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Chapter 14 - Only Miraculous Gifts ?
Keith Storment:

•
... the instructions in vs.33-35 would not apply to any assembly where ... miraculous spiritual gifts cannot be exercised.  Specifically, they would ... apply to none of our general assemblies today (unless we align ourselves with the Charismatics and begin speaking in tongues!)  [Faith and Facts, April 99]

•
The overall context of this passage deals with the proper use of miraculous gifts that the Spirit gave to Christians in the first century.  With the exception of the discourse about the Lord's Supper, everything from the beginning of chapter 11 to the end of chapter 14 centers around this theme  [Faith and Facts, October 98]

This reasoning would prove no Lord's Supper today, because:

•
(as Keith says) I Corinthians 11:17-34 is within Paul's discussion of spiritual gifts

•
also, Paul's Acts 20:7 sermon was likely inspired and therefore that assembly can't be duplicated

Wouldn't the principle of speaking one at a time taught by I Cor 14:27,30-31 apply today to uninspired teachers?  Even Keith teaches (Faith and Facts, July 99) I Cor 14:40 ("Let all things be done decently and in order") applies today.  Keith is right when he said: "we can (not) just wave the magic wand of 'miraculous spiritual gifts' over these verses and dismiss everything they contain as having no relevance for us today." (F&F, October 98)

I Corinthians 14:34-35 itself does not say one word about spiritual gifts !

‘Husbands’ Proves Prophets’ Wives Only ?
My opponent thinks "let them ask their husbands at home" proves the verse is only talking about prophets' wives.

"Let them ask their husbands at home" is just giving one typical alternative to the woman asking a question in the church assembly.  It is not saying this is the only alternative.

Keith Storment understands this about the "at home" part when he says (Faith and Facts):

•
"At home" (lit. "in a house") means a place apart from the assembly.  Paul makes the same contrast in 11:22.  Paul thus instructs the women who desire to learn more to request the information outside of the assembly.  (October 98)

•
Rather, the apostle directs them to wait until they are outside the assembly to ask their questions.  (April 99)

He also understands this about the husband's part unless he thinks this passage made it sinful for a prophet's wife to ever ask a question to anybody else except their husband:

•
sin to ask another prophet besides her husband
•
sin to ask a prophetess Acts 21:9

Who believes I Corinthians 14:35 is saying the prophet's wife could only ask a question to her husband (not anybody else), and only at their house (not anywhere else like at a restaurant)?  Who believes I Corinthians 11:34 means we can only eat at home, and not at a restaurant?  Both passages are just saying, "don't do it in the church assembly," and then each gives a sample/typical alternative.

"Husbands At Home" Is Alternative
Keith Storment (Faith and Facts, April 1999):

... Paul specified exactly who they were to ask.  They were not told to ask their fathers, uncles, brothers, sons, or nephews.  Nor are they directed to ask the teacher, the preacher, the elders, the deacons, or some other brother.  No, they were to "ask their own husbands".  We must conclude that "the women" of verse 34 are those who had husbands.  Women without husbands ... are not under consideration. ... By this process of elimination, ... we must identify "the women" of verse 34 with the wives of the prophets .... (Therefore, ptd) the directions of I Corinthians 14:33-35 ... have no direct bearing on any woman in any assembly today.

"husbands at home" is an alternative to the assembly just like "eat at home" - I Cor 11:34

Either the women here were being ordered to only ask their HUSBANDS AT HOME, or they were just being given an alternative to asking the question in the church assembly.  It can't be one way for "husbands," and the other way for "at home."

By Keith's reasoning we could say that the women were told exactly where they were to ask their questions.  They were not told to ask at a restaurant, in the marketplace, in their barn, in their garden, etc..  No, they were to ask "at home."

Keith recognizes that "at home" is NOT the only place they could ask their questions, but just an available alternative  (Faith and Facts, October 1998):

"At home" (lit. "in a house") means a place apart from the assembly.  Paul ... instructs the women ... to request the information outside … the assembly.

Their "husbands" is just an available alternative also, and so my opponent has no point.
Only A Prophet Could Have Answered A Question ?
Keith Storment (Faith and Facts, April 99):

In the first century, it would also have eliminated some women whose husbands were Christians.  Since the complete written revelation of God was not yet available, only those men who had the miraculous spiritual gift of prophecy could be relied on for spiritual information.  A woman whose husband did not have this gift could not have answered her questions.

So it would never be the case (then or now) that an uninspired man would get more from a sermon than his wife, and therefore she would ask him a question afterward about the sermon?

So it would never be the case (then or now) that an uninspired Christian man could answer a question about how to be saved from his non-Christian wife?

So it would never be the case (then or now) that a woman would have an OT question for an uninspired man?  (remember the OT was available then)
This point is critical to Keith's position (his position is dependent upon it), yet we've shown the point to be absurd.
"Your Women" is 2nd Person

My opponent reasons that since prophets are mentioned in verses 29-32, therefore verses 34-35 is referring to the prophets' wives.

But almost all translations have the verses in different paragraphs.

In general, the second person (as in YOUR women, v.34) refers to the church (1:2) or brethren (14:6,20,26,39) as a whole, while the third person is used when referring to the tongue speakers or prophets specifically (e.g., "him" in verse 28).

Just as we do when we are writing a letter, Paul uses the second person to address who he is talking to (the Corinthians as a whole).  Paul uses the third person to talk about (not to) a select group of the Corinthians, like the tongue speakers and the prophets.

So “your women” (14:34) would be the women of who the letter was addressed to, the women of the Corinthian church as a whole.
"The Women" Is Specific ?
Keith Storment  (Faith and Facts, October 98):

The women ... the term does seem to be specific instead of general.  It is "the women" not just "women."

Keith's argument is this:  since "your women" in verse 34 is specific (it has the article) and not general, it is not referring to all women, but instead to a specified group of women

If this argument means anything, it proves verse 35 is talking about all women (including women today), since "women" in verse 35 is not specific (it doesn't have the article); instead it is general.

Keith is right that verse 34 is specific and so refers to a select group → it refers to "your" (the Corinthian) women. Verse 35 generalizes the teaching to all women everywhere, including women today.

Conclusion:  I Corinthians 14:35 says "it is a shame for women (in general → all women) to speak in the church."

I Cor 11:35 Generalizes The Regulation To All Women

Let me emphasize that even if I am wrong about who the "your women" of verse 34 are, that is, if "your women" does refer only to the prophet's wives, I Corinthians 14:34-35 would still apply to women today because verse 35 generalizes the passage to all women, then and now.

Whoever the "your women" of verse 34 are, whether they are the Corinthian women as a whole or just the prophets' wives, verse 35 says they should be silent because "it is a shame for women to speak in the church."

In other words, the Corinthian women (or the prophets' wives) are not permitted to speak in the assembly, because it is wrong for women in general (all women everywhere) to speak in the church.

And so this certainly applies today !

Forbidden To Interrupt Their Husbands?

Keith Storment  (Faith and Facts, July 99):

I Corinthians 14:33-35 ... We learned that the wives of the prophets at Corinth were forbidden to interrupt their husbands with questions during the worship service.

The only problem with this is that I Corinthians 14 says nothing about "interrupting."  That is not in the text anywhere.

This reminds me of our radio program back home: when we bring up I Corinthians 14:34-35 against women preachers, listeners call in and say this passage was only forbidding women from speaking from the balcony (it's almost humorous).

I Corinthians 14:34-35 means exactly what it says!:  "it is a shame for women to speak in the church."
My Side's Motivation ?
Keith Storment  (Faith and Facts):

•
That we do not simply seize upon a passage that we think says what we want to say without giving proper consideration to it's true meaning and ... application.  (April 99)

•
I do not believe we should falsify a passage ... even in the interests of substantiating a true position  (April 99)
•
I do not believe we have to lean on the broken reed of I Cor 14:33-35 to establish that women should not ... be given leadership roles.  (July 99).
Actually, what happened is someone invented the theory that the covering is not required anymore, since "prophesy" is mentioned in I Cor 11.

This false theory was eventually challenged that if their reasoning was true on I Corinthians 11, then I Cor 14:34-35 would not apply today either.

With much reservation, this consistent position was finally accepted, and the false theory was born that I Cor 14:34-35 does not apply today either.
Consistently, the next thing to go should be Acts 20:7.
Acts 5:1-11

Example Of Woman Speaking In The Church Assembly ?

I Cor 16:1-2 requires giving be done into a common treasury on the first day of the week (not individually at home), but I've never heard anyone teach that the collection had to be done in the assembly; just traditionally, it has been done that way.
But supposing the Acts 5:2 collection was done in the assembly, the contextual evidence strongly suggests the assembly had broken up at least by the time Sapphira spoke out.

Remember, just as with any passage, we are not told every detail of what happens.  For example, Ananias' lie is not recorded between verses 2 and 3.  If there was an assembly in verses 1-2, it could have broken up between verses 2 and 3.

Any assembly was certainly broken up by verse 8:

•
verse 7  three hours passed by

•
verse 7  Sapphira hadn't been there, but comes in  (if assembly, where was Sapphira?)

•
verse 8  private conversation - doesn't sound like any church assembly I've ever been in

•
verse 10  young men come in, after being gone for 3 hours (just one service - carried on while some members left for three hours to bury Ananias?)

Acts 5:8 is not an example of a woman speaking to the church assembly.  All we know for sure is that Sapphira spoke to Peter.

I Cor 14:34-35 proves conclusively that Sapphira did NOT speak to the church assembly.

Why This Issue Is Important
This theory was born in an effort to sustain the spiritual gifts view on the covering issue.  Both positions are wrong and need to be dealt with.

If you wrongfully understand that I Corinthians 14:34-35 does not apply today, then you cannot use it to combat error as you should.  I've seen whole articles in the brotherhood magazines against women preachers, without a single reference to I Corinthians 14:34-35.  How sad.

Today, it is allowing women to violate I Corinthians 14:34-35 by speaking (making announcements, translating, etc.) in the assembly, as long as they don't preach the sermon.


for example  -  Keith Storment  (Faith & Facts, July 99):
· ... there is no prohibition against women simply speaking (... confessing, saying "Amen" to a sermon or prayer, raising questions or making comments if an opportunity is provided for such) in an assembly today.
· Providing she retains a quiet and submissive demeanor, women would be allowed to participate in discussions in assemblies.

Later, it will allow women to actually preach the sermon.

As Barney Fife would say, we need to "nip it in the bud" right now !
Conclusion
Two Points To Get Out Of This Debate:

•
I Corinthians 14:34-35 does apply to the modern day assembly.

•
I Corinthians 14:34-35 forbids more than just preaching the sermon (remember, the woman was told to save even her question for outside the assembly).

When Paul taught in I Corinthians 13 that there would come a time when the miraculous gifts would cease, he did not say the regulations about women speaking in the assembly would cease also.

Yes, I Corinthians 14:34-35 does rightfully apply today, and we should preach it that way unashamed !
“Your” Refers To The Corinthian Brethren As A Whole
Saying that "your women" in I Corinthians 14:34 only refers to the prophet's wives would be like if a Baptist (believing in "once saved always saved") said "you" in James 5:19 does not refer to "Brethren," but instead to non-Christians.  We would ask, who is James 5:19-20 talking to?  Brethren.  That is specified.  So who would the 2nd person ("you") normally refer to?  Grammar says the 2nd person refers to the persons you are talking to, in this case "brethren."  So likewise, who would "your" (2nd person) refer to in I Corinthians 14:34?

The following verses show Paul is addressing the brethren as a whole in I Corinthians, not the prophets in particular:

I Cor 1:10 Now I beseech you, brethren, by the name of our Lord Jesus Christ, that ye all speak the same thing, and that there be no divisions among you; but that ye be perfectly joined together in the same mind and in the same judgment.

I Cor 1:11 For it hath been declared unto me of you, my brethren, by them which are of the house of Chloe, that there are contentions among you.

I Cor 1:26 For ye see your calling, brethren, how that not many wise men after the flesh, not many mighty, not many noble, are called:

I Cor 2:1 And I, brethren, when I came to you, came not with excellency of speech or of wisdom, declaring unto you the testimony of God.

I Cor 3:1 And I, brethren, could not speak unto you as unto spiritual, but as unto carnal, even as unto babes in Christ.

I Cor 4:6 And these things, brethren, I have in a figure transferred to myself and to Apollos for your sakes; that ye might learn in us not to think of men above that which is written, that no one of you be puffed up for one against another.

I Cor 7:24 Brethren, let every man, wherein he is called, therein * * abide with God.

I Cor 7:29 But this I say, brethren, the time is short: it remaineth *, that both they that have wives be as though they had none;

I Co 10:1 Moreover, brethren, I would not that ye should be ignorant, how that all our fathers were under the cloud, and all passed through the sea;

I Cor 11:2 Now I praise you, brethren, that ye remember me in all things, and keep the ordinances, as I delivered them to you.

I Cor 11:33 Wherefore, my brethren, when ye come together to eat, tarry one for another.

I Cor 12:1 Now concerning spiritual gifts, brethren, I would not have you ignorant.

I Cor 14:6 Now, brethren, if I come unto you speaking with tongues, what shall I profit you, except I shall speak to you either by revelation, or by knowledge, or by prophesying, or by doctrine?

I Cor 14:20 Brethren, be not children in understanding: howbeit in malice be ye children, but in understanding be men.

I Cor 14:26 How is it then, brethren? when ye come together, every one of you hath a psalm, hath a doctrine, hath a tongue, hath a revelation, hath an interpretation. Let all things be done unto edifying.

I Cor 14:39 Wherefore, brethren, covet to prophesy, and forbid not to speak with tongues.

I Cor 15:1 Moreover, brethren, I declare unto you the gospel which I preached unto you, which also ye have received, and wherein ye stand;

I Cor 15:50 Now this I say, brethren, that flesh and blood cannot * inherit the kingdom of God; neither doth corruption inherit incorruption.

I Cor 15:58 Therefore, my beloved brethren, be ye stedfast, unmoveable, always abounding in the work of the Lord, forasmuch as ye know that your labour is not in vain in the Lord.

I Cor 16:15 I beseech you, brethren, (ye know the house of Stephanas, that it is the firstfruits of Achaia, and that they have addicted themselves to the ministry of the saints,)
Even if I Corinthians 14:34 were only referring to the prophets' wives, verse 35 ("for it is a shame for women to speak in the church") shows that the instruction applies to all women (it is general and isn't modified by the word "your").
Women Sing In The Church Assembly -

So Why Can’t They Speak Also ?
This is exactly the same argument that women preacher advocates make → women sing in the church assembly, so why can’t they preach also ?

My opponent thinks I Cor 14:34-35 applied at that time to the prophets' wives.  Does he think that it meant the prophets' wives could not sing in the assembly?  If not, then why would he think it forbids the same today if it still applies today?

We agree passages like I Cor 14 & Heb 2:12 teach women are required to sing in the assembly.  But there is no verse requiring a woman to speak in the assembly.

When a woman sings in church, it should be in concert with everyone else, including the men; it should never be by herself to the assembly.
But if I am wrong, and I Corinthians 14:34-35 does condemn a woman singing in the assembly, that would NOT mean it is scriptural for her to speak to the church assembly; it would just mean that it is also a sin for her to sing in the assembly.  Two wrongs never make a right !
I Cor 14:34-35 plainly teaches it is a sin for women to speak in church
Normal Definitions For Sing And Speak
The Random House College Dictionary:

•
Sing - to utter words or sounds in succession with musical modulations of the voice
•
Speak - to utter words or articulate sounds with the ordinary voice; talk

Normally speaking, "speak" does not include singing.  Paul didn't have any problem using the word "sing" in I Cor 14 (twice in verse 15).  If he had meant that it was wrong for women to sing in the assembly, he could have easily said so.
When my Dad told me as a boy to “keep silent in church services, not to talk” – he was not forbidding me from singing.
Ephesians 5:19 - Unusual Use Of "Speak"
Singing is not speaking to the assembly.  Only a few hear the woman sing.  Yes, I know the same word "speaking" is used in Ephesians 5:19 to refer to singing, but that is an unusual use of the word "speak," just like:

Actions speak louder than words.

“He being dead yet speaketh.”  (Hebrews 11:4)

May a woman speak to God (in silent prayer) in the assembly ?

May a woman teach reverence by example in the assembly ?

Can a woman divorce her spouse for “adultery . in his heart”?  (Matt 5:28)

Terms used in an "unusual sense"  (James D. Bales, I.M. and NT Worship, p.113):

"song of the rails"

"silent hymns of light"

· If I told you I went to hear Barbara Streisand "speak," would I mean that I went to hear her sing, or would I mean that I went to hear her lecture ?

· I Cor 11:14 - shame for a man to have long hair – can’t have long beard?

I think we know what the normal use of the word "speak" is
I Corinthians 14:34-35 - Sing or Speak ?

What if I Corinthians 14:34-35 read this way?:

Let your women keep silence in the churches: for it is not permitted unto them to sing; but they are commanded to be under obedience, as also saith the law.  And if they will learn any thing, let them ask their husbands at home: for it is a shame for women to sing in the church. 

Then I would teach that it is a sin for women to SING in the church.

But would my opponent then teach it is sin for women to SING in church?  Obviously not, because he doesn't teach now that it is a sin for women to speak in church, even though the verse plainly forbids that.

I Cor 14:34-35 does not say it is wrong for women to sing in the church; it says it is wrong for women to speak in the church.  So I teach exactly that.

On the other hand, my opponent teaches that women may speak in the church.  This passage says that women are NOT to speak in the church.

Isn’t my opponent just trying to dodge the issue by switching topics ?
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