1 Corinthians 11:2-16, “To the Church of God” 
(from the ESV)
 2Now I commend you because you remember me in everything and maintain the traditions even as I delivered them to you. 3But I want you to understand that the head of every man is Christ, the head of a wife is her husband, and the head of Christ is God. 4Every man who prays or prophesies with his head covered dishonors his head, 5but every wife who prays or prophesies with her head uncovered dishonors her head, since it is the same as if her head were shaven. 6For if a wife will not cover her head, then she should cut her hair short. But since it is disgraceful for a wife to cut off her hair or shave her head, let her cover her head. 7For a man ought not to cover his head, since he is the image and glory of God, but woman is the glory of man. 8For man was not made from woman, but woman from man. 9Neither was man created for woman, but woman for man. 10That is why a wife ought to have a symbol of authority on her head, because of the angels. 11Nevertheless, in the Lord woman is not independent of man nor man of woman; 12for as woman was made from man, so man is now born of woman. And all things are from God. 13Judge for yourselves: is it proper for a wife to pray to God with her head uncovered? 14Does not nature itself teach you that if a man wears long hair it is a disgrace for him, 15but if a woman has long hair, it is her glory? For her hair is given to her for a covering. 16 If anyone is inclined to be contentious, we have no such practice, nor do the churches of God.
Discussion Questions
1. Headship in a context of submission is and has always been an issue, in the church as well as in the culture.  What are various ways in our society today that headship or authority is exercised or demonstrated, for example in regards to dress, to body language, and so forth?  How would you say that the concept of submission is valued in our society today?
2. Pastor Moody presented 3 possible interpretations in regards to the teaching in this passage on the wearing of hats.  The first:  Women (or in this translation, wives) should wear hats in church and have long hair, and men (or in this translation, husbands) shouldn’t wear hats in church and should have short hair.  
a. What are reasons why this interpretation would be supported?  
b. What are some of the difficulties of this interpretation?  
c. Regardless of one’s understanding of this text, Pastor Moody notes, “If we can’t find a good reason from the text why this isn’t possible, then we can’t reject it out of hand.”  How ought we to respond if someone believes this interpretation to be true even though we don’t? (see v.16)
3. A second interpretation of this text:  This teaching was culturally relevant in Paul’s day and completely irrelevant in our day, both as regards the actual practice as well as any principles involved.  
a. What are some of the difficulties of subscribing to this interpretation?  
b. If this is no longer in force, what else in the Bible is no longer in force?  Does this mean that much in the Bible should only be followed only insofar as each culture finds it acceptable?  
c. How ought we to respond if someone believes this interpretation to be true even though we don’t? (see v.16)

4. A third interpretation:  The physical act of head covering as a sign of husbandly authority was a culturally normative expression of an ongoing principle, and therefore the principle remains although the cultural expression may change with changing cultural norms.  (This is the interpretation to which Pastor Moody subscribes.)  
a. Some who support this interpretation would put this teaching of head covering in the same category as foot washing (performed by Jesus in John 13) and greeting one another with a holy kiss (see Luke 7:45; 1 Co 16:20; 1 Pe 5:14), maintaining that in all 3 cases, the physical cultural expressions are no longer in force but the principles remain.  What do you see as the principle behind foot-washing and what might be the physical expression of that practice in our time?  What do you see as the principle behind greeting one another with a holy kiss and what might be the physical expression of that practice in our time?
b. Following this interpretation, a head covering worn by women in the culture of Paul’s day was a sign of marriage.  Paul was instructing wives to wear their head covering at church gatherings as well.  For wives, a lack of head covering in Paul’s day would signify inappropriate dress, perhaps even promiscuity.  What is the physical symbol of marriage for women in today’s American culture?  How might it be understood if a wife today did not wear that culturally recognized symbol of marriage?
c. For this interpretation, the principle behind Paul’s teaching regarding head covering is propriety in worship is important.  Following that thought, of what significance is it in our culture or in our church if a woman does or does not wear a hat?

d. How ought we to respond if someone believes this interpretation to be true even though we don’t? (see v.16)

