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Q
If God created men and women equal, then why does St. Paul say that women are to be quiet, to obey, and not allowed to teach?

Anonymous

A
The early church was abruptly commandeered by Jewish Christians called Judaizers. They earned the unbecoming title by refusing to depart from Pharisaic Legalism - a rabbinic codification of the oral traditions of Jewish elders that called for the subordination of women. Recall that Jesus denounced the Oral Law of the Pharisees. cf. Mark, chap. 7
By AD 54, evidence of a document criticizing the Judaizers would have hastened the Apostle Paul’s execution and brought dreadful repercussions on the infant church. Hence, his epistles required tactful composition. Let your women keep silent in the churches for it is not permitted unto them to speak; but they are commanded to be under obedience, as also saith the law. 1 Corinthians 14:34
Uneducated dogmatists have assumed that Paul’s reference to the law meant the Old Testament (Law of Moses). But before his conversion to Christ, Paul was a rigorous adherent of Pharisaic Legalism. Since an adept comprehension of Scripture was compulsory to holding the office of Pharisee, Paul knew that a law preordaining the subordination of women could not be found in the Word of God. He had referred to the overbearing Oral Law, which greatly alters the import of the verse. Consider the paraphrase: For now, allow your women to keep silent. The Judaizers do not permit them to speak, but command them to obey in accordance with the Oral Law of the Pharisees.
Since it was early for emancipation from the intolerant Judaizers, Paul issued a judicious warning that resisting Pharisaic authority meant the forceful uprooting of women from the congregation. He had not issued an apostolic injunction with the intent to belittle females.
In circa AD 63, Paul’s epistle to Timothy declared: But I suffer not a woman to teach, nor to usurp authority over the man, but to be in silence. For Adam was first formed, then Eve. cf. 1 Timothy 2:12,13
Paul’s well-tutored protégé understood that the Oral Law submitted the order of creation as justification for the foregoing sexist prohibitions whereas the God-given Law of Moses provided no such premise. Forasmuch as the rabbinic submission was pretext, its inclusion in the epistle served to communicate an understated exhortation consistent with that sent to Corinth. Given that it was Paul who had personally ordained Priscilla, Timothy knew the Lord’s Servant was protecting the women and not espousing the law his Master had denounced. Were it otherwise, Paul’s coherent and sustained doctrines of grace would be nothing more than dichotomized heresies.
Although comprehending Paul’s epistles requires exhaustive study, we do have an undemanding account of his stance on women. Written unreservedly, Paul’s first epistle stirred up his conflict with the Judaizers, which evoked a dire sense of urgency to exercise discretion in future correspondence. Most stirring was his unrepressed expression of Christian conviction: There is neither Jew nor Greek, there is neither bond nor free, there is neither male nor female, for you are all one in Christ Jesus. cf. Galatians 3:28
Before starting his ministry, Paul had freed himself from the ‘pride of life’. cf. 1 John 2:16 He had come to the realization that, in His death, Jesus conquered the depraved man-made barriers of race, rank, and gender, leaving us with a timeless truth: There is but God and the soul.

your questions and comments are welcome at atime2speak.org
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