearing it.  I resolved to hear the man through to the end of the broadcast—to see if he would get anywhere near the precious pearl of truth contained in the concept of “submission.”


Why do many recoil at the idea of submission?  No doubt because of the abusive authority models that have been presented to many along the way: abusive parents, teachers, co-workers, bosses, preachers, etc.  C.S. Lewis observed that the opposite of love is not hate: it is “power.”  Implicit: Power that is used in the wrong “nature” or “way.”  Lewis seems to be saying that the misuse of power—as projected by ones nature—is antithetic to love.


Everything in our dealings with God reduces to the “divine nature”; that is, does that nature, character, personality and goodness of his name resonate within us to some degree?  Much is said using the phonetic names of “God”, or “Jesus”—but in what spirit? What “nature”?  If the divine nature is being misrepresented (even as the correct names for Him are being used), what does this do to the psyche of those within hearing range?  

What of doctrines about God that slander his name? Hasn’t an honest class of atheist been created as a result? (Martin Luther said, “The curses of the ungodly are more pleasing to God’s ears than the hallelujahs of the pious”).  

Also, due to the incessant projection of a wrong image of the divine nature, a strain of fundamentalism within the church has arisen and existed for two thousand years.  The “gospel” dispensed by this group has been contaminated, defaulting in doctrinal heresies such as “limited atonement”, “eternal torment”, etc.  What has all this to do with a wife in her relationship to her husband—and the god-awful word “submission”?


Fundamentalist Christians often call for the repentance of the unbeliever before introducing God and his true nature to that person.  By extension, no Christian teacher ought to ask any Christian wife to “submit” to her husband without first introducing to her the life and nature of God as “He” truly is.  I believe the highest expression of the divine nature is seen in the life of Jesus.  Without a heart-felt understanding of the Nature of God, such submission, whether to God or husband, cannot be authentic.  Many Christians—husbands and wives—act out their  “passive resistance” to God, due to a misunderstanding of his essential nature.  Sadly, because the character of God in the church has been sometimes replaced by an arbitrary, “powerful”, yet only partially successful cosmic jerk, the “image” of such a false god has been inherited by many Christian men—who in turn, project this distorted image of deity onto their wives.  This can manifest as: arbitrary and selfish decision-making without regard to the feelings of family members; assumed airs of authority and aloofness; platitude-pontificating decrees of Christian principle made to wife and other family members; et al.  Many Christian families are such systems of mini-domination and spiritual abuse.

Contaminated wives, buying into the fundamentalist argument that this is “the order of God”, sometimes project this god-image onto their children, insuring the completed circuit—all faces on this hierarchical totem pole, distorted from top to bottom.  It is within this sad context that fundamentalist preachers continue to command, “Wives…be submissive to your own husbands…”


The key to all authentic submission (the paradigm set forever by Jesus in his submission to the Father) is a heart-felt understanding of the divine nature.  Jesus was able to submit perfectly because he understood the nature of God perfectly. 

Paul gives a key to the Ephesians: “Wives, submit to your own husbands, as to the Lord…” Implied in this vital qualification: the wives of believers in Ephesus had a healthy vision of the nature of God. “The represented God man may refuse…the revealed God no one can refuse… It cannot be that any creature should know Him as He is and not desire him” (George MacDonald).  The courtship idea of “falling in love” possibly best pictures “submission” and “surrender”—words that unfortunately have come to represent illegitimate power and domination.  No command of will is necessary for one to fall in love, no calculation, and no struggle to maintain focus: it just “happens.”  And so it should be with God.

Therefore, the singular priority of the church is to glorify Jesus:  “If I am lifted up, I will draw all men to myself.”  Karl Barth saw this clearly: “The gospel speaks of God as he is: it is concerned with him himself and with him only”
God is Spirit, and true worshippers must worship him in spirit and truth.  God to us must always remain “mystery” and a sense of wonder (clouds) must surround him. But there are certain things pertaining to his character his Spirit reveals to us.  With the revelation of this divine, “character grid”, we may know certain elemental things about God.  By this grid, or lens, we may deduce certain things concerning what God will or will not do: what does the divine reputation call for?
  This is the fundamental stuff of faith—God himself becomes the object of our faith. Our trust in his ultimate goodness does not answer all questions, nor does it explain all prophecy.  We may not know how things will work out, but Him we know… And that is all that really matters.

All people are invited via the Spirit to “partake of the divine nature”. With this nature will come mutual submission within the human community of marriage and church.  God is not mocked: a husband exudes a measure of the divine nature—or he does not.  To the degree Jesus is having his way with the man, and to that degree only, the wife is privileged to “submit”, voluntarily, irresistibly—a love offering, “as unto Christ.”

.

� For example:  By knowing his character we may deduce that God would not begin a creation he was unable to fully restore—a simple matter of God successfully finishing what he started.  His character leaves for no possibility that God created a place of eternal torment wherein he would punish his enemies forever (while asking us to forgive ours).  Indeed, all doctrine (statements about God) must be qualified in light of his character.





