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ROLES OF MEN AND WOMEN 

Proverbs 31, Judges 4 

By Raymond White 

 

What we call roles are simply the typical patterns we fall into just because we are 

men and women doing what we do by nature trying as best we can to survive and thrive 

together in whatever circumstances life places us in.  

 Roles are not assigned by laws or rules or even social customs, nor should they 

be. When roles are imposed, unfairness is inevitable. And yet, there are roles. Men 

typically do male things and women typically do female things. Why? 

 

[1] WHY ROLES? 

 

 Speaking neolithically, men were likely better at killing mammoths then women, 

so men did that. That’s a role. Women were maybe better at stripping dead mammoths 

and tanning their hides then men, so women did that. That’s another role. Roles have 

always been about economics and survival ― if husbands did their jobs well and women 

did their jobs well, the more likely the family would survive. Today we call this 

Domestic Specialization.  

 Ancient roles are still ingrained in our genes. They are the primal urges that drive 

us towards certain potential partners and away from others. At the top of the pecking 

order are the alpha-males and alpha-females who are highly sought after and have their 

choice of mates. 

 To say that roles are socially imposed is to misunderstand what roles are about. 

They are not socially imposed, they are genetically imposed, innate and inbred into our 

genes. We want what we what from our sexual partners because we were born to it, and if 

we seem to be driven by social customs, that is only because society is driven by deeper 

motives, our innate genetic passions, from the days of the mammoths. 

 It is no secret that men and women have different selection criteria for partner 

selection. Men are more visually oriented and therefore more often pick “pretty” women. 

Women are more holistically oriented and therefore more often pick “powerful” men. 

This divergence has a beneficial effect on the human race overall causing all humans to 

evolve more “pretty” (healthier) and more “powerful” (smarter, stronger). The divergence 

also makes life a lot more fun and interesting as each gender tries to figure out the other. 

 I once watched a clever experiment on television. They lined us several men of 

normal height but included one short guy. Then they asked women which one they’d 

want to date. All the normal height guys were randomly picked over and over, but the 

short guy never got picked. One of the women was asked, “What would it take for you to 

pick the short guy?” Her answer was: “Maybe if all the rest were serial killers.” 

 She did not learn that from social conditioning, it came from deep insider herself, 

a Neolithic response from her own genes. 

 

[2] ROLES CHANGE ― IS THAT GOOD? 

 

 Roles change from time to time for two reasons. [1] role envy, and [2] improving 

technology and economics. 
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 Role envy comes from the advantages that roles give one gender over the other. It 

is no secret ― as feminists rightly remind us ― that some men use their positions as 

providers to behave as tyrants in their homes making their wives’ lives miserable. And it 

is no surprise that women in such situations come to despise and maybe envy men in their 

“privileged” position, and seek to extricate themselves, and change their roles. No 

woman should have to tolerate such abuse and we applaud women who escape into new 

lives and new roles. 

Feminists have given us a word to describe such abusive males: chauvinists. 

Although that’s not quite the word’s original definition, it is a good definition.  

But more commonly, roles change due to changing technology and economics. 

 A good example of improving technology that caused massive role change was 

the invention of the washing machine. Women no longer spend whole days doing laundry 

as they once did. No other modern invention has relieved so much human drudgery and 

reassigned so many man-hours (or woman-hours) to more beneficial and pleasurable 

pursuits than the washing machine. Not even the computer comes close. The washing 

machine has allowed women to pursue other interests, which have in turn improved the 

lifestyles of the whole human race.  

 A good example of changing economics that caused role change was World War 

II. So many men left their jobs and went to war that companies had no choice but to fill 

traditionally male only jobs with females. For instance, bank tellers. Then, when the war 

was over, the men returned to discover that those roles had changed permanently.  

 My point is that we ought not to think of roles as cast in concrete. They shift. That 

alone should make us less sensitive to the injustices (real or imagined) that feminists 

complain about. Things change. And that’s okay ― usually. 

 

[3] ROLES CHANGE ― IS THAT BAD? 

 

 But we’re not always comfortable with changing roles and we’re not always sure 

whether a role change is a good thing or a bad thing. Change for change sake has hazards 

and we instinctively want to be cautious. Someone once wrote, “There is nothing so 

unstoppable as a great mistake whose time has come.”  

 Here is an important example of a role change that has a negative unintended 

consequence.  

 Feminism has long nudged young women to delay marriage and/or child barring 

to pursue careers. On the surface that sounds reasonable, but there is an unavoidable 

problem: that pesky biological clock that wreaks havoc with the female body 

 Young women typically believe that from age 30 to age 40, their biological clock 

reduces their chance of getting pregnant from 90% to 80%. No big deal, so say the 

feminists, don’t worry about it, get back to fulfilling your dreams. 

 The problem is, that is nothing like the truth. The truth is that from age 30 to age 

40, a woman’s biological clock reduces her chance of getting pregnant from 50% to 40% 

and that’s scary. Further, that clock doesn’t start ticking in the mid-30’s as previously 

thought, but in the late 20’s. So when feminists assure women that the clock is no cause 

for alarm, that’s disingenuous. Or more frankly, it’s a bold face lie ― there is plenty of 

cause for alarm, that clock really is ticking and all the politics in the world cannot stop it. 
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Thousands of middle age women make their way to fertility clinics confident that 

now’s the time to have babies, only to be told, “Sorry, your biological clock has ran out. 

You can’t get pregnant.” They leave devastated knowing that because of their career 

choices, they will now remain childless. Had they known the truth, many women might 

have chosen a traditional family rather than a career.  

In younger years, many women imagine themselves to be victims of a male 

dominated society. But in older years, many realize that they are victims, not of a male 

dominated society but of a biological reality that they could have avoided if they had 

heard and paid attention to facts. The “role” of motherhood, if delayed may be delayed 

forever. If a child-less life is what a woman wants, then fine. But if not, then sooner is 

better than later. 

 

[4] BATTLE OF THE SEXES 

 

 Now it’s time that we see what the Bible has to say about marriage and the roles it 

imposes on men and women, and then try to roll it forward to today’s context and make 

some reasonable sense of it. 

 

Proverbs 19:14 Houses and riches are the inheritance of fathers: and a prudent 

wife is from the Lord.  

 

 The idea here is (and feminists won’t like it, sorry), in the traditional home, 

husbands had better provide, and wives ought to make the best use of what he provides. 

It’s economics. Both must work together to make the best use of whatever resources are 

available. Whether it be mammoths or paychecks, Domestic Specialization makes for 

successful families, both emotionally and financially. Roles matter. 

 Nature has calculated men and women to be a team. But competition between 

them ― the tug-of-war known as the battle of the sexes ― is an ongoing problem. While 

the goals of husbands and wives ought to be the same, they often are not. What really 

helps is honest conversation about the future and common sense planning with an eye 

towards what’s best for the team, but also with the other eye towards what’s best for each 

individual ― if one person is making most of the sacrifices, that can go real bad real fast. 

Teamwork, of course. But fairness must be in the mix. 

 

[4.1] LEMUEL’S MOTHER 

 

Proverbs 31:1 The words of king Lemuel, the prophecy that his mother taught him 

:3 Give not thy strength unto women… 

 

 This chapter, although written by a man, king Lemuel, was recited to him by his 

mother. So who is the author? Is the author the writer or the one who dictates to the 

writer? You decide for yourself but I’d give the copyright to Lemuel’s mother. So here 

we have a rare text in the Bible that was authored by a woman. 

 Anyway, what does king Lemuel’s mother mean by “give not thy strength unto 

women”? That’s anybody’s guess. But whatever she means, the chapter is of particular 
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interest simply because a woman authored it. So here we have Lemuel’s mother advising 

him about women and we should pay particular attention simply because she is one.  

 Here are three possibilities (my guesses) of what she may have meant by “give 

not thy strength to women.” 

 [1] Too much attention to family can prevent a man from doing his job. For 

instance: Czar Nicholas, the last Czar of Russia, loved his wife and children so much and 

spent so much time with them that he neglected the pressing matters of state (he didn’t 

perform his role as king). As a result, he lost his kingdom to the Bolsheviks, and he and 

his family were murdered. Quality time is good, but enough is enough, get back to work. 

 [2] A man can squander his livelihood by chasing women. He can also get AIDS. 

 [3] There are more professional women today than professional men and more 

women in universities than men. So the “glass ceiling” has certainly been broken. Was 

empowering women a good thing or a bad thing? Fairness, of course, is always a good 

thing, but this fairness also had a bizarre unintended consequence: There are now more 

alpha-females chasing fewer alpha-males. Is that good or bad? It’s bad if you’re an alpha-

female wanting an alpha-male husband but there are no prospects in sight. But I suppose 

it’s good if you’re a strong alpha-male who collects women. That’s called polygamy. 

 Any of these could be what “giving his strength to women” might mean. But 

there’s a fourth explanation, one I think is better than any of those, and that is this — 

 

[4.2] EVE AND ADAM 

 

 Here is a harsh lesson from the Bible. Women won’t like it and it will put men on 

edge, actually I don’t like it much either but it is what the Bible says, and it is relevant 

and so I will bravely include it and risk drawing fire. God said to Eve ― 

 

Genesis 3:16 …thy desire shall be to thy husband, and he shall rule over thee. 

 

 Well, that sounds sweet (the first part anyway) ― Eve “desiring” her husband 

Adam. Problem: that’s not what the Hebrew says. The Hebrew word that we’ve 

translated to “desire” is not a loving word. To illustrate, the word occurs only one other 

place in Genesis; namely ― 

 

Genesis 4:7 …sin lieth at the door. And unto thee [Cain] shall be his [Satan’s] 

desire, and thou shall rule over him. 

 

 Satan’s “desire” for Adam was certainly not love except in the sense that I love a 

good rib-eye steak. I mean it no good; in fact, I intend to eat it. That’s how Satan desired 

Cain, to take and not to give.  

 That’s the same Hebrew word that God uses to describe Eve’s desire for Adam. 

It’s a warning of future competition between them, the first hint of the coming battle of 

the sexes. Essentially, what God was saying to Eve was this (here is my long paraphrase): 

Eve, you’re going to want to rule over your husband; indeed, you already have. You gave 

him the forbidden fruit and he tagged along saying. ”Yes, dear. Whatever you say, dear.” 

He is going to have to resist that because if you do succeed in ruling over your husband, 

Eve, truth is, you won’t like him much. You will see him as a wuss and look for someone 
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else, someone more alpha-male like. So, Eve, what’s to be gained? It’s paradoxical that 

getting what you think you want might make you unhappy, but, unfortunately, that’s a 

reality of life. 

 I think that is closest to what Lemuel’s mother had in mind, “give not thy strength 

to women.” Because, men, if you do give your strength to women and let a woman rule 

you, you won’t like yourself much. And the full irony is: she won’t like you much either. 

 There is a joke that makes the point well. 

 God created Eve then asked her, “So, how’s everything going? Are you happy?” 

 Eve said, “The animals are fun but somehow I’m lonely.” 

 God said, “Oh. What you need is a man. I’ll make one for you.” 

 Eve said, “What’s a man.” 

 God said, “He a little bigger than you, he’s great at killing mammoths, hauling 

home firewood, and chasing away the tigers. Sometimes he gets distracted with football 

games, but he’s great in the sack. I think you’d like him.” 

 Eve said, “Okay, I’ll take one.” 

 God said, “One warning though. He has a tremendous ego and you’ll have to let 

him think I made him first.” 

 

[4.3] BARAK’S LOST GLORY 

 

 There is another Bible story that makes the point even better. It’s about the 

prophet Deborah and Israel’s general, Barak. 

 

Judges 4:6 And she [Deborah] sent and called Barak … and said unto him, Hath 

not the Lord God of Israel commanded, and said … take with thee ten thousand 

men … :7 … and I will draw unto thee … Jabin’s army, with his chariots and 

multitudes; and I will deliver him into thine hand. :8 And Barak said unto her, If 

thou will go with me, then I will go: but if thou wilt not go with me, then I will not 

go. 

 

 This is amazing. The general had God’s explicit promise of victory but he won’t 

take God up on it. Some will read this as a testimony of his faith, “Deborah, I trust you so 

much that I know if you’re there with me we will win.” That’s wrong. That’s not what 

Barak was saying at all. He was saying, “Deborah, I don’t trust you. If you’re so sure of 

my victory, then you won’t mind coming along, risking your own life with mine.” This is 

the demand he was making, not from faith but from doubt. 

 Well, Deborah acquiesced to Barak’s demand but there was a cost: Deborah put a 

curse on Barak. 

 

Judges 4:9 And she said, I will surely go with thee: notwithstanding the journey 

that thou takest will not be for thine honour; for the Lord shall sell Sisera [Jabin’s 

general] into the hands of a woman, And Debrah arose and, and went with Barak 

to Kedesh.  
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 Here’s the gist of the story. God was basically saying: “Barak, I offered you 

victory and glory. They were yours for the taking. But since you insisted that a woman 

come along and hold your hand, I will take your glory and give it to a woman.” 

 And that is exactly what happened.  

 When the battle was over and Sisera’s army defeated, Sisera fled. At night he took 

refuge in the tent of a woman, Jael, and fell asleep. He slept soundly. 

 

Judges 4:21 Then Jael Heber’s wife, took a nail of the tent, and took an hammer 

in her hand, and went softly unto him, and smote the nail into his temples, and 

fastened it into the ground: for he was fast asleep and weary. So he died. :22 And, 

behold, as Barak pursued Sisera, Jael came out to meet him, Come, and I will 

shew thee the man whom thou seeketh. And when he came into her tent, behold, 

Sisera lay dead, and the nail was in his temples.  

 

 And so it happened just as Deborah had prophesied. Barak would have enjoyed 

the glory of killing Sisera, but, instead, a woman, Jael, beat him to it. Barak had insisted 

that a woman come along for moral support and so in the end a woman took his glory.  

 Now, to Barak’s credit, he did, of course, win. But more than that, on the field, he 

behaved gallantly and led the charge putting himself at great personal risk ― 

 

Judges 4:14 So Barak went down from mount Tabor and ten thousand men after 

him [which means, he was first]. 

 

And when it was all over, he gallantly shared the glory with these two women 

without a hint of chauvinistic complaint ― 

 

Judges 5:1 Then sang Deborah and Barak…saying :12 Awake, awake, Deborah: 

awake, awake, utter a song: arise Barak, and lead thy captivity captive :24 

Blessed above women shall Jael the wife of Heber the Kenite be, blessed shall she 

be above women in the tent. 

 

[5] THE PERFECT WOMAN 

 

 Now back to Lemuel and his right thinking Jewish mother. This oft quoted text of 

hers outlines the womanly roles. Here is the entire text. You should read it thoroughly. 

 

Proverbs 31:10 Who can find a virtuous woman? For her price is far above 

rubies. :11 The heart of her husband doth safely trust in her, so that he shall have 

no need of spoil. :12 She will do him good and not evil all the days of her life. :13 

She seeketh wool, and flax, and worketh willing with her hands. :14 She is like the 

merchants’ ships; she bringeth her food from afar. :15 She riseth yet while it is 

night, and giveth meat to her household, and a portion to her maidens. :16 She 

considereth a field, and buyeth it: with the fruit of her hands she planteth a 

vineyard. :17 She girdeth her loins with strength, and strengthenth her arms. :18 

She perceiveth that her merchandise is good: her candle goeth not out by night. 

:19 She layeth her hands to the spindle, and her hands hold the distaff. :20 She 
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stretcheth out her hand to the poor; yea, she reacheth forth her hand to the needy. 

:21 She is not afraid of the snow for her household: for all her household are 

clothed with scarlet. :22 She maketh herself coverings of tapestry; her clothing is 

silk and purple. :23 Her husband is known in the gates, when he sitteth among the 

elders of the land. :24 She maketh fine linen, and selleth it; and delivereth girdles 

unto the merchants. :25 Sthrength and honour are her clothing; and she shall 

rejoice in time to come. :26 She openeth her mouth with wisdom; and in her 

tongue is the law of kindness. :27 She looketh well to the ways of her household, 

and eateth not the bread of idleness. :28 Her children arise up, and call her 

blessed; her husband also, and he praiseth her. :29 Many daughters have done 

virtuously, but thou excellest them all. :30 Favour is deceitful, and beauty is vain: 

but a woman that feareth the Lord,  she shall be praised. :31 Give her the fruit of 

thy hands; and let her own works praise her at the gates.  

 

 Well, that’s it. This is a successful business woman, and a successful wife and 

mother. She has successfully balanced the demands of both environments, work and 

home. This is just what every career woman who is also a wife and mother longs to do. 

What woman would not want to be this woman?  

 Yes, I know, it’s harder than the Bible makes it sound. But my point is this text 

allows women to do what they choose to do: either home or career or both — if they can 

manage. But isn’t that what husbands and wives are for? To help each other manage? 

 

[6] UNFAIR TO WOMEN 

 

 Here is a difficulty that women face. Men have two drives: career and family. 

And women have two drives: career and family. The problem is that for men, those two 

drives complement each other ― his career success makes him an alpha-male which 

attracts women. But for women those two drives do not complement each other, they are 

in fact at odds with each other ― her career success does not make her an alpha-female 

and does not attract males. If anything, her success tends to drive men away because men 

are intimidated by successful women. Often successful women will actually try to hide 

their success in order to get dates. And the dates that a successful woman gets she doesn’t 

like because they are inferior to herself. Women want more successful men because they 

just do. It’s in their genes. And men want less successful woman because they don’t trust 

more successful woman to hang around for very long for fear that they’ll soon be off 

chasing an alpha-male. That’s a valid fear. 

 So again we see roles at work, and they are self-imposed roles, not society 

imposed roles. 

 Unfair? Of course it’s unfair, but that’s life. Deal with it. 

 

[7] UNFAIR TO MEN 

 

1 Timothy 5:8 But if any provide not for his own, and specially for those of his 

own house, he hath denied the faith, and is worse than an infidel. 
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 This is not a commandment so much as it is an observation. A man is required to 

work and take care of his family.  

 Some things we deem unfair to women. But here is something that seems unfair 

to men. Women have choices, men do not. A woman can be a stay-at-home-mom or a 

career woman or both or something else. Of course trying to be both is complex and hard, 

but it is her decision and no one judges her for whatever she decides to do. But a man has 

no such choice. He must be a provider or society judges him harshly as a lazy good-for-

nothing or a “kept-man”. And so a man instinctively seeks a life partner that he can 

provide for, and for that, he is called a chauvinist. Now that’s not fair. 

 

[8] BAREFOOT AND PREGNANT 

 

Titus 2:3 …aged women… :4 …teach the young women … to love their husbands, 

to love their children, :5 To be discreet, chaste, keepers at home, good, obedient 

to their own husbands, that the word of God not be blasphemed.  

 

 The biggest complaint railed at “chauvinists” (so-called) is that they want their 

wives to stay at home. “Barefoot and pregnant” is the accusation and it is unfair. This 

text, “keepers at home,” does not insist on any such thing. Here is what I think Paul is 

saying: “Ladies, the home is all about you. It’s what you wanted and the reason you 

married who you married. Therefore, wouldn’t it be a good idea for you to take care of it 

being that it is your prize? If you don’t take care of your home, who do you think will? Of 

course you can be in and out of it all you want. No one is saying you have to be there 

24/7, but if you want a nice home ― nice for your husband, nice for your children, nice 

for yourself ― then you have to take on that responsibility because no one else will. 

Who? Your husband? He works 9 hours a day, commutes 2 hours a day, and when he 

gets home, he is exhausted and stressed from the battles at work. You think he is going to 

keep your house? He doesn’t even have your sense of decorum. He can’t do what you 

want done. Have you ever seen a place where a single man lives? Would you want to live 

in that? A man cave? Honestly?” 

 Now, ladies, if you are also a career person and don’t have time or energy for 

housework, then hire a house keeper. Being a “keeper at home” does not preclude 

delegating that workload to someone else, only making sure that it gets done to your  

satisfaction. There is no requirement that you be the cook, the vacuumer, the laundry 

person, etc.; it is only required that it get done (because you want it done) and that you 

see to it. After all, again, it is your home. What do you want your home to be? 

 Next. 

 Paul’s words “obedient to their own husbands” is troublesome. Certainly it is a 

reflection of his times and culture, but while that is partially satisfying, it is not entirely. 

It is not that we object to the idea of obedience ― for instance we are all required to be 

obedient to our employers or we get fired ― it is the sense of inequality in marriage that 

makes us bristle at this thought. Yes, men bristle too ― we don’t want our wives to obey 

us (maybe others do but not American men), that would be humiliating to have to dish 

out orders as though we are incapable of gentle persuasion. It is simply unmanly, in 

American culture, for a man to be unable to negotiate successfully with his wife so that 

he has to resort to tyranny. Feminism has taught us that much. We American men think 
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we’re better than that, and it is a matter of masculine pride that we get along well enough 

with our wives so that we generally agree about most things most of the time, and things 

we disagree about we calmly negotiate. 

 Now, having said all that, let’s see if we can make some contemporary sense out 

of Paul’s “obey your own husbands” and do it without offending absolutely everyone. 

 The truth is, wives get their way about almost everything almost all the time. 

When I take my wife out to dinner, I’ll say, “Where would you like to eat?” And she’ll 

invariably say, “I don’t know. You decide.”  

 Well, that’s not going to happen. Because I know from long experience that if I 

say, “Panda Express,” she’ll say, “No, I don’t feel like Chinese,” or if I say, “Red 

Lobster,” she’ll say, “No, I don’t feel like seafood.” Sometimes I’ll say, “Tell you what. 

I’ll toss out three and you pick one. Okay?” And she’ll say, “Okay.” So I toss out three 

and she’ll think for a minute and say, “None of the above.” Then after we’ve finished 

laughing at the lunacy, I’ll say, “Honey, seriously, where would you like to eat?” And 

then she’ll tell me and that’s where we go. True story. 

 Generally we split the meal; that is, we split what she orders. Should I order? If I 

do, she’ll want something else, guaranteed. Whereas I’m happy with anything. 

 My daughter wanted new tile for her kitchen. Her husband bought it and brought 

it home. “That’s great,” she said. “I want it diagonal.” “Diagonal?” he groused. “That 

will be much harder and will take much longer.” She replied, “We’re going to be her for 

decades, I’ll have to look at it every day, I want it diagonal.” So, diagonal it is.  

 So the idea that wives should obey their husbands not only is not true, it is non-

sensical. Who is obeying who? Remember Adam and Eve and that apple or whatever? 

 But let’s not entirely dismiss Paul’s admonition “obedient to their own husbands.”  

 Recall Proverbs 31:3 Give not the strength to women. Since wives have their way 

99% of the time, what about the remaining 1%? Is there any time when the wife should 

acquiesce to her husband? There are such times. For example: “Honey, I lost my job this 

morning. I’ve been calling around and I got another job ― in Miami. I’m sorry, but we 

have to move. We have no choice.” Wives, you may feel like having a hissy-fit at such 

moments, and maybe you will, but you will be moving to Miami if you want your family 

to survive and not starve.  

 Think of it this way: The husband doesn’t get his way often, mostly because he 

has no need to get his way often, unless he really is a chauvinist and then you have other 

problems. But when he does have a need to get his way, it’s usually because something is 

serious. Men are not generally frivolous with demands. Not that women are, but there are 

emotional differences, perception differences, esthetic differences, and men just learn that 

their lives are better off when their women are allowed to have their way on most things. 

Not because it’s just easier to submit, although that’s true, but because on most things 

women’s opinions just tend to be better. It’s because of their holistic thinking. 

 Therefore, ladies, on the rare times when your man insists on having his way, 

shouldn’t you allow him to have it? Of course a feminist will insist, “No, never! All ways 

are my way!” as the Queen of Hearts said to Alice in Wonderland.  “If you ever have to 

have it your way,” a feminist will insist, “why, that’s Chauvinism!” Well, that’s not 

balance, is it?  And balance, fairness, give and take, is what marriage is all about, or 

should be. 
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 I think that’s more like what Paul meant by, “obedient to your own husband” ― 

submit sometimes when the situation really calls for it. And I think that’s what Paul 

would have said if he were alive today.  

 Ladies, while your marriage is generally governed by love and mutual respect, 

you may feel that there is always a kind of ongoing tug for who is in control. Well, 

neither of you should want to be in control, but if you get your way all the time, then you 

are in control, and I have to ask, do you really want that? If you do want to be in control 

all the time, then it is you who are the unreasonable chauvinist.  

 I’m saying this: get reasonable, and let your husband have his way at times when 

he should have his way. After all, he is (usually) responsible for the financial survival of 

the family as you are responsible for the state of your home. So, let him be responsible. 

Now, if he’s about to make a terrible mistake like investing the life savings in swamp 

land, then, of course, engage the battle. I don’t think Paul would disagree with that. 

 

[9] MASCA AND FAMO 

 

 I’m creating two new words which I expect will never catch on: Masca and Famo. 

They have to do with breeding rights. Masca, I claim, is what men do because women 

demand it of them. Famo, I claim, is what women do because men demand it of them.  

 Every boy learns at an early age from girls that if he is a take-charge-guy, then 

girls will seek him. That is not chauvinism, it is not even male prerogative, it is female 

insistence. So when feminists accuse boys of chauvinism, they need to look at the girls 

who taught them.  

 Every girl learns at an early age from boys that if she is pretty that boys will seek 

her. That is not vanity, it is not even female prerogative, it is male insistence. So when 

feminists accuse girls of being overly vain, they need to look at the boys who taught 

them. 

 Females select powerful males. That males learn to be powerful from 

discriminating females, I call that “masca.” Males select pretty females. That females 

learn to be pretty from discriminating males, I call that “famo.” So each gender dictates 

its demands to the other and every boy and girl acquiesces to those demands (boys get 

careers and girls get pretty) because they want to be high on the reproductive rights list. If 

that is chauvinism then it is nature’s chauvinism. It’s all in the genes. We can’t escape it. 

 Why did nature decree that men and woman have different criteria for mate 

selection? Here’s my theory: So that the human race could continually improve in what 

we are (pretty implies health), and what we do (power implies safety). What we are is 

inside and what we do is outside. Because masca and famo run at ninety degrees from 

each other is why the human race rules the earth and not dinosaurs. 

 Here’s an important lesson to learn, if you haven’t already: Learn to appreciate 

what your spouse is doing because he or she is doing it for you. 

 Wives, don’t insist that your husband take more time off work to spend more time 

at home with you. He’s working himself to the bone for you and the kids. He’d crawl 

over glass for you. To criticize him for working too hard is unfair. 

 Husbands, the next time you are late to an event because your wife lingers too 

long with her makeup at the mirror, don’t complain about that, she’s doing it for you, 
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because you demand it of her. To criticize her for making herself pretty is unfair. And if 

she asks you, “Do I look fat?” the correct answer is, “Do I look stupid?” 

 To sum it up, be a team, be on each other’s side, and stand together against the 

world.  And it will all work out. 

 I read a saying (by Sydney Smith whoever he is) that I really like: “Marriage 

resembles a pair of shears, so joined that they cannot be separated; often moving in 

opposite directions, yet always punishing anyone who comes between them.” 

 That’s good, Sydney ― whoever you are, I like your thought. 

 It’s time to close this down, and to do it I’ll leave you with this final verse: 

 

Ecclesiastes 4:9 Two are better than one; because they have a good reward for 

their labour. :10 For if they fall, the one will lift up his fellow: but woe to him that 

is alone when he falleth; for he hath not another to help him up. :11 Again, if two 

lie together, they they have heat: but how can one be warm alone? :12 And if one 

prevail against him, two shall withstand him; and a threefold cord is not quickly 

broken.  

 

 Now that’s a family. 


