The Covering and Women Preachers
This article is written to point out that the covering requirement of I Cor 11:2-16 and the prohibition against women preachers in I Tim 2:11-12 stand or fall together, since Paul uses the same basic argument to make his case for both conclusions.  The argument I am referring to, I will call the "order of creation" argument.  Notice how one of Paul's arguments concerning the covering is put in I Cor 11:7-9:  "For a man indeed ought not to cover his head, forasmuch as he is the image and glory of God:  but the woman is the glory of the man.  For the man is not of the woman; but the woman of the man.  Neither was the man created for the woman; but the woman for the man."  Now notice how similar the wording of the argument against a woman teaching over a man is put in I Tim 2:11-13:  "Let the woman learn in silence with all subjection.  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."  Both passages argue their respective cases from the fact that the first man, Adam, was created before the first woman, Eve.  This argument is not based upon culture, but is based upon the "order of creation."  Since it is the same argument for both practices, if one practice does not apply anymore, then neither does the other.  The reader must either accept the covering requirement as applicable and binding today, or if he rejects it, claiming it was just cultural, then to be consistent he must reject the prohibition against women preachers upon the same basis, that is, he must teach that it also was just cultural.

The fact that these two teachings stand or fall together was pointed out in the 1990 Freed-Hardeman Forum.  The issue in this forum was whether or not women should be given a greater role in the church, including should they be allowed to preach in the church assemblies.  In arguing against women preachers, Ralph Gilmore said on page 57, "These scriptures are not tied to culture.  They are tied to creation ... I do not know how they can say that this is a cultural matter when at least these two instances, and probably three instances [i.e., I Cor 11, I Tim 2, and I Cor 14], it's tied to creation, it's tied to creation, it's tied to creation."  On page 72, Mr. Gilmore further argued, "I Timothy 2:12-15 is not cultural because it says the woman came from the man, and woman was deceived in the transgression."  Now notice Lynn Mitchell's correct response on page 133 while arguing in favor of women preachers:  "In I Cor 11, Paul bases his discussion on whether women should wear veils on the doctrine of creation and the order that exists between God and woman."

Some have made the argument that in I Cor 11, Paul makes the "order of creation" and other arguments, in favor of man being the head of woman, and that the covering is just a cultural application of the headship principle.  But the same basic argument could be made about I Tim 2 and its prohibition against women preachers.  Many indeed make this argument by saying that the "order of creation" argument is made in I Tim 2:13 in favor of man's headship over women, and that the rule about women not teaching over the man is just a cultural application of that headship principle.

Some might argue that not teaching over another is inherent in the idea of headship.  But that is not so.  Who among us thinks it is wrong for a professional to lead a meeting where such meeting includes his own boss?  Again, the elders have authority (headship) over the local congregation, but that does not mean that it is wrong for one of the other men of the congregation to lead a class that includes one or more of the elders as students.

The truth is that the covering requirement and the prohibition against women preachers are both divine applications of the divine headship principle.  The Bible argues for both teachings using the same argument.  God requires that woman place herself in subjection to man, and God says that applications of that headship are that the woman should be covered when she prays (and not the man), and that the woman should not teach over the man.  "For the man is not of the woman; but the woman of the man.  Neither was the man created for the woman; but the woman for the man."  "For Adam was first formed, then Eve."  If the covering requirement is only cultural, then so is the women preacher prohibition.  The truth is that they are both still binding.

