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1 Corinthians 11 - FROM THE BOOK 
"ONE COVERING OR TWO COVERINGS" 

PAUL REYNOLDS 

THE VOICE OF THE INTERPRETER 

If our interpretation of this portion of Scripture is to be true, we must resist anything that will complicate or 
confuse our search for Paul's original intent.  

a) WE MUST RESIST THE TREND TO RATIONALIZE ITS CONTENTS:  

By declaring the devotional head-covering to be a temporary custom of the times only, or that the custom cannot 
be traced from the beginning, is but to open the door to many inconsistencies. It allows the Apostolic Church to 
fall into the same trap as many old-line denominations who relegated away miracles, speaking in tongues and 
many other doctrines of the New Testament Church saying they were only for the first century- not for our 
modern day.  

b) LET US SEEK AS MUCH KNOWLEDGE AS POSSIBLE IN OUR SEARCH FOR THE PROPER INTERPRETATION OF THIS 
PORTION OF SCRIPTURE  

The question under discussion is: NOT WHETHER WE BELIEVE THE HOLY SCRIPTURES but rather THE RIGHT 
INTERPRETATION OF SCRIPTURE:  

2 Timothy 2:15 "STUDY TO SHOW THYSELF APPROVED UNTO GOD, A WORKMAN THAT NEEDETH NOT TO BE 
ASHAMED - RIGHTLY DIVIDING THE WORD OF TRUTH."  

When there is a difference of opinion among the brethren on the interpretation of a portion of Scripture, it is 
important for the student to get the weight of as much subsidiary and auxiliary helps as possible in his search for 
God's thoughts. To do otherwise can be foolish and dangerous.  

I am a strong proponent of using the King James Version of the Bible as our main translation of scripture. It 
brings SAFETY AND UNITY to the Church! However, when the combined translators of several centuries ago use 
terms that bring a question, we need to use all literary assistance that is necessary when seeking a clarification.  

c) WE MUST BE CAREFUL OF OUR INTERPRETATION OF GREEK WORDS:  

Greek words can be taken out of the setting of scripture and twisted to change the whole thought of a portion of 
scripture.  

A student on ancient Greek once said:  



"YOU CANNOT BUILD A DOCTRINE ON THE SOLE INTERPRETATION OF A GREEK WORD. MANY GREEK WORDS CAN 
BE INTERPRETED TO GIVE DIFFERENT MEANINGS. THE BIASES OF THE INTERPRETER OR COMMENTATOR CAN 
COME THROUGH VERY EASY."  

For example: The word "AND" can be interpreted to mean "EVEN" from the same Greek word. One modern 
translation of the Bible changes the Greek word for "SANCTIFICATION" to mean "CONSECRATION." Again, the 
word "VIRGIN" was changed to mean "YOUNG WOMAN."  

Mr. Edinger, a Greek Professor from the university of British Columbia, declined my request to give his 
translation of 1 Corinthians 11:4-16. He said emphatically that your safety in interpretation is found in the 
weight of commentary over the years since Paul wrote his letter to Corinth.  

A wise student of the Scriptures will seek as much knowledge as possible on any subject of scripture where there 
is a difference of biblical interpretation among brethren.  

d) LET US STAY ON THE SUBJECT OF DISCUSSION  

1 Corinthians 11:4-16 is the scripture being examined. The subject under discussion was NOT WHETHER 
WOMEN SHOULD CUT THEIR HAIR - BUT RATHER THE MATTER OF MEN COVERING THEIR HEADS IN ASSEMBLED 
WORSHIP AND WOMEN UNCOVERING THEIR HEADS IN ASSEMBLED WORSHIP.  

Verses 4 & 5 - "Every man praying or prophesying, having his head covered, dishonoureth his head, but every 
woman that prayeth or prophesieth with her head uncovered dishonoureth her head:"  

That is the subject of discussion and it flows through all of Paul's theological arguments.  

Verse 13 - "Judge in yourselves: is it comely that a woman pray unto God uncovered."  

The Corinthians understood that a woman's hair was to be long and uncut.  

"NATURE" taught her that. Paul's discourse assumed that uncut hair on women was the norm in Verses 14,15.  

NOTE:  

The subject being addressed was a COVERING which could be put on and taken off during assembled worship. 
IN OTHER WORDS -- The subject being dealt with was a SECOND MAN-MADE COVERING (VEIL) OTHER THAN THE 
WOMAN'S UNCUT HAIR. The woman was to put on her covering as a public sign of her SUBJECTION TO HER 
HUSBAND while she was praying or prophesying in worship.  

e) THE RIGHT INTERPRETATION MUST BE GIVEN BECAUSE OF THE IMPORTANCE GIVEN BY THE APOSTLE TO THIS 
SUBJECT.  

1) Nowhere in the Bible is this amount of space given to a subject without it being important.  



2) It is important because it was to be kept as an ordinance. An ordinance was not a suggestion. An ordinance 
was to be kept and lived by.  

3) It is important because of the angels - verse 10. The devil and his angelic host were excommunicated from 
heaven because of rebellion. The angelic host of light fail to understand born- again Christians who refuse to 
keep biblical ordinances.  

4) It is important because of the strong words used in this portion of scripture.  

Words like: "SHAME...", "POWER...", "COMELY...", "GLORY." They give weight to a subject evidently Paul felt very 
strong about.  

Being this important, we must keep in mind certain principles of interpretation striving to be... "...A WORKMAN 
THAT NEEDETH NOT TO BE ASHAMED, RIGHTLY DIVIDING THE WORD OF TRUTH."  

THE VOICE OF CUSTOM 

The word, "Cover" was used 120 times in the Old Testament. In almost all cases, the word is used in conjunction 
with a MATERIAL COVERING that can be used at times and removed at other times. NEVER IS HAIR REFERRED TO 
AS A COVERING IN THE OLD TESTAMENT.  

Paul does, however, conclude his theological discourse by appealing to "COMMON SENSE." "DOTH NOT EVEN 
NATURE ITSELF TEACH YOU"...  

He uses nature's hair-covering of the bald head as an illustration, lending weight to his demands for a man-
made covering on women when they gather for public worship.  

It is enlightening to notice that Paul, in verse 15, does not use the definite article "THE" when referring to God's 
natural covering of hair, but the indefinite article "A", leaving us to conclude it was not his main subject.  

"...FOR HER HAIR IS GIVEN TO HER FOR A COVERING."  

In dealing with the COMMON SENSE FACTOR, Paul declared, IF YOU ARE NOT GOING TO PUT ON THE ONE, YOU 
MIGHT AS WELL CUT OFF THE OTHER.  

VERSE 5 - "But every woman that prayeth or prophesieth with her head uncovered dishonoureth her head: for 
that is even all one as if she were shaven."  

VERSE 6 - "For if the woman be not covered, let her also be shorn: for if it is shame for a woman to be shorn or 
shaven, let her be covered."  

NOTE: IF HAIR WAS THE ONLY COVERING PAUL WAS DEMANDING ON THE WOMEN, VERSE 6 WOULD READ LIKE 
THIS:  



"FOR IF THE WOMAN HAS CUT HER HAIR; LET HER ALSO CUT HER HAIR." Again, the common sense factor would 
tell you this was NOT the intent of Paul's writings.  

The major argument used by those who believe that the hair is the sole covering is built upon interpreting the 
scripture as follows:  

"For if the women be not covered (which they believe means to have cut their hair), let her also be shorn (which 
they believe means to have her hair shaved right off)..."  

There are inconsistencies with this rendering, because in the very next clause of this same verse, the Apostle 
makes no difference between the cutting of the hair or the shaving of the head.  

"...BUT IF IT BE A SHAME FOR A WOMAN TO BE SHORN OR SHAVEN, LET HER BE COVERED."  

..continued  

To further understand verse 6, it is necessary to have an understanding of the word "SHORN". It is translated 
from the Greek word "KEIRO" meaning "TO CUT" WITHOUT QUALIFYING HOW MUCH IS CUT OFF." Because 
"SHORN" is the past participle of "SHEAR", we will peruse the word "SHEAR" for our definition.  

THE AMERICAN COLLEGE DICTIONARY - "To cut with shears or other sharp instrument."  

GAGE CANADIAN DICTIONARY - "Cut with shears or scissors - cut close, cut off - to strip or deprive as if by cutting."  

THE RANDOM HOUSE DICTIONARY OF THE ENGLISH LANGUAGE - "To cut - to remove by or as if by cutting or 
clipping with a sharp instrument - to strip or deprive."  

THE WORLD BOOK ENCYCLOPEDIA DICTIONARY - "To cut with shears or scissors - to remove by cutting or clipping 
- to cut close - cut off - cut."  

WEBSTER'S DICTIONARY - "Cut through, clip or cut, clip hair or wool from."  

Although some of these definitions could mean "TO CUT RIGHT OFF", the majority of definitions simply mean 
"TO CUT". The use of the word "SHORN" in verse six is obviously "TO CUT" without specifying to what degree.  

THEREFORE, PAUL IS SIMPLY SAYING:"IF IT IS A SHAME TO CUT THE GOD-GIVEN NATURAL COVERING OF HAIR, 
HAVE PROPER PROPRIETY AND WEAR YOUR MAN-MADE COVERING ALSO."  

In conclusion to this chapter, I will quote from "BARNES NOTES" on 1 Corinthians first published by Blackie & Son 
in 1884-85 and reprinted by Baker Book House of Grand Rapids, Michigan.  

"I Corinthians 11:6 - "FOR IF THE WOMAN BE NOT COVERED..." - If her head be not covered with a veil, "LET HER 
BE SHORN..." Let her long hair be cut off. Let her lay aside all the usual and proper indications of her sex and 
rank in life. If it is done in one respect, it may with the same propriety be done in all: "BUT IF IT BE A SHAME..." If 



custom, nature, and habit; if the common and usual feeling and views among men would pronounce this to be a 
shame, the other would be pronounced to be a shame also by the same custom and common sense of men. "LET 
HER BE COVERED." With a veil. Let her wear the customary attire indicative of modesty and a sense of 
subordination. Let her not lay aside even on any pretence of religion."  

THE VOICE OF SCRIPTURE 

1 CORINTHIANS 11:6 from several renderings:  

KING JAMES VERSION (AUTHORIZED VERSION) - "For if the woman be not covered, let her also be shorn: but if it 
be a shame for a woman to be shorn or shaven, let her be covered."  

REVISED STANDARD VERSION - "For if a woman will not veil herself, then she should cut off her hair; but if it is 
disgraceful for a woman to be shorn or shaven, let her wear a veil."  

THE HOLY BIBLE FROM ANCIENT EASTERN MANUSCRIPTS - "For if a woman does not cover her head, let her also 
cut off her hair; but if it be a shame for a woman to be shorn or shaven, let her cover her head."  

THE NEW ENGLISH BIBLE - "If a woman is not to wear a veil, she might as well have her hair cut off, but if it is a 
disgrace for her to be cropped and shaven, then she should wear a veil."  

THE NEW AMERICAN BIBLE - "Indeed, if a woman will not wear a veil, she ought to cut off her hair. If it is 
shameful for a woman to have her hair cut off or her head shaved, it is clear that she ought to wear a veil."  

NEW INTERNATIONAL VERSION - "If a woman does not cover her head, she should have her hair cut off; and if it is 
a disgrace for a woman to have her hair cut or shaved off, she should cover her head."  

A NEW TRANSLATION BY JAMES MOFFAT - "If a woman will not veil herself, she should cut off her hair as well. But 
she ought to veil herself; for it is disgraceful that a woman should have her hair cut off or be shaven."  

TODAY'S ENGLISH VERSION - "If the woman does not cover her head, she might as well cut her hair. And since it 
is a shameful thing for a woman to shave her head or cut her hair, she should cover her head."  

THE AMPLIFIED BIBLE - "For if a woman will not wear (a head) covering, then she should cut off her hair too; but if 
it is disgraceful for a woman to have her head shorn or shaven, let her cover (her head)."  

THE EPISTLES OF PAUL (W.J. Conybeare) - "If she cast off her veil, let her shave her head at once."  

NEW AMERICAN STANDARD VERSION - "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."  

NEW INTERNATIONAL VERSION - "If a woman does not cover her head, she should have her hair cut off; and if it is 
a disgrace for a woman to have her hair cut or shaved off, she should cover her head."  



12 Versions reveal that indeed there was another, man-made covering intended for women to wear along with 
her uncut natural covering of hair.  

THE VOICE OF CUSTOM 

The Apostle Paul charged the women in the Corinthian Church for using Christian freedom in a negative way. 
They were flaunting the custom of the day by refusing to wear a head-covering or veil in public worship.  

Paul affirms that to do so under the guise of Christian freedom would only send a symbol to the public 
population that Christian women were rebellious and defiant. Throwing off their veil was but an act of 
insubordination to given authority. This would leave the testimony of the Christian Church in disrepute.  

THE PULPIT COMMENTARY - VOL.19 PAGE 362,370 - This commentary says that for a woman to appear in public 
assembly with her head uncovered "...was against the national customs of all communities, and might lead to 
the gravest misconceptions. As a rule, modest women covered their heads with the peplum or with a veil when 
they worshipped or were in public."  

"If a woman appeared in public unveiled, she was deemed immodest. To wear a veil was a sign of womanly 
delicacy. If she went to a public assembly without her veil, she acted shamelessly. To be consistent, argues St. 
Paul, "Let her also be shorn" and so assume the mark of a disreputable woman. A woman acting in this way sets 
public opinion at defiance: and as public opinion in many things is public conscience, no woman could do this 
thing and not shock all right sensibility. Besides, the veil is a sign of subordination and dependence. Refusing to 
use this covering of the head was a mark of insubordination and independence. A symbol it was, but to cast off 
the symbol was to repudiate the thing signified."  

THE INTERNATIONAL BIBLE ENCYCLOPEDIA, VOLUME V, PAGE 3047: - "In the New Testament times, however, 
among both Greek and Romans, reputable women wore a veil in public and to appear without it was an act 
bravado. Tarsus, Paul's home city, was especially noted for strictness in this regard. Hence, Paul's indignant 
directions in I Corinthians 11:2-16 which have their basis in the social proprieties of the times."  

SMITH BIBLE DICTIONARY - PAGE 727 UNDER VEIL:- "...among the Jews of the New Testament age it appears to 
have been customary for the women to cover their heads but not necessarily their faces when engaged in public 
worship."  

CLARKE'S COMMENTARY, VOLUME VI, PAGE 250: - "...if a woman should appear in public without a veil, she 
would dishonour her head (her husband). And, she must appear like to those women who had their hair shorn 
off as the punishment of whoredom or adultery."  

PAGE 251:- "...as a woman who dresses loosely... even in the present day, is considered a disgrace to her 
husband, because she is suspected to be not very sound in her morals; so in those ancient times, a woman 
appearing without a veil would be considered in the same light."  



LOWERY BIBLE KNOWLEDGE COMMENTARY - PAGE 529: - "It cannot be unequivocally asserted but the 
preponderance of evidence points towards the public head-covering of women as a universal custom in the first 
century in both Jewish culture...and Greco-Roman culture."  

BRUCE K. WALTKE - I CORINTHIANS II:2-16 - AN INTERPRETATION, BIBLIOTHECA SACRA, VOLUME 135 NUMBER 
537 (JANUARY-MARCH 1978) PAGE 46: - Verse 5-6: "It seems probable to suppose that some of the 
individualistic Corinthians were proposing that their women throw off their traditional veils which symbolized 
their subordination to their men."  

TODAY'S HANDBOOK OF BIBLE TIMES AND CUSTOMS - WILLIAM L. COLEMAN, PAGE 82, VEILS AND SHAWLS - 
BETHANY HOUSE PUBLISHERS - 1 Corinthians 11:5: "We can say with reasonable assurance that some women 
wore veils. We can also conclude that Paul expected women to have a head-covering while at worship."  

WOMEN'S HAIR - DANIEL L. SEGRAVES (United Pentecostal Church minister) CHAPTER 4, PAGE 21: "Since it 
stands proven that the early part of 1 Corinthians 11 deals with whether Christians women ought to follow the 
current custom of veiling and that Paul answers in the affirmative, it is natural to question whether veils are 
necessary for Christians today.  

In answer to that question, not a few sincere Christian leaders have chosen to say "YES". In some parts of North 
America and other countries of the world Christian women wear hats or veils when attending or when engaged 
in any spiritual activity which might require them to pray."  

CONCLUSION 

1.PRACTICAL HOLINESS A SECOND LOOK DAVID K BERNARD UNITED PENTECOSTAL CHURCH MINISTER) A 
LITERAL VEIL PAGE 211 The majority of scholars hold that verses 4-7 refer to a literal veil or covering of cloth. In 
this section, let us assume they are correct. If so, Paul was teaching Corinthian women to wear veils in public 
because this was the proper dress for virtuous women in that culture. As one reference states, "The veil was the 
distinctive female wearing apparel... Prostitutes went unveiled." therefore, the Christian women of Corinth were 
not supposed to exercise their Christian liberty to flaunt local custom and dress like prostitutes, adulteresses, or 
unsubmissive women."  

Let me conclude this chapter by saying that the large weight of evidence proves, without doubt, that the 
Christian women in the Corinthian Church were to follow the current custom of veiling themselves or the 
wearing of a head covering as a symbol to the Church... the World... and the Angels of her subjection to her 
given authority.  


