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It is absolutely necessary that one understands the true meaning of the “husband’s priority.”
Otherwise, it could lead to the husband’s abuse of power. Closely knit married life is built on the
foundation that the married couple enjoys equal rights. The husband has the same rights to his wife as
the wife has to her husband. The “priority” of the husband does not mean that the husband can treat his
wife as a servant or as an immature child. Not at all! A wife is neither a charwoman nor the acolyte for
her husband, but she is a companion and friend. They are both equal. Therefore, it is the husband’s
obligation to respect her dignity as a woman, a wife and a mother. He should never demand anything of
her that would be incompatible with common sense and human dignity.

A husband who fills the house with filthy words and curses or ill treats his wife and children with
loud scolding, knocking them about, pushing and beating them is neither a husband nor a father, he is a
brutal, pig-headed, ruthless tyrant.

Neither does the priority of the husband mean that at home he can strut about like a rooster,
always flared up and always loudly crowing about his superiority and his manly fatherly rights. A
husband does not have the right to give orders and command others about at home in austere and
abrupt tone of voice like a foul-tongued sergeant in the barracks, taken up with the meaning of his rank
and responsibility. A married couple should come to an agreement peacefully and yieldingly.

Let’s learn from the human body. The head really directs the rest of the members for the good
of the entire body, but it works together with the heart. In the family, the husband is the head because
someone must make final decisions and return a verdict, but in the family the wife is the heart.
Therefore, if the head and heart cooperate together peacefully, the marital wagon will travel the paths
of life peacefully, safely and happily.

Here, | beg you to listen very carefully. The priority of the husband does not mean that the
husband should interfere in household matters that do not belong to him and of which he has no
knowledge. A good husband in the home is like “a minister of finances” who provides the means to
maintain the home and the family. He is the same time “the minister of external affairs” who should
care about the well-being, prosperity and good name of his family. He must also be ready, if there is
ever a need, to defend his family from danger or enemies.

Now the wife is in reality “the minister of education and religion” because the care and
responsibility concerning the proper upbringing and education of children rest on her shoulders.
Furthermore, the wife is “the minister of internal affairs” because the inner governance of the
household belongs to the wife.

That’s why the husband has no right to check on what his wife is cooking in the pots and pans on
the kitchen stove; he also has no right playing the role of her teacher in matters of laundry or sewing.
Let him leave these domestic issues to his wife for she is good in dealing with them — at least she should
be more familiar with them than her husband.

Now, this does not mean that the husband, especially in the first years of their living together
commits a mortal sin if he helps his wife with the washing of dishes, the laundry or the scrubbing of
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floors. | heartily encourage our young men to such practices for there is no fear that these young
husbands are breaking any law nor are they lowering position as “ministers of finance and external
affairs.” A husband who is understanding and reasonable will never forbid his wife from spending a few
cents for some amusement for the children, from giving an offering to the church, from giving alms to
the poor or money to a worthy cause, or for spending money to pay the various small expenses involved
in the management of a household. | firmly believe that the wife should be the treasurer and the cashier
in the family. Of course, it would have to be different if the wife were lazy, careless and a spendthrift.
However praise to God because the majority of wives are thrifty, good managers and worthy of one’s
full confidence in conducting and managing the external affairs of the family.

It often happens that the husband is a bungler and lazy person; whatever he earns he easily
spends on horses, on playing cards and on drinking. He totally neglects his obligations as a husband and
father. He diminishes the welfare of the family. He causes trouble, anxiety and fear in his own home.
There is no doubt that all of you know families where the wife and mother not only has more energy
and shrewdness but is also even more intelligent than the “minister of finances.” She also is better not
only in managing her household but also can manage the family’s business better and more profitably
than her “lord” — “designated head.”

Fortunate is that family, especially in these present times, where the husband, although he is
resolute, he is understanding and wisely takes care of the interests of the house and family; and the
wife patiently and willingly assists him, for a strong husband is dearer to her and she can depend upon
him for safe and constant support rather than on one who is weak, hesitating, changeable and always
uncertain. Grant, O Lord, that in our families there will never again be husbands who are oafs, cry-
babies, boobs and incompetent persons as well as fathers who are tyrants, louts and cruel men. May
these kinds of wives also never be found in our families: women who are just spruced up dolls,
wheedlesome cry- babies or naggers, spitfires or shrews. May the family life of all our people blossom
with Christian virtues and Polish good points.

At the beginning of today’s talk | mentioned the audacity and impudence of certain unbelievers
who do not recognize marriage as God'’s institution and they want to lower the high standard of
Matrimony to a contract, almost to a business contract. They want to introduce the practice of marriage
for a limited time, a trial marriage and a marriage of companionship. Let us see what these modern
styles of marriage mean as they are not so much reformed as they are deformed.

Thus, marriage for a limited time is contracted for a certain specified time, up to the specified
end. The trial marriage is contracted as a test, for the sake of experience. If it works, they can consider
entering a true marriage but, if it does not work, then they separate and he goes north while she goes
south. Yes, you guessed it — they separate and start all over with new partners. A marriage of
companionship is contracted by friends, for example; male and female students during the term of their
studies so that they would not be bored, that they need not live during those years in the single state
and then, only after they have completed their studies, if they are still so inclined and still willing then
they can think about contracting a real marriage.
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What does all of this mean? No doubt that young people want to use the rights and privileges of
marriage outside of the framework of true marriage and thus excusing themselves from the duties and
obligations of marriage. After living together in such a way in such loose and non-binding circumstances,
will they ever want to contract a true marriage? Furthermore, what man will want such a “used” woman
as his wife? Or, what kind of husband and father will such a “walked over and swept away” man
become? | have no answers for such questions.

For people of our times depend too much on their own intelligence in marital affairs and too
often are just guided by their personal feelings. This is neither intelligent nor healthy. A person’s mind or
intellect can make mistakes and feelings or emotions can blind a person. So-called “bling love” always
leads to misfortune, for it leads the way to breaking the commandments of God, to the trampling of
Christian principles, and often even to the neglect and renouncement of one’s faith. In marital matters
one cannot be guided by that which one reads in newspapers, magazines and modern books because
they usually fill the mind with forbidden atheism and paganism. And what value does the fame of the
writer possess who knows nothing of the teachings of Christ, the commandments of God or the
principles of Christianity on which rests the holiness of marriage and the objectives of this marriage?

Every Catholic should uphold these principles that are unchanging, for they are from God and
were given to us through His Church. These principles are sometimes difficult and demand sacrifice.
However, they are the bright pointers to a true and lasting family happiness. All efforts to reform and
redefine Christian marriage and to substitute this Godly institution with some sort of weird, new forms
of living together that were invented by people, were and still are totally useless. Let us reform out
literature, our theaters, the fashions and the customs of our people. Let us bury these poisoned wells of
scandal and bad example and accustom our young people to practice self-control. Only then will
marriages be renewed in integrity, stability and faithfulness.
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February 10, 1946
| greet all of you my dear fellow countrymen with the words, “Praised be Jesus Christ.”

Before | even begin, | want you to know that not everything that | have to say about marriage
will be beautiful, pleasing and pleasant. There are some details that | would prefer to not touch upon,
however, | am not permitted to treat them with total silence for the sake of the well- being and
happiness not only of married couples, but for the well -being and happiness of those young people who
are planning to marry in the near future. There have never before been so many erroneous and false
understandings about marriage. The main source of these many errors lies in the fact that they consider
marriage as having been invented by man, not an institution created by God and raised to the dignity of
a sacrament by Jesus Christ. People insist that the laws, ceremonies and customs defining marriage
originate solely from the will of the people, and this is what people follow. On that basis they should be
established, changed and carried out according to the liking of the people and according to the changing
views and opinions of the time.

On the other hand, the sexual impulse, because it consists of nature itself, cannot be limited and
its rights reach beyond marriage. Therefore, it can operate within marriage and also outside of marriage
even with disregard for the purpose of marriage. From these principles they thought out ways of living
together allegedly responding to the demands of the mentality and goods of the present age. They are
supposed to be new forms of marriage, namely: marriage for a limited time; a trial marriage and a
marriage of companionship. All of these attribute to themselves all the rights and privileges of
Matrimony. However, they do bind themselves with any unbreakable bond and they all avoid having
children.

There is no lack of those, not only among men but also among women who put forth intense
efforts in order to gain lawful recognition for these low inventions that are unworthy of man. Thus, this
kind of marriage, in their opinion, ennobles the social structure. They praise these weird creations of
theirs and call them the achievements of our modern culture. In reality, this is nothing else but
corruption which smells of the beginnings of savage and degenerate barbarism.

Now my talk entitled:
CRIME IN MARRIAGE

Since in my last talk | pointed out certain unjust objections given by married couples to
exonerate and justify themselves in their avoidance of having children, listen carefully now to what Pope
Pius XI wrote concerning this matter: “Let’s touch first on the topic of having children. Many dare to call
this a disagreeable burden of marriage and they advise that it should be avoided carefully, not by honest
abstinence which is permitted in marriage with the agreement of both husband and wife, but by the
violation of the natural act.

There are some who allow themselves these criminal actions because they are weary of children
and they want to have pleasure and enjoy life without having any burdens.
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Others excuse themselves saying that they can neither observe abstinence nor can they burden
themselves with children in consideration of himself and also of his wife, as well as in consideration of
his financial circumstances.” So much for the Pope; Catholic writers and moralists often write of these
forbidden practices and they insist that it is often the fault of one side only. It is not the fault of the wife
but that of her husband who wants to enjoy his rights as a husband but refuses the obligations of a
father. In such a situation, the wife can be justified because such a situation is not her choice. However,
she should reprimand her husband and warn him that such behavior does not agree with the vow of
matrimony.

More and more often, married couples excuse themselves on the basis of poverty. How can they
possibly have more than one or two children when it is so difficult to find housing? Landlords of
available houses do not want to rent them out to parents who have large families. There would not be
enough money for us to suitably dress, feed and raise many children.

| agree that there is a lot of truth, bitter truth, in these complaints, but, then again | ask you —
does this poverty justify murder, stealing, immorality and other crimes? Not at all! Therefore, it is
forbidden to use poverty as an excuse to abuse marriage by going against the commandments of God
and against the laws of nature. The commandments of God do not need any reform nor do the laws of
nature need any changes. Evidently there’s something out of order here with the present social order
and the relationships of society. It is here that reformation is needed.

Governments can accomplish this by enacting laws just laws to protect the worker — fathers, the
mothers, the children, and entire families — especially families with many children. Besides, the
calculations of people are often erroneous and often deceiving. But the Providence of God watches over
those who trust Him with their entire soul. Man is an intelligent being and shouldn’t indulge his every
whim. Therefore, in the use of his marital rights, he should be governed by his intellect and not his
inclinations. He should give himself certain limits but, it is very difficult to talk about such things. Where
there is a need, | send such a person to a trusted Catholic physician or to an experienced confessor.
Perverse marital practices used to limit the number of children cause the destruction of marital ties, the
loosening of family bonds and threaten the extinction of the nation.

Here, it is also my duty to bring up something that is very disagreeable, painful and shameful. It
carries the strange name: “White Death.” Fearing that | may offend the delicate feelings of my listeners,
| didn’t trust myself, therefore | am using the direct words of Doctor Baranowski: “What does that
strange name mean? This “White Death” goes through the world and every year takes hundreds,
thousands — yes, millions of children before they have even managed to be born. But, this death doesn’t
come on its own, but is brought on by reckless mothers, unconscientious doctors, wise old ladies and
secret medication. These modern Herods, these murderers of innocent children, never even give it a
thought that a human being is alive and has an immortal soul from the first moment of conception. They
never think that the souls of these innocent children enter the next world without the benefit of the
sacrament of Baptism.
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The country’s laws, in general punish such murderous practices but, how often does this
practice go unpunished? Then there are those who praise and recommend this murder of innocent
babes. In certain countries there are laws that dictate a punishment given for interrupting a pregnancy
or for the premature removal and killing of the unborn child. However, this same law says that in certain
circumstances, there is no punishment or fine for a doctor who interrupts a pregnancy. Nevertheless,
everyone understands that this act, before God and one’s conscience remains the crime of murder.

What reasons do they give to justify the murder of children before they are born? There are two
in particular: consideration for the health of the mother and consideration for the health of the child. No
one would dare deny the fact that the life of the mother is precious, and especially precious when she
still has small children to raise. But the life of a child is not only precious but the life of that child is also
holy even though it is still asleep in the mother’s womb. No one can foretell what this child will be when
he has grown; maybe a saint, maybe a great leader or maybe a famous doctor. It it’s a girl, maybe she
will be a great saint, or a great artist, or maybe a great benefactress of many people.

Be what it may, no true mother will agree to have her unborn child killed in order that she
herself may be helped. Also a good doctor will always remember that he is not an executioner who kills
but a physician who defends all human life from harm or danger. Furthermore, medicine has advanced
so much that although there may be rare instances where there may be great danger to mother and
child, ordinarily, the lives of the mother and of the child can be saved.

Here | must mention this one kind of circumstance. It may happen that a pregnant woman
contracts some sort of dangerous disease. In order to save the life of the mother, the doctor gives her
medication to overcome this disease. This medication may restore the mother to health, but at the
same time, it is possible that it may contribute to the death of the child. In such circumstances, both the
mother and the doctor can maintain a clear and peaceful conscience. Through the use of this medication
they did not want to kil the child, they only wanted to save the life of the mother and the mother has
the right to save her own life, just so that they do not neglect the opportunity to baptize that dying
child.

There are some people who argue this: sometimes it happens that parents have children, but
every one of their children has some disability, is sickly and crippled. Surely, their next child will also be
either sickly or crippled. Therefore, isn’t it better to remove such a child before it is even born? The
answer is NO; absolutely not; by no means! Who ever said that it is permissible to kill the sick and the
disabled? The pagans sometimes did this and this was what the Germans were doing in the twentieth
century, but Christians never did this. A person may be of fragile health, weak in body and even crippled,
but at the same time, he may be great in spirit. Consider the great poets Slowacki and Krasinski and the
famous musician Chopin, all three were physically weak and sickly and died prematurely, but look at
their great and famous achievements.

Furthermore, no one knows for certain the kind of health the future child will possess. There
have been incidents where a fragile and weak mother gave birth to babies that were healthy specimens
in mind and body and the opposite also happened. On the other hand, we all know well what a
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misfortune a sickness can be in a family. Therefore, rather than bringing sickly or defective children into
the world, isn’t it better to renounce one’s right to marry? There are times when people must be given
such advice. It would not only be a fault but even a sin if a young man or a young woman who were
infected by some serious disease entered marriage, thus spreading farther their own personal poison.

The deliberate, intentional killing of the unborn child is a sin that calls to heaven for vengeance .
All the more, it is the murder of innocent beings that cannot defend themselves. How strict and serious
is this warning from the Pope: “If the government authorities do not protect these little ones, but by
their laws and regulations agree with these measures and in that way they deliver these little ones into
the hands of doctors or others for certain death, let them remember that God is a Judge and the
Avenger of innocent blood calling from earth to heaven.”

Up until now | have been speaking about the first purpose or to use the expression of St.
Augustine, about the first right of marriage, about progeny or children. Now | refer to the second
purpose or right which is faithfulness in marriage. What does it mean and on what does it depend? On
this, that a married couple who contracted marriage with each other and solemnly and publicly sealed it
with the sacrament that they vigilantly and precisely keep that vow. What kind of obligations do these
marriage vows place on the married couple? On the first place: the obligation of oneness, meaning that
marriage can only exist between one man and one woman: next, the obligation of marital love. Here it is
worth expanding this answer a little because true marital love is not that which young people read
about in novels, especially in romances. Neither is it that which is presented on stages in theatrical
spectacles, nor that which is shown in movies. True love is not a sudden outburst that has been
enkindled by the sight of external and superficial beauty, charm and elegant manners which the mind
momentarily receives, loses its peace and pushes to take advantage of it. These kinds of feelings are like
a grass fire. As quickly as they flare up, that’s how fast they burn out and leave behind nothing but
ashes.

Again | shall use someone else’s characterization: “Itis she or no one” cries the young man who
is smitten with such love. “It is he or no one” cries the maiden who is so much in love. Warnings from
parents and pastors are fruitless. They do not listen to anyone because their passions or feelings have
thoroughly blinded them. But after a few months of marriage, there is often such a rude and painful
awakening. He thought that he was getting an angel and now he sees that he has a goose or a shrew.
She thought that she has a noble knight and now she sees that her husband is a drunkard or a playboy.
Now there are tears, complaints and sorrow, but it is all now too late.

True love does not only consist of sweet talk, endearing flattery, loving talk or verses, deep sighs
and loving glances. All of that can exist and does exist during the engagement period. However, will it
Jast throughout the marriage? Too often, all of these gestures were only a sweet narcotic to confuse the
feelings and the senses.

Then, on what does true marital love depend?  On loving actions and a bonding of souls. One
cannot learn about marital love from modern romances not from our theaters. Love does not fall from
heaven like a thunderbolt which you cannot resist. Love depends on people who can deepen it and
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ennoble it, or they can also distort and destroy or wreck it. Marriage is a school of love, mutual love of
one another, love of God and love of neighbor. Such love does not diminish with the years, but on the
contrary, it grows greater and stronger while at the same time it ennobles the marital companionship.

The bond of married life does not depend on the fact that the married couple has a common
home a common kitchen. That does not yet constitute a family home. Family life demands much more.
There is the husband, as the father he goes to work. He works willingly and diligently because he knows
that he is working for his wife and for his children and his love for them sweetens the burdens and
difficulties.

The wife receives from her husband’s hand his hard-earned money and she spends it wisely and
economically so that her husband would have a good, happy home in the loving presence of his family.

The husband and father hurries home from work with joy for he knows that his wife awaits him
with a smile and his children will run to greet him with joy.

There are no secrets between them. They share the joys and worries of their family. They do not
allow any suspicious friendships or any relatives to disturb the harmony, peace and love that reigns in
their home. The bond or union of married life is a bond of body and soul because it is not angels who are
united in marriage, but people. Married couples understand that a spiritual love should rule over the
carnal love and ennoble it, for youth fades away, life itself passes away but the immortal souls remain.
True married love intensely desires that its companion here in this earthly life become his/her
companion in their life beyond the grave. Therefore, it is not an indifferent matter for a wife whether
she has a husband who is an atheist, or whether he is a good hones man who believes in God. It also is
not an indifferent matter for the husband as to whether his wife is an honest woman or whether she is
flighty and inconsiderate. This is exactly where mutual training begins, mutual schooling in patience,
fulfilling all of one’s duties and in the exercise of many other virtues. All of this should not be done
insistently or peevishly, but with great love and understanding and if this doesn’t work, deal with it in
silence and prayer. Only God knows how much merit there is in this. Then, even when death separates
this married couple, their marital love reaches beyond the grave with tender memories, heartfelt
thoughts and frequent prayers.

It is known that the Catholic Church has introduced a certain change in the format of the
marriage vows. In former times, a young maiden entering marriage used to promise her future husband,
not only love, faithfulness and marital honesty, but also, marital obedience. In the present form, the
vow omits the mention of obedience. What is the meaning of that change? Has the Church removed the
husband as head of the family? Now, instead of one, are there two heads of the family? The words have
changed a little but the essence of these vows is still the same. Nothing has changed in marriage. The
mutual relationship between husband and wife, their mutual rights and mutual obligations remain the
same as they always were. He or she who contracts a Christian marriage takes upon himself/herself all
of the marital and family obligations involved even if they do not specify fidelity, honesty or obedience.
Therefore, now just as in former times, the husband has priority in the family just as the Apostle taught,
“Wives should be subject to their husbands.”




