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Delivered Sunday   6  th   March, 2022  

1 Corinthians 10:14-11:1

Two Issues Reconciled –  Part 2
per S Olyott

1 Corinthians 10:24
 24 Let no one seek his own good, but the good of his neighbour.

Last week we progressed through the fortnightly passage to the point where we recog-
nised that Paul had logically developed a principle that any participation in a pagan rite
or ceremony was out of the question for a Christian.  And that this should extend bey-
ond the example of idolatry – giving homage to blocks of stone and wood – and in-
clude forms of worship which are not true Gospel worship.  Further since the neces-
sary and sufficient components of such Christian Worship are: the singing of psalms 
and hymns and spiritual songs; prayer; the reading and exposition of Holy Scripture; 
and the observance of Baptism and the Lord’s Supper.  Any departure from the full set 
of these components is idolatry!

If we flirt with any type of worship which is not distinctively Christian Worship, we open 
the danger of the participants apostatising.

There are many who call themselves Christians who don’t realise this.

[Olyott gives two personal examples, the gist of which, I offer as follows.]

“When I was a boy there was a particular aunt of mine, who had a great influence
on me.  She was a bit of a tyrant actually.  A dictator, but I took to her very 
strongly indeed.  I was very, very fond of her.  She had been married to a very 
godly man.  They had had an exemplary Christian life.  She had been a Sunday 
School teacher and a ‘soul’ winner.  She was a forthright, ‘out and out’ evangel-
ical Christian.  Very strong minded.

But then when her husband died, she moved from the village where they had 
been living.  She moved elsewhere. She started attending a church, which went 
by the name of Christian, but was far, far from evangelical.  They sang Wesley’s 
Hymns.  Of course the vast majority of these are superb.  But this was about all 
the ‘truth’ that she ever heard. There were readings from the Bible, but the ser-
mons were just a sort of religious humanism.  Aren’t the flowers lovely.  Aren’t the
bees lovely.  Everyone be good and ‘one, two, three, four, five, six, seven: all 
good children go to heaven’.  That was the sort of substance of the preaching.  
[You could well imagine social Christians coming away from the Sunday morning 
get-together, feeling such joy and contentment, as some of our friends do at our 
previous church in Perth.]

Today that aunt makes no Christian profession at all worth speaking about!
Because she has been attending year after year, worship which was not distinct-
ively Gospel Worship.  No Christian has a right to be in such a situation.



I believe that one of the most subtle things that the devil is doing today is mixing 
demon worship and what appears to be Christian worship all up in a bundle.

When I was a boy, my father being in the army, we always worshipped at the 
‘garrison’ church.  Which was, of course the State Church of England.  In fact the
‘Prayer Book’ was tremendously instructive:  there’s a good deal of good stuff in 
the Prayer Book.  Full of Gospel truth –  some of those prayers.  The Litany and 
other things that are read.  The Creed and Psalms.  Good solid stuff:  you can 
stay alive on that diet.  But the preaching was appalling.  No distinctively Chris-
tian teaching at all.  So I was brought up in a boy-hood, which had clear Biblical 
teaching from the printed page and no living Christian teaching from the man 
who was supposed to be godly and pious.  A very subtle mixture.  But it was not 
distinctively Gospel Worship.

The souls of people under that sort of care are in jeopardy!”

Christians can’t have anything to do with any worship, which is not the worship of God.
Nothing is the Worship of God unless it is done for the Glory of God, through the medi-
ation of Christ and in humble dependence on the Holy Spirit.  Having the constituent 
elements of Christian Worship.

Now we move on to verse 23 through to the first verse of Chapter 11.  This being the 
second issue.  Meat sacrificed to idols.  As Paul returns to this subject, he quotes 
again the ‘watch word’ the motto, of some of the people in the Corinthian church.  Look
at it at verse 23:  “All things are lawful”, then again,“All things are lawful”.  Thank God, 
this is true!  Everything that is not forbidden, by the 10 Commandments, is lawful for 
me to do.  “The Christian man is the most free of men.  Subject to none“,  said Luther1, 
and he was right.  (We will deal with the second part of the quote latter.)  Anything that 
is not forbidden by the Ten Commandments is legitimate.

But!  “Not everything”, verse 23, “which fits that category is profitable.  Not everything 
helps me in my Christian life.”  I’m permitted to do it, but it doesn’t help me.  “And not 
all things”, he says at the end of verse 23, “edify – build you up.”  Not everything which 
is permitted for you to do as a Christian –  that is it is within the scope of your Christian
Liberty –  makes you a stronger Christian.

So it’s no good prancing through the world, saying, “I can do anything, which is not for-
bidden by the 10 Commandments”.  Because many things which are within the scope 
of your Christian liberty do not help.  They’re legitimate.  They’re OK.  They’re not for-
bidden.  They just do not build solid Christian character.

“So”, says Paul, verse 24, “Don’t go through the world saying,’What are my liberties?  
How can I enjoy them?’’  But go through the world asking the question, ‘How can I go 
about bringing the spiritual well-being of my ‘brother’ or my ‘sister’?”
Paul is coming to his subject of meat offered to idols.  To establish that principle.

1  “A Christian man is the most free lord of all, and subject to none; a Christian man is the most dutiful servant of all, and subject to 
every one”.  https://www.google.com/search?client=firefox-b-d&q=quotes+of+Luther%3A+
+The+Christian+man+is+the+most+free



There is something that is irrelevant to you as a Christian.  It’s your enjoyment!  What 
pleases you.  Never ever, ever, on any occasion, should this come into the reckoning!  
What is to come into the reckoning is:  what will help my brother or my sister.

 He told us in the earlier section, that attending idol feasts was out of the question.  
Now we come to verse 25.  “You go down to the butcher in the food market (the 
shambles, as it was called in older versions of English).  Don’t ask the butcher all sorts 
of fussy questions, just buy the meat that you want and go home.  Don’t say, ‘Excuse 
me Mr Butcher, is the meat sacrificed to idols, etc.’  Just buy the meat and go home.”

The reason is:  verse 26.  “Everything belongs to the Lord.  Everything comes from the 
goodness of the Lord.  That meat has no other source than from God.  Maybe it’s been
involved in pagan rites and ceremonies along the way, but ultimately it comes from 
God.  The fact that it comes from God and has a divine origin means that it is perfectly 
legitimate for a Christian to eat that meat.”  Although you may not approve what has 
happened to it along the way.  He’s forbidding the asking of those fussy questions.2

In Corinth, maybe the meat came to into the butcher’s stock in a diabolical way, but the
ultimate source of the meat is God.  Therefore take the meat and enjoy it.  
Don’t ask fussy questions about whether this meat has been used in Pagan practices 
or not.  Whatever is set before you, eat!

Verse 27.  “When a non-Christian invites you to his place to have something to eat, ad-
opt the same tactics.  When he brings you, whatever he brings you, to eat.”  (By the 
way, see what is actually says:  eat whatever is set before you.  –  Our Lord gave the 
same command: to show fussiness with food is non-Christian. Mark 7:14-23)  “Don’t 
say to your host, ‘What sort of meat is this? Has it been used in idol worship?  Involved
in Pagan rites?’ just say ‘Thank you very much’, say your grace, and get on with it.” 
Says the Apostle Paul.

“However,” verse 28, “If he says, ‘This has been offered to Idols.’ don’t touch it!  Not 
because it’s going to poison you or anything, but because your host is a non-Christian 
and he sees you knowingly eating meat, which has been offered to idols.  Quite likely 
he will think that you are approving idol worship.”

“Also when a sensitive Christian, who thinks that he is defiled, when eating meat 
offered to idols.  Sees you eating meat that you know has been offered to idols.  Then 
his spiritual life is going to be hurt.  His own conscience would be hurt if he ate meat 
offered to idols so he just can’t understand how you could do it and not be defiled.  So 
if you know that the meat has been offered to idols. For the sake of conscience (for the
sake of the non-Christian and sensitive Christian) don’t eat it!  Not for the sake of your 
own conscience,” he says in verse 29. “You know it’s God’s gift, but for the sake of the 
unbeliever’s conscience and the sake of the sake of the weaker Christian’s con-

2 An illustration from Olyott:  The story of Billy Bray:  On one occasion he gave all his ready money away to a person in need. He 
got home to a very angry wife.  Because there was no money left for the ‘house keeping’.  They were going to starve!  At that 
stage some practical jokers, sat on the side of his roof and let down the chimney a side of ham on a string. They knew that Billy 
was a ‘bit of a yokel’ and they often teased him.  Recognising that he often addressed the devil as a real person they jiggled the 
great ham on the string above the fire at which he was warming himself and called down the chimney, saying:  “Be that Billy 
Bray?  This is the devil calling.”   To which Billy replied, “The voice may be the devil, but the gift is the Lord’s!”  And cut the 
rope.



science.  Don’t eat the meat.  Because you might cause somebody else to stumble.  
The principle I’ve just given you stands.  It’s never, what ever you enjoy, which is relev-
ant to you as a Christian.  You always have to ask the question:  What will be the effect
of my action in somebody else?”

Verse 30:  “The only reason you can cut into that meat, even when you know that it is 
from an idol, is due to the grace of God.  You can even give thanks and say grace over
such meat.  But surely you don’t want an action which is done in that spirit to be 
spoken evil of.  It’s better to abstain from that meat, than to allow such a thing to hap-
pen.”

“Because,” verse 31, “as Christians we are not concerned with the assertion of our 
rights.  As Christians, we are concerned with the glory of God.  If God is glorified it 
doesn’t mater a straw, whether I eat my meat or don’t eat my meat.  As long as God is 
glorified.  God won’t be glorified if you ‘tuck in’ and you stumble another Christian.  
God won’t be glorified if you ‘tuck in’ and create a spiritual problem for an unbeliever.  
It’s better to abstain from the food so that God be glorified.  Whatever you do.  
Whatever you do!  Do all to the glory of God.”

Verse 32.  “Have a tender concern for everybody.  The Jews have their scruples.  Be 
conscious of them.  The Gentiles have their scruples.  The things that upset them.  
Their does and don't s.  Think about it.  Every time you do anything.  Think: ‘what will 
the effect of this action be on the church of God?’  Endeavour,” he says, “not to give of-
fence to anybody.  Your actions will have repercussions.  Make sure that you don’t cre-
ate a spiritual problem for anybody.  By anything that you do.”

“Just like me,” verse 33, “It’s no what I want to do or what I don’t want to do, which is a 
consideration in my life.  I don’t do what is pleasing to myself.  My aim is that many 
may be saved.  I aim in all my behaviour,” says the Apostle, “not to advance my own 
good.  But the welfare of others.  Therefore I conclude with Chapter 11, verse 1.  In as 
much as I am an imitator of Christ, be an imitator of me.”

That was the spirit that motivated the Lord.  “Our Lord Jesus,’ says the Apostle in Ro-
mans, “pleased not Himself.  He came to seek the welfare and the good, and the profit 
of others.  He stood down on His rights to do it.”3

When we come to the end of the Chapter, we’ve come back to three rules, that we’ve 
already seen in Corinthians:  In Chapter 6 we noticed that there were two rules which 
every Christian needs to remember:  Flee sexual immorality and glorify God.  Then in 
Chapter eight we were taught that we should add to those two rules a third: build up 
your brother.  So there are three words which a Christian should always live by:  Flee; 
glorify, and build!  (Not the K G B, but F G B)  Flee, glorify, build.

When then, as a Christian, I have to decide whether to do this or that or whatever I 
should do.  Think on each of these words.  If there is any hint of evil –  flee!  Ask the 

3 Romans 15:3-4  3 For Christ did not please himself, but as it is written, “The reproaches of those who reproached you fell on me.”
4 For whatever was written in former days was written for our instruction, that through endurance and through the encourage-
ment of the Scriptures we might have hope. 



question:  Based on the word Glorify, will this way bring credit to God if I go ahead with
it?  Which way will glorify God the most?  Which will bring a ‘sense of God’ to the 
people who will observe me?  Which will bring the most attention to God?  So Flee & 
Glorify.  But also I must ask the question related to Build?  Which of these actions will 
actually benefit the church of Christ?  Which will actually do good to my fellow Christi-
ans

If I remember the three words:  Flee, Glorify, and Build.   All of which are found in 
today’s passage.  Flee in verse 14; give Glory to God in verse 31; and of course the 
whole principle he has been developing in the chapter of building up my brother in 
Christ, verse 33.  If I remember the three words.  My problems with proper Christian 
behaviour are substantially resolved.  In this way we will not only have holy individuals,
but also holy churches.

                           [2235]

Pray for God's grace, through the Spirit of Christ to live in us all, that we, may
live the new life made possible by the Spirit, for all the saints present today.

Amen.     



D  elivered Sunday   13  th   March  ,   202  2  

1 Corinthians 11:2-16

The Role of Men & Women
based on S Olyott

1 Corinthians 11:3a
 3 But I want you to understand that the head of every man is Christ, … 

1 Corinthians 11:2-16:  This is a passage over which tremendous controversy has 
reigned, for nearly 200 years.  Some people it seems, with the prospect of studying 
through the Corinthian letters, come to this section with more than the usual anticipa-
tion.  Many people over the years have suffered because of over zealous and unne-
cessary interpretation of this passage.  Particularly with respect to the apparent com-
mand for women and girls to wear head covering in formal worship.

Many people, it seems in a variety of circumstances, have formed strong opinions 
about and followed strict traditions that have been built up from this passage.  Our job, 
as in all interpretation of Scripture, is to test everything by the word of God.  We have 
no right to come to any conclusion about any particular difficult passage,  other than to 
compare it with other passages so that we discern the ‘mind of God’.  Such that if the 
‘mind of God’, so determined, cuts across any tradition –  however much that tradition 
is valued or contended for – we must say with Luther: “My conscience is bound by the 
Word of God, I can do no other.”  The tradition must give way!

Our plan will be to do three things:  First of all, to briefly scan the passage to see what 
Paul is actually saying; secondly, to discover what is the chief importance of this pas-
sage; and thirdly, to ‘kill off’ five modern myths, which have arisen from this passage.

• What is Paul actually saying?
He starts in verse 2 with a word of praise.  He reminds the Corinthians that he 
has given then various instructions, by word of mouth, and that he had expected 
certain things from them.  He praises them that they hadn’t forgotten anything 
that he had ever told them.  His purpose in doing that was because he was now 
going to give them some more instructions and he is very anxious that they 
shouldn’t forget what he is now going to tell them.

Now the new instructions relate to the structure of authority that God has placed 
in the universe.  This can be hard to follow.  An illustration could be derived from 
the army:  Think of a ‘private’, in the army.  Who is he responsible to?  The (one 
stripe) lance corporal4.  Who is he responsible to?  The corporal.  And so on up 
through all the ranks.  Each is responsible to another.  That is what gives the 
army its unity.  Its cohesion.  Its coordination and its efficiency.  It couldn’t be an 
army.  It couldn’t move together or accomplish anything if there wasn’t this struc-
ture of authority.

Now Paul says that in God’s universe there is a structure of authority.  Who is the

4  It is below the rank of corporal, and is typically the lowest non-commissioned officer, 



woman responsible to?  Man.  Who is the man responsible to?  Christ.  Who is 
Christ responsible to?  God –  God the Father.  Each is the head of the other.  
There is this divinely ordained structure of authority in the universe.  That is the 
basis for everything that Paul is now going to say about men or women who 
‘pray or prophesy’5. 

Verse 4.  “Not only does this authority structure exist, but it’s to be seen to exist.  
A man has no earthy head. So”, says the Apostle, “when he prays or prophesies 
with his head covered – which is a symbol that he is under an earthly head –  
then it is really belittling his position. He’s pouring scorn on his ‘headship’.  He 
has no earthly head and therefore he shouldn’t wear the symbol of having an 
earthly head.” 

Now it’s worth noting in verse 4 that the Apostle says, “…  every man … “.  There
are no exceptions!  As we shall see Paul is not arguing on the basis of culture, 
but on the basis of a divinely ordained authority structure.  Therefore we can say 
that, whenever in the history of the world, a man has prayed or prophesied with 
his head covered, he has poured scorn on his divine position.  

Now think.   Aaron, wore a turban. On the front of his turban was: ‘Holiness to the
Lord’.  Why did he wear a turban?  He wore a turban because God commanded 
it6.  If the Apostle is talking about headgear.  If he is –  then Aaron, spent all his 
time dishonouring his ‘head’ (headship), doing so at the command of God.  It is 
unthinkable that the Old Testament priest, should, at the command of God, have 
done something which is forbidden by the Apostle.  So you must either come to 
the conclusion that the Bible contradicts itself.  Or you must come to the conclu-
sion, that the covering, of which the Apostle is speaking, is not headgear.

Consider now the Lord Jesus Christ.  When our Lord Jesus Christ, prayed, He 
wore a headscarf.  If he hadn’t done so, He never would have been admitted into
the Synagogue and he certainly never would have been allowed to participate in 
synagogue services.  But He wore a headscarf.  It has been the practice of the 
Jews, either to wear a scull cap or a headscarf.  In first Century Palestine they 
wore a headscarf.

Now, if we interpret this verse (4) as headgear and we therefore interpret it of the
Lord Jesus Christ also (‘every man’).  We have to come to the incredible conclu-
sion:  that when Jesus prayed he dishonoured His head. 4 Every man who prays 
or prophesies with his head covered dishonours his head, … 

We cannot for a moment admit the possibility, that Jesus Christ sinned.  We can-
not for a moment admit the possibility, that he poured scorn on His own head-
ship.  Therefore it must be quite plain to us that the covering of which the Apostle
is speaking is nothing to do with scull caps or headscarfs.  He must be talking 
about something else!  Because if he is not then our Lord Jesus Christ was a sin-
ner.

5  Note the difference between the word ‘prophesy’ (pronounced “PROF-a-sigh” ) which (with an ‘s’ in British English) is a verb 
and ‘prophecy’ (with a ‘c’ in British English) which is a noun.

6  Leviticus 8:9



Now let’s take the example of the Apostle Paul himself.  As we read the Acts of 
the Apostles, we find that the Apostle Paul preached frequently in a Synagogue!  
He would never have been allowed to do that if he did not dress himself as the 
Jews were expected to dress.  It is absolutely certain that when the Apostle Paul 
preached, he wore something on his head.  Yet he is the very man who is saying,
4 Every man who prays or prophesies with his head covered dishonours his 
head, …  So he is either the greatest hypocrite, who ever lived.  Or, the ‘covering’
that he is speaking about is not a hat at all.

Verse 5.  “If a woman, however, prays or prophesies with her head uncovered, 
that’s a totally different thing.”  Says the Apostle.  “If a woman prays with her 
head uncovered, that’s shameful.  By that act she is making out that she has no 
earthly head.  But she does have an earthly head.  Her earthly head is the man.  
But if she prays, without the symbol of being under a headship, then that is 
shameful.  It’s as shameful as having her head shaved.”

Verse 6.  “If a woman will not wear the divinely appointed covering, then shave 
her hair off.” Says the Apostle.  But if she doesn’t like the idea of being cropped.  
If she doesn’t like the idea of appearing bald. Then let her wear the divinely ap-
pointed covering.”
So there are two alternatives.  You either have the covering or you have your 
head ‘cropped’.  So it must be clear what the divinely appointed ‘covering’ is.

Verse 7.  Why should a man not cover his head in these circumstances?  His 
head  – notice.  Not his hair.  The whole passage is about the covering of the 
head.  Not the covering of the hair.  Why shouldn’t a man cover his head?  Verse
7.  “Because,” says the Apostle, “he is the summit of creation.  Man, as opposed 
to woman.  Man shows forth the glory of God as does no other creature.  He has 
a unique position on the earth.  He has a high dignity, given him by God.  There-
fore he should never wear on his head any sign of subordination or any indica-
tion that he is under the headship of any other earthly creature.  But the woman,”
the end of verse 7, “she has a place of her own, but it’s not the man’s place.  She
stands, in relation to the man, as does nothing else in the world.  She has a high 
place in the scheme of things.  But the place that she has is not the man’s place.”

“You can see that,” says the Apostle, verses 8 & 9, “explained right from the very 
Creation.  Man didn’t take his origin from woman.  Woman took her origin from 
man.  Man was not made for woman.  But woman was made for man. That,” 
verse 10, “is the reason why the woman should wear on her head the symbol 
that she is under authority.  And remember”, he says, “there’s more than the 
world watching.  Angels are watching how the church behaves.  It’s not only for 
the watching world, but also the watching angels, that the women should be 
seen to have on their head the symbol that they are under the authority of men.”

“On the other hand,” verse 11, continues the Apostle, “don’t get the wrong im-
pression.  There is a structure of authority in the universe.  Yes.  But I’m not 
teaching the oppression of women.”   (That’s a relief!)  “A man should not think 



more of himself than he aught to think.  There’s a partnership between the sexes,
in the Lord.  Neither sex exists without the other.”  That’s the same point that he 
makes in verse 12.  12  for as woman was made from man, so man is now born of 
woman. And all things are from God.  “The first woman was made of the man, 
but every man since Adam has been born of woman.  No man can come to exist 
without a woman.  No woman can exist without a man.  And neither can exists 
without God!”

The importance of that is that the Apostle is not teaching that woman are a sort 
of second rate sort of creature.  Not teaching that men are in the first division and
women are in the second.  He’s not teaching the inferiority of womanhood.  The 
Apostle is teaching the dignity of women-hood and the equality of woman-hood.  
But he’s doing that without compromising his teaching about the authority struc-
ture which is in the universe.  

Is the Lord Jesus Christ equal to God the Father?  Yes.  But is the Father the 
head of the Lord Jesus Christ?  Yes.  So you have equality and yet you have or-
der.  Are men and women in the world equal?  Yes.  Each one owes their origin 
to the other.  So men and women are in equal partnership in the world.  They 
have equal dignity,  They are equally sinners.  Equally redeemed.  And they will 
be equally glorified.  But none the less, is the man the head of the woman?  Yes. 
You can have equality and still have headship.

“Think about it.” he says in verse 13, “this authority structure being so, is it 
seemly that a woman should address God, without the symbol of being under 
authority on her head?  Is it seemly?  On the other hand”. Verse 14, the very op-
posite is true of a man, if he has long hair.  It’s a shame to him.”  Thus the 
Apostle makes it perfectly plain at last, that the covering he’s referring to is long 
hair.

“That’s not the way it is with the woman,” verse 15, “if her hair is long, far from it 
being a shame to her.  It’s her glory!  It’s this long hair – the Greek word ‘hair’ is 
coma (kom-ah'), which always means hair worn long –  It’s this long hair which is
the covering that I’m talking about”, says the Apostle.  For her hair is given to her
for a covering.  (It is well known by students of ancient Greek that anti with the 
genitive of the following noun, a covering, always means ‘instead of’.)  God has 
given her long hair instead of a covering.  There can be no dispute about that!  

So Paul is saying, that when men pray or prophesy, short hair is the order of the 
day.  When women pray of prophesy, long hair is the order of the day.  He says, 
“Some of you Corinthians don’t like what I am saying”, verse 16, “but I want to 
make it clear to you, that neither we as Apostles or the churches of God recog-
nise any other practice.  What I’m contending for”, says the Apostle, “is not open 
to question, it’s not open to debate; it’s not open to negotiation.”

Now the Apostle doesn’t define what he means by long and short.  But the com-
parison is the guideline.



So this is the brief outline of what the Apostle is saying. Now we go on to discover the 
chief importance of this passage.

• It’s necessary to stress that the chief importance of this passage is nothing to do 
with headgear!  It is not really mentioned in the passage.  Except at verse 15, 
where it is said that her hair is given to her for a covering.  So obviously the chief
importance can’t be about headgear. When headgear, as such, only receives this
mention.

The chief importance in this passage lies in what it says about the distinctive 
roles of men and women.  It is the case that there is a strong ‘feminist movement’
in the Western word today.  What is happening is this.  People are beginning to 
think:  “We developed from primitive forms of life.  Here we are as 21st Century 
human beings.  We came out of the primeval sludge”, they say, “and here at last 
we are as fully developed human beings.  Human society has evolved, over the 
years,  humanity has evolved in the way we organise ourselves as society has 
evolved.  In the old days when everyone said, “Ugh’, and there were dinosaurs 
all over the place so that you had to go out to kill your dinner.  Then those who 
were strongest dominated.  So the male dominated in prehistoric days.  (Here we
are continuing with the humanist view of human evolution.)  A male dominated 
society was the ‘cave man’ society!” 

“But we’re not like that anymore.  There’s no need for society to be male domin-
ated.”  Say these people.  “The only reason men and women have different roles 
in society is because they have been ‘brain washed’ by previous generations go-
ing all the way back.  There’s no need for different roles any more.  The only dif-
ference is that of mere physiology.”

That is not the Biblical view.  The Biblical view is that God made them male and 
female.  There’s a difference in how they were made and as Paul points out 
here”  there is a difference in what men and women were made for.
There is equality.  Yes.  But identity of roles. No.  There is partnership and mutual
dependence between the sexes.  Yes.  But similar in authority.  No. 
“The difference”, says the Apostle, “is more than physiological. There is a divinely
ordained authority structure in the world.  Which is often mentioned at Christian 
weddings.

                           [2520]

Pray for God's grace, through the Spirit of Christ to live in us all, that we, may 
live the new life made possible by the Spirit, for all the saints present today.  
Amen.     



Delivered Sunday   20  th   March, 2022  

1 Corinthians 11:2-16

The Role of Men & Women – Part 2
per S Olyott

1 Corinthians 11:16
16 If anyone is inclined to be contentious, we have no such practice, nor do the 
churches of God.

Last week we reached the point where we recognised that the Post Modern world view
–  which can be epitomised in the ‘feminist movement’ – is not the Biblical view!  The 
Biblical view is that God made them male and female. 

There’s a difference in how they were made, and as Paul points out here in verses 8 & 
9f, there’s a difference in what men and women were made for. There’s equality.  Yes!  
He stresses that.  But identity of roles? No!  There’s partnership and mutual depend-
ence between the sexes?  Yes.  But similar in authority?  No.

“The differences between men and women,” says the Apostle, “are more than 
physiological.  There is a divinely ordained authority structure in the world.
The glory of man is that the woman was made for him.  The humility of man is that he 
is not complete without the woman.  The humility of woman:  she was made for the 
man.  The glory of women-hood is that she alone can make the man complete.”

The key word for man in the Bible is ‘love’.  The key word for woman-hood in the Bible 
is ‘submit’.  As she submits to a man who loves her you have a relationship of harmony
and beauty which reflects on earth the relationship which exists between Christ and 
His Church.  It leads to harmony, coordination and freedom from tension and fosters 
holiness.  That’s the Biblical teaching!

If you forget the Bible, you either end up in the extremes of Roman Culture–  where 
women ‘ruled the roost’ – poisoning anybody who got in the way.  Or you end up in the 
extremes of the Muslim world –  where, when the Queen was to visit, she had to be 
made an ‘honorary man’.

Now the Apostle is insisting here that there are divine roles for men and women.  
Those roles don’t only exist, they are to be seen to exist.  Nothing else will do in the 
churches of Christ than that those separate roles, should be seen to exist. Because 
Christ’s Church is meant to demonstrate society as it is meant to be.

Now to settle the ‘headgear’ question.   So before we get concerned about verse 4 & 
5f, let’s make sure that we are implementing verse 3.  That is that our men be men.  
That take the initiative –  make the running.  And let our women be women –  full of 
love and creating harmony.  Let each live ‘under’ their appointed ‘head’.  So that Bib-
lical humanity is clearly seen in the church of Christ.  Because anybody, however phys-
ically minded they are can get ‘uptight’ about hats, or the lack of them.  But Scripture 
insists that the thing signified is always more important than the sign.  If we have to 
choose between the thing signified and sign, then let’s have the thing signified.



It’s convenient to have a church where you just plonk $50 worth of velvet on a wo-
man’s head and pretend that you are obeying Scripture.  There have been churches 
like that giving every impression that they are run by women.  Easy to say: ‘We are 
obeying Scripture.”  While all the time verse three is being rejected.  More broadly, in 
the family, there are examples of those organised as a matriarchy.  Mum rules the 
home.  Very common today!  Who’s the authority at home?  Put that right before we 
get uptight about hats or the lack of them.

The third aim for the exposition of this passage was to expose 5 modern myths about 
it.

1. Paul was an anti-feminist.  (Paul was a misogynist – Paul was a women hater.)   
[Olyott reports that he used to go to a church run by women.  He once asked one
of the leading women, “What she thought about Paul’s teaching about women.”  
Her answer was: “If he were here now I’d have a few things to say to him.”  A 
common attitude? 

People often come to a passage like this and they say, “Well, in the first Century, 
women were the property and playthings of their husbands and it’s obvious that 
Paul has imbibed some of the spirit of that 1st Century world. We don’t have to 
pay much attention to Chapter 11.” 

But it is not true that he was an anti-feminist.  There is nothing in Chapter 11 (or 
elsewhere) which is derogatory about womanhood.  Paul had no trouble with the 
company of women.  He had no trouble adjusting to their friendship. He always 
speaks of them with respect and very often with discrete affection.  See how 
many women he actually commends at the end of his letter to the Christian 
‘house churches’ in Rome.

Luke was closely associated with Paul.  In his Gospel and the Acts of the 
Apostles is where women are given the most exalted status.  Think of Lydia, 
Priscilla, Phoebe, Lois and Eunice.  And the other women that Paul had contact 
with and mentioned.  You will find that he reports the church being filled with able
women.  Cultured, informed, resourceful, energetic and godly!
Paul wasn’t anti-feminist, in any sense, when He said, “Those women may not 
have certain roles in the church of Christ.”  because he recognised that women 
are not men.  But this is not to be anti-feminist.

2. Paul here is talking about the cultural conventions of his day and therefore most 
of this argument is irrelevant.
Paul bases his argument on ‘nature’ – verse 14; on ‘creation’ –  verses 8 & 9; the
divinely ordained ‘authority structure’  – verse 3; on the witness of the ‘angels’ – 
verse 10; and then in verse 16, he insists that what he says in not cultural, be-
cause it is practised by all the churches of Christ.  (There were Christ’s churches 
in Jewish culture, Roman culture, Greek culture, Galatian culture, Barbarian cul-
ture, and Simetic culture.
He insists that what he has to say is observed in every Church, in every circum-



stance.

3. That the passage can be applied in all respects to us.  Some people would like to
say that everything in this passage applies to all the people of a Christian church 
in the 21st Century.  But the rules about covering the head or the lack of covering 
apply exclusively, uniquely and only to men or women who pray or prophesy.  
There is not a word here about those who remain silent.  The whole teaching is 
about a ‘prophetic’ covering and nothing else.

Prophesy, as we shall see when we come to Chapters 12, 13 & 14, is a charis-
matic gift which has now passed away.  There are no prophets today! . There is 
nobody in Christ’s church anywhere, anymore, who prophesy.  Men or women. 
Now we know from the  Didache7 – which was a book circulated in the early 
church – that most of the formal prayers of the early church were conducted by 
the prophets –  which existed then.  That explains the link between praying and 
prophesying found in our verses.  But there are no such prophets today.  There-
fore this passage is of very limited application!  When it comes to the question of 
the ‘prophetic’ covering.

In the Apostolic days, Philip had four daughters who were all prophetesses.8 
Philip would have needed to read this passage and observe all its details in a 
way that was much more relevant to him that to us.  We may agree with the Pur-
itan, Matthew Poole9, when he says, “We now have no such prophetesses, so as
I think about the question of the lawfulness of women going without any other 
covering on their heads than their hair, must be determined from other texts, not 
this.”10

4. That Paul here is writing about public worship.  He isn’t.  When Paul writes about
public worship, it’s always clear that that is what he is doing.  Look in this same 
Chapter at verse 17.  17 But in the following instructions I do not commend you, 
because when you come together it is not for the better but for the worse.  He’s 
talking about the church, ‘coming together’.  And then verse 18.  18 For, in the first
place, (This is the first time he mentions it in this epistle, except for Chapter 5, 
when he is talking about Church Discipline.) … in the first place, when you come 
together as a church, …  And verse 20: 20   When you come together,   …  So we 
are left in no doubt that in the remainder of the chapter, Paul is consciously, regu-
lating the public worship of the church.

But that’s not what he is doing, up to verse 16.  It’s a gratuitous presumption to 
say that Paul is talking about Public Worship at the beginning of this Chapter 
when he hasn’t said so.  We must be careful not to read into the Word of God 
that which is not there.  In fact we can prove, very easily, that this is not Public 

7  https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Didache
8  Acts 21:9
9  https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Matthew_Poole
10  Actual text from “Puritan Hard Drive”

 mistake not) when they ministered in prayer and prophecy (as was said before).
We now have no such prophetesses; so as I think that
question about the lawfulness of women's going without
any other covering upon their heads than their hair, must
be determined from olher texts



Worship:  because we know of no instance, in the New Testament, of a woman 
prophesying in the public assembly.   There is no recorded instance of it happen-
ing.  In fact it is something specifically forbidden!

Less than 3 minutes reading time away, in this very epistle:  Chapter 14, from 
verse 34.  Paul has just been talking about prophets and their prophesying in the
church.  Regulating how they should do this, he tells them that God is not the au-
thor of confusion, but of peace –  as He is in all churches.   Then immediately in 
this context , of prophesying in the gathered assembly, he says: women should 
keep silent in the churches. For they are not permitted to speak, but should be in
submission, as the Law also says. 
Quite clear that no woman was to prophesy in the New Testament Church Ser-
vice.

Therefore the praying and prophesying, of which the Apostle is speaking, must 
have been going on somewhere else.  What’s for certain is that you can’t make 
rules for the ‘gathered church’ from Chapter 11, verses 2-16.
Even if you could make rules for the ‘gathered church’, from our current passage,
you couldn’t make any rules for the women or men who remained silent.  Nothing
can be imposed on them, because the teaching about the ‘covering’ applies (en-
tirely, exclusively, and only) to those who pray or prophesy.

The evidence points to a unique situation in the history of the church:  That fe-
male prophets had the right to prophesy in certain contexts.  The women who 
possessed this gift, where none the less to demonstrate their femininity, by wear-
ing their hair long.  They were not to regard themselves as superior to the men.  
The wearing of their hair long, symbolised –  in these female prophets –  their 
continuing subordination to the male leadership of the church.  They appeared 
you see, as they prophesied – outside the assembly – to be exercising authority. 
Rather it was to be seen by the world and the angels, that women aren’t exer-
cising authority in the Christian Church.  Therefore they had to wear the divinely 
appointed symbol of being under authority on their heads.  Which we have seen, 
of course, was long hair.  Thus the divinely ordained authority structure wasn’t 
only to exist in the Christian Church, but it was to be seen to exist, in the Chris-
tian Church.

5. There is something in this passage about hats.  There is no mention about 
headgear in the whole passage:  except in verse 15.  15 but if a woman has long 
hair, it is her glory? For her hair is given to her for a covering. Nor is headgear 
anything to do with the argument of this passage.

Two practical applications:

• Let’s bury for evermore, any still surviving controversy, about women wearing 
hats in church.  It’s neither ‘here nor there’ if a woman wears a hat.  Nor is it ‘here
nor there’ if a man wears a hat.  (However there may still be circumstances 
where exercising this Christian liberty should be moderated in order not to offend
the conscience of a weaker sister if one were to visit a church that traditionally 



and seriously followed an alternative – although incorrect – understanding.) 
 

• Let’s concentrate on the really important teaching of this passage.  Men, in the 
Name of God, be men!  Let’s have the leadership in the church where the initiat-
ives are taken by the men.  That doesn’t mean domination or oppression.  It 
simply means headship.  Women be the most attractive, feminine, godly person 
you can be –  without being so attractive that you beguile people away from the 
Gospel.  Because we have a ‘sniping’ world, which thinks that evangelical reli-
gion is only for old women and children.  When that ‘sniping’ world meets real 
men of courage, conviction, outspokenness, largeheartedness and Christian 
quality.  It has nothing to say.  It has ‘all it’s bluster knocked out of it’!
The ‘feminist movement’ is a critical threat, very specially, to family life in our Na-
tion.  When the feminists meet intelligent, thinking, resourceful, godly women, 
who are fulfilled in their Biblical role  –  by having all their talents and initiative, 
stretched to the limit by being what Scripture says they should be – the feminist 
movement also has all its ‘wind knocked out of its sails’.

It’s very easy to be eloquent about hats or the lack of them (and think that one is 
giving proper attention to this passage).  It’s much harder, but necessary, that we
commence and continue reformation in the area where it is most needed.

[2206]
Pray for God's grace, through the Spirit of Christ to live in us all, that we, may 
live the new life made possible by the Spirit, for all the saints present today.  
Amen.     



Delivered Sunday 27  th     March, 2022  

1 Corinthians 11:17-34

The Lord’s Table
per S Olyott

1 Corinthians 11:26
26 For as often as you eat this bread and drink the cup, you proclaim the Lord's 
death until he comes.

Today we commence our study of Chapter 11, from verse 17.  We will do this in two 
parts:  Firstly exposition –  what the passage actual means –  and then application –  
what it means in practice.

Exposition – working our way through the passage, verse by verse.  Here we will find 
that it divides into three.  Rebuke; Reminder; Regulation.

1. Verses 17-23, Rebuke.  We have seen previously that when Paul was introdu-
cing the subject of head-covering, he began by praising the Corinthians. But 
when he begins this section, we find that he has nothing whatever to praise the 
church for.  In fact verse 17 is the supreme condemnation that can be said about 
any Christian church.  17 But in the following instructions I do not commend you, 
because when you come together it is not for the better but for the worse.  That 
is the worst thing that could be said about a Christian assembly!   That when we 
come together and then disperse and leave that we are worse off than when we 
came.  That is the indictment and rebuke that the Apostle Paul brings to a Chris-
tian church.  What an incredible thing for a man to have to say to a church which 
he founded:  That when it assembles the people are worse of for having done so.

What was wrong:  verse 18,  “In the first place…”  Paul begins.  But with no in-
tention of a ‘second’ or ‘third.  He is drawing their attention, in a dramatic way, to 
the one thing that he has to say.  Here they are.  The whole church comes to-
gether –  here are all the believers.  Men and women, young people, boys and 
girls.  All come together as a church.  Now on the ‘day of Pentecost’ we read: 
they were all of one accord in one place. (Acts 2:1. KJV) But at Corinth what was
happening, as we see in verse 18, was that although the church was at one 
place, they were far from all of one accord. There were noticeable and notable 
divisions between them.  There were cliques, separate groups.

“Now,” says Paul, verse 18b, “I don’t believe every ‘tail’ that I hear about you.  I’m
not credulous.  I don’t believe every rumour that I hear about the Corinthian 
church.  But I know that there is a sufficient ‘core’ of truth in what I do hear, to 
know that it is a fact, that in the church, although you come together and you 
have an apparent outward unity.  The fact is there are cliques and divisions in the
assembly.”

If you look at verse 19, you will see that Paul (unlike the modern ecumenical 
movement) accepts the fact that there must be some splitting into groups in the 



professing Christian church.  The word used there11, translated as divisions (her-
esies in KJV) means factions, or sects. “Otherwise,” he says, “how can you tell 
who is genuine and who isn’t?  How can you tell who’s approved by God and 
who isn’t.”  It is sometimes legitimate to split the professing Christian church!  If 
the Gospel’s at stake, then we have a duty, as well as a right, to split the profess-
ing Christian church, to preserve the Gospel.  If there is some great moral prin-
ciple at stake, then the same thing applies.  While we have no right to split the 
professing Christian church on any other basis than the ‘Law and the Gospel’.

Paul accepts that some splitting into groups is inevitable in the Christian church.  
But that’s not his complaint here.  His complaint is verse 20:  The disorders in 
Corinth were so bad –  what was wrong there was so serious –  that when the 
church came together for the ordinance of the Lord’s Supper:  It was not the 
Lord’s Supper that they ate.  The disorders in that church gave that sacrament a 
different character.  The ‘supper’ was no longer the Lord’s Supper.

Consider this.  It is possible for a group of evangelical Christians to come to-
gether in the church and to have what they call the Lord’s Supper and for it not to
be the Lord’s Supper.  So what was wrong?  What was going on?  Why couldn’t 
the Apostle accept what was actually going on?

Verse 21.  The idea was this:  the church came together for a common meal.  
The rich would bring their food.  Those that didn’t have any food brought nothing,
but would share the food of the rich.  They would have a sort of family meal at 
the end of which there would be the observance of the Lord’s Supper.

But what happened at Corinth was this:  The rich brought their own food and 
then there was an undignified scramble.  A free for all!  The poor, many who were
slaves and didn’t get there on time anyway, because of their responsibilities in 
the various houses that they had to serve, arrived when there was nothing left.  
Some people were eating and drinking so much so that they were actually drunk,
while others had absolutely nothing to eat.  They had come rushing from their 
slave employment or from other work, in order to share in the common meal, but 
would go home hungry.

In the same church you had people who were intoxicated, while others were 
hungry!  The whole idea of it being a common meal.  An expression of fellowship.
A sharing.  Had gone to pieces.  It’s that that Paul is striking out against.  There 
was no real sharing in the church.  It was a mockery.  The divisions in the church 
weren’t over truth or error.  The divisions were on the basis of social distinctions. 
The rich were doing very nicely, while the poor were being left out.

So he says, in verse 22, what he thinks.  You find it is a series of questions.  By 
which he hammers away at the evil of this practice.  “If you want to satisfy you 
hunger –  home is the place.”  The fellowship was not intended to satisfy 
people’s hunger.  It’s a symbolic meal.  “But whatever you do when you come to 

11  αἵρεσις  hairesis  a self-chosen opinion, a religious or philosophical sect, discord or contention.  Specifically for 1 Corinthians 
11:19 (and Galatians 5:20) dissensions arising from diversity of opinions and aims.



church don’t make certain people feel inferior.  The poor to feel ashamed.  They 
are just as much the church of God as you are.  How dare you despise the 
church of God!”  Says the Apostle Paul, “God has accepted them but you start 
your meal and treat them like second-rate, second-division people.  You get on 
with what you are eating and you leave other people out.  You’ve no concept of 
the church as a Church – sharing the meal together.”

“How can I praise you for this? No I will not!” He concludes.
So there is no doubt that verses 17-22 constitute a rebuke.

2. Verses 23 – 26:  Reminder.  In sharp contrast to the way the Corinthians ob-
served the Lord’s Supper, Paul now reminds the church of the original institution. 
The First Lord’s Supper was so very, very different from the way they were ob-
serving it.  It’s hard to imagine anything more so.

This is an important reminder.  It is most likely that this letter of Paul was written 
and circulated before the Gospels.  In these verses then it contains some of the 
first recorded words of Christ as well as those of the Lord’s Supper.  Perhaps this
is why Paul gives more than customary detail in these verses.

He tells them in verse 23 that what he going to say, he received by direct revela-
tion from Christ Himself.  If you read the epistle to the Galatians, you’ll know that 
the Gospel which Paul preached he also got by direct revelation from Christ.  Not
only the Gospel but the way the Lord’s Supper was observed was also told to 
Paul by the risen Lord Himself.  “I’ve already told you these things, by way of re-
minder, and now I now tell you again.  The things I received from the Lord, I’ve 
already delivered unto you.  The things I’m about to say you’ve heard before.”  
Which makes their sin in Corinth, so very grievous.  It was knowing that the 
Lord’s Supper was instituted like that, yet they still went ahead in the way which 
Paul has described in the earlier verses.

“When was it instituted?” Asks Paul.  “It was instituted on the eve of Calvary.”  
That should bring solemnity into the practice of the Lord’s Supper, immediately.  
Every time the church gathers to break bread and to drink wine, it surely must re-
member that this ordnance was ordained on the eve of the Lord’s Cross.  That at
once should bring in a solemnness into the occasion. You can’t separate the 
Supper from its original institution!   

That’s what made it even more shameful:  That the Corinthian church was be-
having in the way that it did.  The whole thing had become a selfish scramble.  
They should have remembered that the Lord Himself ordained this at the day 
when human wickedness was at its height.  When one who professed His Name 
betrayed Him.  The Corinthians had been thoughtless in the way they had been 
behaving.

Paul tells us, in verse 24, exactly how the First Supper was observed.  The Lord 
took bread; He gave thanks; He broke it; He distributed it to the disciples.  He 
said, “This is my body.”   (Words we we consider more fully later.  Words which 



have been prone to misunderstanding a great deal, and still are.)  The emphasis 
in that original supper, was that the Body was broken for those who ate.  He told 
them to, “Keep on doing this (that’s the ’force’ of the original language) Keep on 
doing this in remembrance of me.”  It wasn’t just a once for all occasion.  This 
Supper was to be the first of many.  “Keep on doing it,” said the Lord, on the eve 
of His Cross.

Sometimes you may hear of a person suffering amnesia.  When asked, he can’t 
remember anything.    But in that common-man’s Greek language, related to am-
nesia, is a directly opposite word – anamnésis (an-am'-nay-sis). That’s the word 
that the Apostle uses here12.   Amnesia, means you forget everything.  
Anamnésis, means you forget nothing.  Amnesia means that you can call nothing
to mind.  Anamnésis means that you vividly call everything to mind.  Jesus said, 
“Keep on doing this in anamnésis of me. Keep on doing this to vividly call me to 
mind.”  The bread is the means of vividly calling to mind the fact that His body 
was broken for His disciples.

The whole service was to be Christ centred.  “Keep on doing it, in remembrance 
of me.”  There’s an implied criticism for the rich at Corinth in that they were only 
thinking of themselves.  They ate the food that they had brought. They drank 
their wine.  They got full and completely intoxicated.  They thought of them-
selves.  They didn’t even think about the other members of the church.  Paul 
says, “Listen:  In the first institution of the Supper it was ordained to be Christ 
centred.

In verse 25, he tells us about the way the Lord took the cup after supper. The 
‘cup’ speaks of the New Covenant:   Old Testament Israel entered into Covenant 
with God.  From the moment they entered into Covenant, they were God’s 
people and only God’s people.  Jeremiah, the prophet, said, that that Covenant 
would be replaced by a new one. (Jeremiah 31:31-3413)  The Old Covenant was 
a covenant with a Nation.  But the New Covenant would be a covenant with 
those who experienced the forgiveness of sins.  The Old Covenant was a coven-
ant with an earthly people.  But the New Covenant would be a covenant with 
those who have the Spirit in their hearts and the Law of God written on their 
hearts.

Jesus took the cup, we read, and said, “This cup IS the new covenant in my 
blood.  It’s the shedding of my blood by which this new covenant is established.” 
Said the Lord of Glory.  The whole old system is replaced by the whole new sys-
tem by the blood of Christ.  We enter into being God’s people, by the blood of 
Christ.  We enter into the forgiveness of sins by the blood of Christ.  We enter 
into all the benefits and blessings of the New Covenant, which is sealed by the 
blood of Christ.  “This cup, is the new testament,” He said, “in MY blood!”  That 
cup of wine is the divinely ordained means by which all that is brought to mind.

“So,” says Paul, verse 26, “every time you take the bread and every time you 

12  This word used only three times in the New Testament:  Twice here in verse 24 and verse 25 and also in Luke 22:19.  Luke is also 
describing the same command of Jesus made during the Last Supper.

13  https://www.bibleodyssey.org/en/passages/related-articles/jeremiah-31-3134-and-the-new-testament



drink the wine, you don’t reenact, but you announce and display and proclaim 
the Lord’s death until He comes.”   How long is this ordinance to be continued?  
Until He comes.  Until then!  We take bread: to vividly remind us of a body 
broken for us.  Until then!  We drink wine to vividly remind us that it is by the 
blood of Christ that we enter into all the blessings of the New Covenant.  Until 
then!  We do it regularly, to vividly call to mind these facts of the Cross.  The 
meaning of the Cross.  The blessings of the Cross.  Until after the great expected
fact of the future, when it will no longer be necessary.

“The Lord’s Supper,” says the Apostle Paul, “is the means of vividly calling to 
mind the past; proclaiming the Lord’s death in the present; and anticipating His 
coming in the future.  The original Lord’s Supper was very different from the un-
holy, selfish, greedy practice of the divided church of Corinth.”

So after ‘rebuke’ and after ‘reminder’, Paul continues from verse 27 to the end of the 
Chapter.  We will pick this up next week under the title of ‘regulation’.

[2255]
Pray for God's grace, through the Spirit of Christ to live in us all, that we, may 
live the new life made possible by the Spirit, for all the saints present today.  
Amen.     


