
Women in Corinth
"Let the women keep silence in the churches; for it is not permitted unto them to 
speak; but they are commanded to be under obedience, as also saith the law... it 
is a shame for women to speak in the church." (1 Corinthians 14:34-35, KJV)

The above verses are only a piece of a jigsaw  puzzle, the others being other Biblical 
accounts regarding women as instruments in the plan of salvation. Viewing only one piece 
does not enable us to see the total picture. On the day of Pentecost Peter explained the 
events of that day by quoting a prophecy foretelling a work to be done by both men and 
women, "your sons and your daughters will prophesy." (Act 2:17-18; Joel 2:28-29) Since "to 
prophesy" means "to preach," then, in order for that to occur, a person must speak. Further, it 
was the Holy Spirit that gave them utterance. Prior to that day, Scripture also gives accounts 
of women judges and prophetesses. (Exodus 15:20; 2 Kings 22:14; 2 Chronicles 34:22; 
Nehemiah 6:14; Isaiah 8:3)

With this in mind, these instructions by Paul seem inconsistent, unless we understand 
them as being part of the dictates of the Corinthian society. Paul states that women "are 
commanded to be under obedience, as also saith the law." However, Divine laws do not ban 
women from speaking, but do mandate that all be obedient. Hence the law  to not speak was a 
local law  and it was women's obedience to the Lord's ordinances that enabled them to submit 
to the precepts at Corinth. However, for us, given that we understand that women held 
positions of leadership in Israel and prophecy foretells of them receiving God's Spirit to share 
the message of salvation, we identify Paul's instructions as a local requirement that should by 
no means prevail for us. It would make no sense and would contradict light which we will 
discuss now.

In other of his writings Paul presents that the duty of slaves (bondservants) is to obey their 
master. (Colossians 3:22) Does that mean that forever and ever there should always be 
slaves? Paul also declares the duty of men is to pray everywhere lifting their hands. (1 
Timothy 2:8) How long has it been since you saw a man with lifted hands all the time? Does it 
mean men's prayers are of no avail, not valid because their hands are not lifted? Does that 
make any sense? Should we incorporate into our culture all of Paul's instructions for 
circumstances that were traditions? No. We must grasp the difference between God's will and 
man's culture of other times and places. Does it seem fair to stubbornly continue burdening 
women, yet we do not burden society imposing slavery or burden men demanding they 
continually lift their hands?

Paul comments in another of his epistles about "women who labored with me in the 
Gospel... whose names are in the Book of Life." (Philippians 4:3) Labored with him in the 
Gospel? How? Not speaking? "I will pour out my spirit... and your sons and your daughters 
shall prophesy." (Joel 2:28) Even God's angel at the tomb of Jesus committed to the women 
the responsibility of announcing the message of His resurrection, even to the other disciples 
of the Lord. (Matthew 28:1-7) And then, as the women started on their way to do just that, 
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Jesus Himself appeared to them, confirmed the instructions of the angel by commanding the 
women to give to the rest of His disciples the news about His resurrection, and to also tell 
them to wait for Him in Galilee. (vs. 8-10)

Jesus could have very easily appeared directly to the disciples, but His command to the 
women confirms that there was no hidden agenda regarding them. In fact, at the cross Jesus 
first addressed His mother, then John the apostle. We learn in the rules of etiquette, that 
when we introduce two persons, the one of lesser rank is the one that should be introduced to 
the other person. An easy way to remember how  to do that is to first address by name the 
person of greater standing or seniority, or position of wisdom or importance. (For example, 
"Mr. President, this is my neighbor." "Grandma, this is my boss.") When Jesus at the cross 
said, "Woman, behold thy son," and then addressed John, "behold thy mother," (John 
19:26-27) our Lord validated her dignity and His utter respect for women in general. In 
excruciating pain, nailed to a cross, Jesus magnified the Commandment, "Honor thy father 
and thy mother" (Exodus 20:12) by honoring her thus and making provisions for her well-
being. Yet many, both males and females, are so into degrading women that they forget they 
have a mother whom they are indirectly dishonoring.

Further, because of women's status in the society of Jesus' time, it would have been more 
appropriate for a man to convey any news at all, his account of the events having more 
credence. Yet, by having women carry the news also serves to confirm that the resurrection of 
Jesus is not a fabricated hoax. That is because people who deceive try too hard to 
accommodate their presentation of lies as close to what is acceptable as possible. But by 
Jesus clearly directing women, and the writers giving an exact account of it, it served as 
further proof that there was nothing to hide. Hence this is yet an additional surety for us that 
the resurrection of Christ is a fact just as stated.

What, then, happened to Paul in Corinth regarding women? Women were good enough for 
God to have as judges and prophetesses, they were good enough for the angel at the tomb, 
and they were good enough for Jesus and those who wrote about His resurrection, but, 
apparently, they were not good enough for Paul. Did Paul turn wishy washy on us? Did he not 
have women labor with him in the Gospel? What is the Gospel? The Good News of a 
resurrected Savior which message women were the first to give; and fifty days later the Holy 
Spirit poured like refreshing rain on them also so they would continue in full force. It does not 
make sense that Paul would have women labor with him and then turn himself around when 
dealing with the church at Corinth. How do you explain that?

Another issue sheds light on Paul's actions. He ordained in all the churches not to 
circumcise anyone called while uncircumcised, but that he should remain uncircumcised. (1 
Corinthians 7:17-20) In Christ, Paul said, all are the same, there is no Jew or Gentile. 
(Galatians 3:28) However, when Paul met Timothy, who was already a disciple, but 
uncircumcised, Paul wanted Timothy to go on with him, so he circumcised him because of the 
Jews who were in that region. (Acts 16:1-3) Contradiction? No. Paul ordained one way and 
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then, at some point, acted contrary to his pronounced decree and conviction in order to not 
make waves in that specific region. In essence, neither being circumcised or uncircumcised 
was a sin. It was merely a painful inconvenience for the men.

Likewise, Paul demonstrated his conviction that women should labor in the Gospel by 
having them work alongside of him. In Christ, Paul said, all are the same, there is no male or 
female. (Galatians 3:28) Therefore, his statement at Corinth regarding women came as a 
result of a regional formality which was not of God's designation. In essence, neither speaking 
or not speaking was a sin. But since Corinth was a spiritually shaky region, Paul, as with the 
circumcision, esteemed it best to let the custom prevail in that church. He was not about to 
make any waves concerning it. He was making enough waves already with the tongues issue.

However, in no way did Paul, through these two issues, leave the example that when 
under pressure we may act against our own convictions, and that is not what I am saying 
here. We are called to glorify God and we do that by obeying Him above obeying man. (Acts 
4:19) But here Paul had the option of going either way and chose the route which brought no 
confrontation. Thus we observe that women were also good enough for Paul. In fact, we have 
him to thank for repeatedly condemning adultery and emphasizing that man is to be the 
husband of only one wife. (1 Corinthians 5:1; Galatians 5:19; 1 Timothy 3:2, 12; Titus 1:6) 
What a burden has been lifted for us ladies by Paul's words to that effect! They ushered in a 
healing process from the dictates that society had imposed upon the sacredness of marriage 
and which brought such horrible suffering for women. Don' you love Paul? I do.

1 Corinthians 14:34-35 should be understood only within the light of the subject of 
speaking in tongues, and should not stand independently of it, especially not so when we take 
into account the work done for the Lord and accounted for throughout Scripture, and which 
work was done by women.

Presently, women in drovers are answering God's call to ministry. Yet their full potential, 
when not ambushed, barricaded, or maimed, is at best tolerated with disdain. Hence in reality 
it is the Lord's work that is being ambushed and blatantly mutilated.
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