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	The little boy was exploring the grounds around the old country church when he happened upon the cemetery.  Curious, he nosed around for a while and read some of the tombstones.  After a few minutes, he approached his father, who was at the church, talking with the pastor.  The little boy asked the men, “Why are there so many men buried behind the church?”  The pastor took the question.  “We made a place for them because we wanted to honor those who have died in the service.”  Still curious, the little boy asked, “Did they die in the early service or the late service?”





	Every Sunday, you get in your car and drive to 8900 Guilbeau, by yourself or with your family.  You make your way through the parking lot, pass through the double doors, and at some point in the morning, enter this room to attend a “worship service.”





	What is supposed to happen in a “worship service”?  I have told you that my twin goals for our times together on Sunday mornings at Northwest are that we worship God AND that we give serious attention to His Word.





	I hope that this is what happens for you.  I hope and pray that your heart is moved at various moments to praise and thanksgiving, to confession and repentance, to trust and obedience in the course of our worship services.





	It is, in fact, my fervent desire that your heart is touched to genuinely worship God on Sunday mornings, and that arising out of that heartfelt worship is an equally heartfelt passion to submit to God’s inspired Word.





	It is with that desire in mind that we will now turn our attention to the passage for this morning.  And the passage for this morning is most fitting for carrying on the discussion of worship because the apostle Paul begins to address himself, at 1 Corinthians 11, to the worship of the church.





	If I might say a word about the next several messages I plan to bring from 1 Corinthians, I would tell you that chapters 11-14 promise to be among the most important expositions of Scripture with respect to the worship of the church - and thus with respect to church health - that I have brought from this book and that I will bring from this series.  Chapters 11-14 deal with life in the church, specifically, with the proper function of ministry within the church.  In these chapters, Paul addresses spiritual gifts and the importance of love and, the worship of the church.





	Now, I will freely admit that at no point does Paul ever line out a Sunday morning order of worship.  But, beginning with this morning’s text, he does speak very helpfully about a few things that need to be in place when the church comes together for worship.





	And the first thing to be mentioned with respect to worship is an issue about which some of you have never given a thought and some of you have pondered long and hard.  A few have probably wondered what in the world I would have to say when we finally made our way to 1 Corinthians, chapter 11, verses 3-16.  Beginning at verse 3, Paul talks about hair length for men and women and head coverings in worship services!�


























Headship and Head Coverings (11:1-16)





Headship in God’s Universe (11:3)





	Of this passage (vv. 1-16), one of my commentaries has this to say, 





“This passage is probably the most complex, controversial, and opaque of any text of comparable length in the New Testament.  A survey of the history of interpretation reveals how many different exegetical options there are for a myriad of questions and should inspire a fair measure of tentativeness on the part of the interpreter.”





	With this understanding that, except for some broad, general statements, we’ll be hard pressed to be terribly dogmatic about exactly what Paul means, let’s spend a few minutes wrestling with what he has to say.





	Speaking of “headship” Paul speaks of three “heads” in God’s universe.





	“[3] But I want you to understand that Christ is the head of every man, and the man is the head of a woman, and God is the head of Christ.”�





Note:  What does “headship” mean?





	The biblical meaning(s) of “headship”





	This verse raises a question: What does Paul mean when he refers to someone being a “head” over someone else?





	Generally, the concept of “head” in the ancient world denoted authority, and authority exercised in different ways and to different degrees.  Sometimes, the authority in view denoted an authoritative position such as a man who was a ruler of a community or a commander.  Sometimes, the “head” was someone who had implicit authority because he was the origin or source of something.


	In verse 3, Paul leaves the precise meaning unstated in the three references to “headship.”  Yet, as God, Christ and “the man” are all said to be “head,” there is probably an aspect of both concepts present.  The “heads” in view are sources.  And, the “heads” do exercise authority, yet to different levels of absoluteness!





	Various “headships” in God’s universe





	For instance, when he says that “Christ is the head of every man” he means that Christ, the second member of the Trinity, was the agent in creation and is thus the source/origin for every man.  But, he also means that Christ is the ultimate sovereign over every man, even over those who don’t submit to His authority now.  Some day they will submit.





	When he says that “the man is the head of a woman” he doesn’t mean that every man is the head of every woman (a teaching found nowhere in Scripture), but that the husband is the head of the wife (see Ephesians 5).  That means that the husband is to give loving leadership in the marriage relationship and that the wife is to respond submissively to that leadership, but not to the absolute degree that every man will one day submit to Christ.





	And, when Paul says, further, that “God is the head of Christ” he means what Christian theology has always affirmed, that the Son is of the same essence as the Father AND that the Son eternally proceeds from the Father, AND that the Son does the will of the Father.





	The verse sets up a chain of originating and subordinating relationships.  And, according to Paul, from these relationships, certain practical consequences follow in public worship in the church.





	Paul makes several comments in these verses about women and men at the church’s worship service, so I’ll read them and make a few comments about Paul’s comments.  First, let’s look at the verses that speak to the woman.

















A Woman’s Head Covering (11:5-6, 10, 13, 15)





	The woman’s head covering honors her spiritual “head”” (vv. 5-6, 15)





	“[5] But every woman who has her head uncovered while praying or prophesying�, disgraces her head; for she is one and the same with her whose head is shaved.  [6] For if a woman does not cover her head, let her also have her hair cut off; but if it is disgraceful for a woman to have her hair cut off or her head shaved, let her cover her head....[15] but if a woman has long hair, it is a glory to her, for her hair is given to her for a covering.”





	I believe that in verse 5, Paul uses the word “head” in two ways.  In the first use, when he says that the woman should have her “head” covered, he is referring to her physical head.  In the second reference, when he says that an uncovered head would disgrace her “head” he is referring to her “spiritual head” which, in her case, would be her husband.  In some way, a woman’s (wife’s) uncovered head would be a disgrace to her husband.





	In verses 6 and 13, Paul writes as if it were common knowledge, it should be intuitive, everybody should realize that a woman shouldn’t pray or prophesy in church with her head uncovered. (Yet, in verse 17, when he says that “her hair is given to her for a covering” we are left to wonder if he has been talking all along about external head coverings like hats and hairnets OR simply about hair!).





	Paul says that if the woman is going to pray or prophesy in worship with uncovered head, then she might as well go ahead and cut off all her hair.  By saying this, he implies that there would be something especially wrong with doing that.  Yet, in the year 2000, in much of our own culture, what does it mean when a woman has short hair except that she doesn’t want long hair?  In South Texas, especially, many women want short hair purely for comfort and convenience’s sake, without any ethical, moral or religious connotations to it, and without any necessary implication of rebellion.


	In the years of my own study and observation and interaction with people about this subject, the obviousness of how important it is for a woman to have her head covered or to have long hair when participating in worship does not seem so obvious to me or to the people I have talked with.





	I would suggest that there was something going on in Corinth, some widely recognized cultural phenomenon, that made that statement about the necessity of head coverings make sense to Paul’s first century audience in a way that it doesn’t today.  I would also suggest that there was a principle behind Paul’s insistence on head coverings in Corinth, and that, while we don’t insist on head coverings at Northwest, we must insist that the transcultural principle be followed.�





	In these verses, Paul says, with an equal assumption of clarity, that the woman should have a symbol of authority on her head “because of the angels.” to which most of us respond, “huh”?





	The angels?  Huh??





	“[10] Therefore the woman ought to have a symbol of authority on her head, because of the angels”





	After wrestling with that comment this week, I have come to the opinion (not conviction) that what Paul meant by this is that God’s angels are always watching over us, His people - and especially when we are at worship.  What we wear and how we conduct ourselves is not only a matter of concern for the people in the pew next to us.  The angels are watching! - and men and women must not appear unseemly before them.�


	The message communicated by a woman prophesying or praying to God with an uncovered head in a first century Corinthian worship service (v. 13)





	For some reason, Paul thought it was necessary to speak at length about head coverings and the hair length of women when writing to the Corinthians?  Was there a message that women with short-cropped hair and uncovered heads were communicating (especially a married woman) when they participated in worship in first century Corinth that was contrary to a spirit of worship?�  Evidently so.  Paul says it was patently improper.





	“[13] Judge for yourselves: is it proper for a woman to pray to God with head uncovered?”





	Some of my research indicates that to wear hair that was very short would have been seen as a counter-cultural statement of rebellion, either against a woman’s husband or against what was considered “proper” in that day and age (v. 13).  There might even have been hints of sexual sin behind a woman’s hair short style.�





	Paul continues with the theme of hair length and head coverings, now speaking to the man.  He says something very different to the man than he said to the woman.








A Man’s Head Covering (11:4, 7-9, 14)





	A man’s uncovered head honors his spiritual “head” (vv. 4, 7)





	“[4] Every man who has something on his head while praying or prophesying, disgraces his head.....[7] For a man ought not to have his head covered, since he is the image and glory of God; but the woman is the glory of man.”





	In contrast to the woman, who is to cover her head when at worship, the man is to leave his head uncovered.  Why?  Well, to cover his “head” would be to disgrace his “spiritual head,” who is Christ.  And we see that there is a distinction between the way that men are to present in worship and the way women are to present in worship.





	Paul says that this distinctiveness can be related to the order seen in the creation of mankind.





	Man and woman and the creation story





	“[8] For man does not originate from woman, but woman from man;  [9] for indeed man was not created for the woman’s sake, but woman for the man’s sake”





	In the Genesis 2 account of creation, woman was drawn from man.  She was taken from his side to be his helper.  Now, there is nothing in that relationship that points to an inequality of value or worth between men and women.�





	But, there is something in the creation story that points to gender-based roles in a relationship, especially the relationship of marriage.  Paul’s point here, is that this distinctiveness, engineered into the makeup of male and female at creation, is to be reflected in worship.





	The distinctive he mentions in this passage (which I submit was because of cultural issues), was that of head coverings and hair length.  Because man was God’s first human creation, it would be inappropriate for him to wear a head covering because that would hide the full glory of the man.





	As we asked in the case with women and their short hair or uncovered heads, let’s ask here, too, if there was a message that a man would be communicating in first century Corinth if he were to  wear long hair or have his head covered that contradicted the spirit of Christian worship?  I believe there was and that to keep the men from sending this message, Paul wrote what he did in verse 14.





	The message sent by a man prophesying or praying to God with a covered head in a first century Corinthian worship service





	“[14] Does not even nature itself teach you that if a man has long hair, it is a dishonor to him?”





	In the ancient world, it was not universally believed that a man was dishonored or disgraced by having long hair.  Some among the ancient Greeks - Spartans, who were noted for their ferocity in warfare, and certain philosophers - were known to have had exceptionally long hair.





	But there was evidently something going on in Corinth, in terms of worship and in terms of sexuality that made long hair on men a problem, at least a problem of perception.





	Evidently, long hair on men, especially in the absence of any distinctively male clothing or other male identifiers, could have led an observer to the conclusion that the man in question was a practicing homosexual.  So, in the first century, long hair carried with it the suspicion of sexual impropriety.  In our own culture, long hair by itself leads to no such suspicion.





	In addition, with respect to worship, we know that when pagan priests offered sacrifice they would follow a practice of covering their heads.�  Paul didn’t want this practice imitated by the Corinthian men as they worshipped, so he forbade them from doing it.





	Now, to ensure that he didn’t even hint that there was inequality between men and women, Paul inserts verses 11 and 12 in the middle of this passage.





Gender Distinctions in the Lord (11:11-12)





	“[11] However, in the Lord, neither is woman independent of man, nor is man independent of woman.  [12] For as the woman originates from the man, so also the man has his birth through the woman; and all things originate from God.”





	In Christ, there is an interdependence between male and female.  Under God, men and women stand equally dependent on God.  In Christ, men and women stand in an equally lofty position.  In the church, there is to be partnership and interdependence between the sexes.  And if, as I believe, there are still gender-based distinctives for roles that are to be fulfilled by men and women in the church and in the home, there is certainly to be honor given by men to women because we are ONE BODY in Jesus Christ.





	Now, what application can we take from this passage this morning?  How do we translate Paul’s message to our situation at Northwest Community Church?





	Fortunately, the overall thrust of the passage is pretty clear even if we can’t agree on the precise meaning of “head,” the exact meaning of the reference to angels, or the complete historical situation that prompted Paul to write these verses.

















Summary:  Head coverings today





	“[16] But if one is inclined to be contentious, we have no other practice, nor have the churches of God.”  





	First, Christians are to remember that God first created man and the woman.  Especially in the marriage relationship, the man is the head of the wife, indicating the privilege he has to lead her in the same manner as Christ gave leadership to the church in laying down His life for her.





	Second, in the church, men and women should treat one another with mutual respect and admiration as they realize each other’s God-given special functions and positions.  Interdependence should win the day.





	Third, Christian men and women should remember that, though God has made them equal, yet he has also made them distinct.  That distinction is to be observed in their physical appearance, so that the woman can be recognized as woman and the man as man, especially in worship.





	Now, having resolved the issue of head coverings to everyone’s satisfaction (?!), Paul continues with the theme of what happens at public worship - and so will I.  In the remainder of this chapter, Paul writes about the church’s regular observance of the Lord’s Supper.





	The words of this passage are familiar to anyone who has attended Northwest very long, because they are read almost every month as we partake of Communion together on the first Sunday of every month.





	This morning, though, we will pay closer attention to these instructions, a close attention that will pay rich dividends next Sunday when we actually partake of the Lord’s Supper.  For the remainder of our time this morning, we are going to let Paul explain to us the significance of the Lord’s Supper and the proper way to partake of it.





	He starts without including the kind words he had to share at the beginning of the chapter.











The Lord’s Supper (11:17-34)





A New Testament Worship Service - How Awful! (11:17-23)





	Prelude to a slap (11:17)





	“[17] But in giving this instruction, I do not praise you, because you come together not for the better but for the worse.”





	At the beginning of the chapter, Paul had, in fact, praised them for keeping to the traditions of the faith they had received.  But, with respect to taking the Lord’s Supper, he offers no praise.





	Instead, he says that based on reports he has received about the things going on at Corinth during the Lord’s Supper, the church is actually worse off for having met.





	This has got to be the supreme condemnation of any assembly’s gathering.  By the time they left on Sunday morning to drive home from church, they weren’t better, but worse.





	What was supposed to be a time of equipping and building up was actually a time of tearing down.  What should have been a time of rejoicing and praise to God was given to self-centeredness and selfishness.   What was to have been a time of loving relating was instead turning into nothing but a morning’s worth of posturing, back-biting, tension-filled, surface deep interaction.





	Paul becomes specific in verses 18-19 as he describes the goings-on at the First Church of Corinth on any given Sunday morning.





	Divisions - present in a church service? (11:18-19)





	“[18] For, in the first place, when you come together as a church, I hear that divisions exist among you; and in part, I believe it.  [19] For there must also be factions among you, in order that those who are approved may have become evident among you.”





	Here, he expresses how much he doesn’t want to believe the reports he has heard.  He seems to recognize that there might be exaggerations about the divisions that exist.  But he knows the church well enough to at least believe the bulk of the reports.





	The world is filled with factions, divisions, in-fighting and party spirit.  The church should be the one place in the world where the Christian can find harmony and can give and receive love.





	The rise of political correctness, the worship of tolerance as the ultimate virtue, the overt ridicule of Christian values in our own culture make it all the more important that our experience on Sunday mornings be loving and unified and edifying.  When this does not describe Sunday mornings, we  should wake up to the reality that something is desperately wrong.





	Factions within the church need to be healed.  Divisions need attention.  Disunity has got to be mended.  Lovelessness has got to be addressed and dealt with.





	Paul’s concerns focus particularly on the part of the church’s worship time that centered on a sacred meal, the Lord’s Supper.  The Lord’s Supper (or Communion or the Eucharist) is to be the among the highlight worship experiences for the church of Jesus Christ AND among the highlight experiences of fellowship for the church Body.





	And what we read in verses 20-22 highlights that the Lord’s Supper, in Corinth, had become a travesty of worship and made the possibility of fellowship (koinwnia - shared life) impossible.





	Corinth and the Lord’s Supper (11:20-22)





	In the early church (and in some fellowships today), a full meal called the AGAPE, or love-feast, preceded the observance of the token meal of the Lord’s Supper.  The idea was to provide a pot-luck supper and then to move toward a simple, but meaningful remembrance of Jesus’ death and resurrection.





	But in Corinth, that wasn’t what was happening - not by a long shot.  The conduct of the church members degraded the celebration from something holy and loving, to something abusive and humiliating.





	“[20] Therefore when you meet together, it is not to eat the Lord’s Supper,  [21] for in your eating each one takes his own supper first; and one is hungry and another is drunk.  [22] What! Do you not have houses in which to eat and drink? Or do you despise the church of God, and shame those who have nothing? What shall I say to you? Shall I praise you? In this I will not praise you.”





	Class distinctions were tolerated as the rich ate their fill of the food they brought, while the poor looked on hungrily.   Propriety was violated as people actually got drunk in the meal prior to Communion.





	In approaching the Lord’s Supper in this way, the church was nullifying its spiritual meaning, the rich were being completely self-centered and the poor were humiliated.





	Because the way the Lord’s Supper is observed is so important to the overall health of the church, Paul takes pains now to describe to the church at Corinth - and us - how we should go about taking Communion.





	In this instruction, Paul never indicates how often the Communion service was to be held, only that it is to be done regularly.  There are two parts to any Communion service, and Paul takes them one at a time.  First, there is the distribution and eating of the bread.





The Significance of the Lord’s Supper (11:23-26)





	Taking the bread (11:23-24)





	“[23] For I received from the Lord that which I also delivered to you, that the Lord Jesus in the night in which He was betrayed took bread;  [24] and when He had given thanks, He broke it, and said, ‘This is My body, which is for you; do this in remembrance of Me.’”





	The letter of 1 Corinthians was written before any of the Gospel accounts were written, so it is certain that this is the earliest account we have of the Lord’s Supper.  Paul says that he himself personally received this tradition from the Lord Jesus.  I see no reason to doubt that claim.�  Sometime after his salvation, the resurrected Jesus appeared to Paul, gave him instruction about Christian truths, blessed him with visions of glory and, evidently, gave this description of how the church is to re-enact the Last Supper.





	Notice the important elements of this part of Communion....





	First, Paul highlights that the feast of love we celebrate as a reminder of the time when Jesus was about to offer Himself as a sacrifice for our sins was exactly the time that He was “being betrayed” by those for whom He was about to die.





	We sometimes sing the song, “What Wondrous Love is This” when we take the Lord’s Supper, and the fact of Jesus’ voluntary sacrifice in the face of the active hatred by those who were plotting to put Him to death is truly a wondrous love.





	Since the Last Supper Jesus hosted for His disciples was during the Passover season, the bread that was available at the first communion service was likely unleavened.  And the church has celebrated Communion with unleavened bread ever since.  As we take the bread, we remember that His body was broken “for us.”





	In contrast to other church traditions which hold that the bread and the wine turn into the body and blood of Christ during the Communion service, we believe that at the Lord’s Supper nothing happens to the physical elements.





	Yet, we truly do believe that in taking the Lord’s Supper, Jesus does give His people a very real gift, no less real because it is spiritual.�





	The Lord’s Supper provides a setting in which we can seriously give attention to the body and blood of Christ, as a church gathered.  As such, it is by all means a time of rich spiritual blessing.  It is a time when the church can draw near to God, with the assurance that He will drawn near to us (James 4:8).





	After taking the bread and distributing it to His disciples, Jesus passed around the third cup at the Passover meal.  And so the church ends the Communion service by drinking the cup.





	Taking the cup (11:25-26)





	“[25] In the same way He took the cup also, after supper, saying, “This cup is the new covenant in My blood; do this, as often as you drink it, in remembrance of Me.”  [26] For as often as you eat this bread and drink the cup, you proclaim the Lord’s death until He comes.”





	The shedding of Jesus’ blood inaugurated the New Covenant, spoken of by the prophet Jeremiah (31:31ff), which replaces the Mosaic Covenant.�





	This covenant provides forgiveness of sins, and opens the way for the activity of the Holy Spirit in the heart of the believer.  The whole Jewish system is replaced by the Christian system.  Now, everything centers on the death and resurrection of the Lord, which establishes the new covenant.





	The Lord’s Supper looks forward to the day when Jesus will come again.  The service of Communion won’t be necessary in Heaven, but until then it reminds us of the Lord’s first coming, when He suffered for our sins, and of His second advent, when He will come to take us unto Himself.





	The Lord’s Supper is an acted out sermon, an acted out proclamation of the death which it commemorates.  In the eating and drinking, we worship a crucified and resurrected and coming again Savior.





	Now, having seen the importance of Communion, we can see how important it is to carry it out “rightly.”  Anticipating that we would want to know how to carry it out, Paul goes on to explain in what spirit the Lord’s Supper should be observed.  Verse 27 tells us that we should be careful that we don’t take Communion “unworthily.”





How to Take the Lord’s Supper (11:27-34)





	Taking the Lord’s supper in an unworthy manner (11:27)





	“[27] Therefore whoever eats the bread or drinks the cup of the Lord in an unworthy manner, shall be guilty of the body and the blood of the Lord.”  





	My study and reflection leads me to believe that there are three ways in which a person might take the Lord’s Supper in an unworthy manner.





	One is to approach the bread and the cup with an UNBELIEVING heart.  To not take seriously the message of the Gospel is to eat and drink unworthily.





	Another way to take Communion unworthily is to take it with a REBELLIOUS heart.  To take the bread and the cup, while harboring rebellion against God is to scorn the death that Jesus died.  Only you know the state of your heart prior to taking Communion.  And if you know that you are traveling the road of rebellion, that you are shaking your fist in God’s face, that you are running away from Him and His commands, you should not eat and drink.





	Another unworthy way is to take the Lord’s Supper with an APATHETIC heart.  If there is no love for Jesus, no sense of gratitude welling up within you for what He did for you on the cross, you would be well-advised to let the bread and the cup pass.





	Letting the bread and the cup pass is one way to deal with an unbelieving, rebellious or apathetic heart.  Turning to the Lord in faith and repentance is a better way.  But, if you are not willing to turn to the Lord, then by all means, let the elements pass, because God is willing to judge those who eat and drink unworthily.





	To make certain that we are partaking of the Lord’s Supper rightly, Paul instructs that there is to be a pre-Lord’s Supper time of heart searching and self-examination.





	Self-examination before eating and drinking (11:28-29)





	“[28] But let a man examine himself, and so let him eat of the bread and drink of the cup.  [29] For he who eats and drinks, eats and drinks judgment to himself, if he does not judge the body rightly.”  





	Prior to being served the bread and the cup, we typically give opportunity to enter into a time of worship, reflection and self-inspection.  This is not to promote a morose introspection, but to discern the state of our hearts and to take a moment to give thanks, again, to Jesus for His loving sacrifice, and to worship.





	It could, frankly, also provide an opportunity for a Christian to admit that all is NOT well with his soul, to right what is wrong by way of confession and to then take of the bread and the cup with a clear conscience.





	Discipline awaits those who eat and drink unworthily (11:30-32)





	Paul even explains that part of the reason some of the church members in Corinth were laid up in local hospitals - and the reason some of them were dead! - was because they had NOT examined themselves prior to taking Communion and had partaken unworthily.





	“[30] For this reason many among you are weak and sick, and a number sleep.  [31] But if we judged ourselves rightly, we should not be judged.  [32] But when we are judged, we are disciplined by the Lord in order that we may not be condemned along with the world.”  





	Spiritual ills may result in physical ailments!  Modern psychology affirms that.  However, that is not Paul’s point.  His point is that God’s discipline has fallen on some of the apathetic and rebellious Communion partakers in Corinth, and he wants them to beware of the continuing possibility of such discipline if they don’t begin to examine themselves prior to eating and drinking.





	The Lord’s Supper should be engaged in thoughtfully and with due reflection and heart preparation, because of the significance of the event.  It should also be engaged in lovingly, as it provides a tremendous opportunity for brothers and sisters in Christ to experience fellowship together with their heavenly Father.





	Let the Lord’s Supper be true communion - with God and with each other (11:33-34)





	“[33] So then, my brethren, when you come together to eat, wait for one another.  [34] If anyone is hungry, let him eat at home, so that you may not come together for judgment. And the remaining matters I shall arrange when I come.”�





	When the church comes together on Sunday mornings, it comes together for worship.





� By referring to the traditions, we might assume that Paul is taking up the subject of head coverings on his own, and not necessarily answering one of the Corinthians’ questions.


� The reason why verse 3 is not  given in sequential order is that Paul is drawing attention to Christ’s relationship to God last as an analogy for the relationship between men, women and their respective heads.


� Prophecy - the proclamation of a message given by God to a Christian speaker for the benefit of a particular congregation.  Clearly, the instruction would not have been necessary had the women of the first century been free to minister at public worship.


� This from John Stott, “The application of this principle to the situation at Corinth yields the direction that women must have their heads covered when they worship.  The principle is of permanent validity, but we may well feel that the application of it to the contemporary scene need not yield the same result.  In other words, in the light of totally different social customs, we may well hold that the fullest acceptance of the principle underlying this chapter does not require that in Western lands in the twentieth century, women must always wear hats when they pray.”


� This comment may help us understand Paul’s meaning, “A woman must be veiled because, whereas in herself she is the glory of man in worship (v. 7), God only must be glorified.  If she were to pray or prophesy with uncovered head, she would not be glorifying God, but reflecting the glory of man, and in God’s presence this must inevitably turn to shame.  The glory of man must therefore be covered, lest dishonor is brought upon the woman’s “head.”  It is likely that it was the men of Corinth, rather than the angels, who were attracted by the woman’s uncovered hair, and that it was in this way that attention was being diverted from the worship of God.”


� If Paul meant to be telling women that they should wear an external head covering, he probably wanted them to wear a shawl over their hair and shoulders, as many Greek women still did in public, and not to resemble those who discarded their hair coverings during pagan worship in order to demonstrate their temporary transcendence of human sexuality.


� One commentator says that the Corinthian women who were wearing their hair perilously short cropped were indicating either the unmarried state (when in fact they were married, sort of like going in to a bar and taking off a wedding ring), or suspicion of adultery or the masculine partner in a lesbian relationship.


� Note, in this regard, that God is often referred to in Scripture as our Helper.  This certainly doesn’t imply that God is less than a human being, but that people are needful of a helper and that God is sufficient to help.  So with woman being a helper to man.


� They would pull their togas up over their heads, thus combining head coverings with probably lewd exposure.  If covering their heads conjured up this kind of an image, it is small wonder Paul didn’t want the Corinthian men to cover their heads while worshipping!


� Some believe that it is just as likely that Paul received from others what they had received from Jesus.


� The great reformer, Ulrich Zwingli, believed that Communion was nothing more than an occasion when we think of Christ.


� That covenant reads, “[31] “Behold, days are coming,” declares the LORD, “when I will make a new covenant with the house of Israel and with the house of Judah,  [32] not like the covenant which I made with their fathers in the day I took them by the hand to bring them out of the land of Egypt, My covenant which they broke, although I was a husband to them,” declares the LORD.  [33] “But this is the covenant which I will make with the house of Israel after those days,” declares the LORD, “I will put My law within them, and on their heart I will write it; and I will be their God, and they shall be My people.  [34] “And they shall not teach again, each man his neighbor and each man his brother, saying, ‘Know the LORD,’ for they shall all know Me, from the least of them to the greatest of them,” declares the LORD, “for I will forgive their iniquity, and their sin I will remember no more.”  


� The final phrase indicates that there were other issues needing to be addressed, but were not so urgent that they couldn’t wait for Paul to deal with them when he got there.
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