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THE BIBLE ON WOMEN’S PUBLIC
SPEAKING.

“Let your 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.

And if they will learn anything, let them ask their
husbands at home: for it is a shame for women to
speak in the church.

What? came the word of God out from you? or
came it unto you only?

If any man think himself to be a prophet, or spirit-
ual, let him acknowledge that the things that I write
unto you are the commandments of the Lord.”—
1. Cor. xiv.34 -37.

I will therefore that men pray everywhere, lifting
up holy hands, without wrath and doubting . . . .

Let the women learn in silence with all subjection.

But I suffer not a woman to teach, nor to usurp
authority over the man, but to be in silence.

For Adam was first formed, thex} Eve.

And Adam was not deceived, but the woman being
deceived was in the transgression.”—I.Tim.ii.8,11-14.

Thus reads King James’ Version.
The REVISED VERSION is as follows:

“Let the women keep silence in the churches: for
it is not permitted unto them to speak; but let them

be in subjection,iszhilgr653says. And if they
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4 THE BIBLE ON

wish to learn anything, let them ask their own hus-
bands at home: for it is a shame for a woman to
speak in the church. What? did the word of God
come for them from you? or came it unto you alone?
If any one thinks himself a prophet, or spiritual, let
him acknowledge the things which I write unto you
are the Lord’s commandments.”

I desire therefore that the men pray in every place,
lifting up holy hands, without wrath and disputing.
. . . Let the women learn in silence with all subjec-
tion. But I permit not the woman to teach, nor to
have authority over the man, but to be in silence. For
Adam was first formed, then Eve; and Adam was not
deceived, but the woman being deceived is fallen into
transgression.”

Here i1s the AMERICAN BiBLE UNION VER-
SION:

““Let your women keep silence in the churches; for
it is not permitted to them to speak, but they are to-
be in subjection, as the law also says. And if they
wish to learn anything, let them ask their own hus-
bands at home; for it is 4 shame for a woman to
speak in the church. Did the word of God come for
them from you? or came it unto you alone?

If any one thinks himself a prophet, or spiritual,
let him acknowledge the things I write unto you are
the Lord’s commandments.”

«I desire, therefore, that the men pray in every
place, lifting up holy hands, without wrath and dis-
puting. . .. Let the women learn in silence, with all
subjection. But I permit not the woman to teach,
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nor to have authority over the man, but to be_in si-
lence. For Adam was first formed, then Eve. And
Adam was not deceived; but the woman being de-
ceived, is fallen into transgression.*

John Wesley’s Version is as follows:

“Let your women be silent in the churches; for it
is not permitted them to speak, but to be in subjec-
tion, as the law also saith. And if they desire to
learn anything, let them ask their own husbands at
home; for it is indecent for a woman to speak in the
assembly. Did the word of God come out from you?
or did it come out to you alone? If any one think
himself to be a prophet, or spiritual, let him take
knowledge that the things which I write to you are
the commandments of the Lord.”

“I will therefore that men pray in every place, lifting
aup holy hands. without wrath and doubting. . . . Let
a woman learn in silence with all subjection. For I
suffer not a woman to teach, nor to usurp authority
over the man, but to be in silence.’"

Conybeare and Howson’s Version reads thus:

“In your congregation, as in all the congregations
of the saints, the women must keep silence; for they
are not permitted to speak in public, but to show sub-
mission, as saith also the law. And if they wish to
ask any question, let them ask it of their own hus-
bands at home; for it is disgraceful to women to
speak in the congregation. Was it from you that the
word of God went forth? or are you the only church
which it has reached? Nay, if any think that he has
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the gift of prophecy, or that he is a spiritual man, let
him acknowledge the words which I write for com-
mands of the Lord.”

¢I desire, then, that in every place the men should
offer up prayers, lifting up their hands in holiness,
putting away anger and disputation. . . . Let women
learn in silence, with entire submission. But I per-
mit not a woman to teach, nor to claim authority over
the man, but to keep silence. For Adam was first
formed, then Eve. And Adam was not deceived ; but
the woman was deceived and became a transgressor.’”

The Douay Version (Roman Catholic, from
the Latin Vulgate) says:

«‘Let women keep silence in the churches: for it is.
not permitted them to speak, but to be subject, as also
the law saith. But if they would learn anything, let
them ask their husbands at home. For it is a shame
for a woman to speak in the church.”

I will therefore that men pray in every place, lift-
ing up pure hands without anger and contention. . . .
Let the woman learn in silence, with all subjection.
But I suffer not 2 woman to teach, nor to use author-
ity over the man: but to be in silence. For Adam
was first formed, then Eve. And Adam was not se-

-duced; but the woman being seduced was in the
transgression.*

Wicliffe’s Version (from the Vulgate) says:

““Women in churches be still, for it is not suffered
them to speak, but to be subject as the law saith, but
if they would anything learn, at home ask their hus-
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bands, for it is a foul thing for a woman to speak in
the church.”—I. Cor. xiv.34,35.

“A woman learn in silence with all subjection.
But I suffer not a woman to teach, neither to have
lordship on the husband, but to be in silence, for
Adam was first formed, afterward Eve, and Adam was
not deceived; but the woman was deceived in break-
ing the law.”—I, Tim. i.11-14.

Tyndale’s Version, on these passages, reads
thus:

“Let your wives keep silence in the congregations.
For it is not permitted unto them to speak, but let
them be under obedience as saith the law. If they
will learn anything let them ask their husbands at
home. For it is a shame for women to speak in the
congregation.”

“Let the weman learn in silence with all subjec-
tion. I suffer not a woman to teach, neither to have
authority over a man: but for to be in silence. For
Adam was first formed, and then Eve. Also Adam
was not deceived, but the woman was deceived and
was in transgression.”

Cranmer’s Version is as follows:

““Let your women keep silence in the congrega-
tions. For it is not permitted unto them to speak:
but to be under obedience, as saith the law. If they
will learn anything, let them ask their husbands at
home. For it is a shame for women to speak in the
congregation.”
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“I will therefore that the men pray everywhere . . .
Let the woman learn in silence with all subjection.
I suffer not a woman to teach, neither to usurp
authority over the man: but to be in silence. For
Adam was first formed, and then Eve. Adam also
was not deceived, but the woman was deceived, and
was subdued to the transgression.”

The Geneva Version thus renders these pas-
sages:

“Let your women keep silence in the congrega-
tions: for it is not permitted unto them to speak: but
they are commanded to be under obedience, as also the
law saith. If they will learn anything let them ask
their husbands at home, for it is ashame for women
to speak in the congregation.”

I will therefore, that the men pray everywhere . . .
Let the women learn in silence with all subjection.
I suffer not a woman to teach, neither to usurp
authority over the man, but for to be in silence. For
Adam was first formed, and then Eve. And Adam
was not deceived, but the woman was deceived, and
was made guilty of the transgression.*

The Rheim’s Version has it:

“Let women hold their peace in the churches: for
it is not permitted them to speak, but to be subject,
as also the law saith. But if they learn anything, let
them ask their own husbands at home. For it is a
foul thing for a woman to speak in the church.”

“Let a woman learn in silence with all subjection.
But to teach I permit not unto a woman, nor to have
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dominion over the man: but to be in silence. For
Adam was formed first; then Eve, and Adam was not
seduced : but the woman being seduced, was in pre-
varication.”

Here we have enough versions to let the
English speaking reader see what is the plain
meaning of the inspired text. There can be
no trouble about the translation. Indeed the
original is stronger, than our common version,
against women’s speaking in the churches.
What do these plain Scriptures mean? If they
mean what they say—and there is no reason to
think they do not—that settles the question,
with all who believe the Bible to be inspired.
But since there are good people who favor
women’s making public addresses before mixed
assemblies, it may be well to examine more
carefully and see whether what these Scriptures
seem to mean is what they really do mean. It
is purely a question of scholarship. It is con-
veying the meaning of- sentences in one lan-
guage into another language. The best we can
do, therefore, is to make an appeal to the
scholars who have given their lives to the study
of this subject. Here are the statements of the
leading commentators. I might give more;
but these are probably enough, since the rest
are in line with them. I have exhausted my



10 THE BIBLE ON

own library, and the library of Dr. Broadus,
and also the library of the Theological Semi-
nary, and I have failed to find a single commen-
tator who claims that the New Testament favors
women’s speaking in the churches. Notice,
then, what these commentators say.

Olshausen says, in commenting on [. Cor.
Xiv.34,35: “‘The deviation of the Corinthians
from the right exercise of the charismata was
further shown in permitting women who were
possessed of the gifts (for such alone can be in-
tended) to speak in public. This is reproved
by the apostle, appealing likewise to the word
of God (Gen. iil.16). Women were to be sub-
missive to their husbands in all things, and to
learn, but not to teach. To what purpose, we
may then ask, were they endowed by God with
the gifts, if they were prohibited the exercise of
them? Thus we read in Acts xxi.g, that the
four daughters of Philip had the gift of proph-
ecy. To this we answer, they might apply
these gifts to their own private edification
(xiv.4), or employ them in an unostentatious
manner for others, but not in public assem-
blies.” Com. on N. T., Vol. IV, p. 373.

This same commentary, continued after Ols-
hausen’s death by Drs. Erbrard and Wiesinger,
says, on I. Tim. il.11,12: ‘““There is here an
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antithesis in every word. /n silence, opposed
to drawing attention to themselves by a public
appearance. Even the putting of questions by
the women in the public assembly is rebuked
by the apostle, I. Cor. xiv.35. Let her learn,
as opposed to feach. In all subjection, in oppo-
sition to wsurping authority over the man, 1. Cor.
Xiv.34. Being in subjection is in that passage
represented as the proper position of the woman,
which of itself excludes the #acking in public
assemblies; but not of teaching in general,
Acts xviii.26.”  Vol. VI, p. 59.

J. Comper Gray gives the following on I. Cor.
Xiv.34,35: ““ Women . . . . church, this seems to
be an absolute prohibition in so far as relates to
meetings for nublic worship. Zaw, women
were forbidden to speak in the synagogues.
If . .. learn, a praiseworthy desire. ZLet. ..
husbands, who themselves should learn in order
to teach. Howme, thus made a scene of religious
converse. Shame . . . church, indecent, im-
modest, disorderly.” Biblical Museum, N. T\,
Vol. IV, p. 88.

Again,on L. Tim.ii. 11,12 ““Lef . . . woman,
etc., see on I. Cor. xiv.34 and Eph. iv.24.
Woman—-1. Her sphere—is not in public but
at home—not to teach but to learn—not to
command but to obey. II. Her obligation to
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keep within it—-arises out of her natural posi-
tion—is corifirmed by the command of God—
should be dictated by modesty.”” Ibid, p. 329.

John Calvin, on 1. Cor. xiv.34, speaking of
women’s addressing mixed assemblies, says: ‘It
is therefore an argument from things inconsist-
ent. If the woman is under subjection, she is,
consequently, prohibited from authority to teach
in public.” And, again: “‘Paul’s reasoning, how-
ever, is simple—that authority to teach is not
suitable to the station that a woman dccupies,
because if she teaches she presides over all the
men, while it becomes her to be wuder subjec-
tion.”

The Bible Commentary (by the bishops and
clergy of the Church of England) says, on I.
Tim. ji.11: ““Let the women learn in silence, etc.
In public worship the men only are to teach as
well as to pray. The Apostle had given the
same injunction to the Corinthians, and had
intimated that it was the universal regulation
‘in all the churches of the saints,” I. Cor. xiv.
33-36.”  This is from Prof. Wall.

The Popular Commentary (edited by Dr. Philip
Schaff) says, on I. Cor. xiv.33-36: ‘““And that
further question comes in most suitably where
we find it (ch. xiv), under the head of how
those extraordinary spiritual gifts, which were
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so abundantly possessed at Corinth, should be
exercised so as most to promote spiritual edifi-
cation. And the decision here given (mark the
words, E.) is so explicit and so peremptory,
that the only wonder is how any candid reader
should question it. To Timothy the prohibition
to females of the right to exercise their gifts in
the public assemblies is even more explicit: ‘I
desire therefore that the men (Greek, the males)

pray in every place . . . . In like manner, that
women (the other sex) adorn themselves in
modest apparel . ... Let a woman learn in

quietness, with all subjection. But I permit
not a woman to teach, nor to have dominion
over a man.’”’ This was written by Dr. David
Brown, of Aberdeen, Scotland.

The Popular Commentary (edited by Dr. Philip
Schaff, I. Timothy being commented on’ by
Prof. Plumptre, of King’s College, London,)
says, on I. Tim. ii.8: ‘“THAT MEN: Better as
in the Greek #e men, as distinguished from the
women. The praying spoken of is not a men-
tal act, but part of the public worship of the
church, and is therefore limited to the men . . .
IN EVERY PLACE. The words do not appear to
have been written with any intention of pro-
claiming, as cur Lord did in John iv.23, the
acceptableness of true worship independently
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of local sanctity, but rather to emphasize the
fact that the rule laid down was binding in the
more private meetings of disciples as well as in
the public gathering of the Ecclesia.”

On I. Cor. xiv.34-36, and I. Tim. ii.8-12,
Dr. John A. Broadus, who is the peer of any
of them, says: ‘““Now it does not need to be .
urged that these two passages from the Apostle
Paul do definitely and strongly forbid that
women shall speak in mixed public assemblies.
No one can afford to question that such is the
most obvious meaning of the apostle’s com-
mands.”  Qught Women to Speak, etc., p. 4.

Conybeare and Howson, in their Life and Epis-
fles of St. Paul, on I. Cor. xvi.33-36: ““The
women must not officiate publicly in the con-
gregation.” On I. Tim. ii.9-15, they say: ‘“The
Apostle’s meaning is that women are to be kept
in the path of safety, not by taking upon them-
selves the office of the man (by taking a public
part in the assemblies of the church, etc.), but
by the performance of the peculiar functions
which God has assigned to their sex.”

Lange's Commentary, on I. Tim. ii.g-15, this
part being written by Dr. Van Oosterzee, says:
¢‘As the apostle thus reverts to public prayers
just commended, he now states more exactly
when, how and through whom these should be
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conducted, and with this he adds his special
counsel to the women as well as the men. The
latter, in express distinction from the women,
are alone to direct public prayers. It thus ap-
pears that, in the assembly of believers, this
duty was not given exclusively to the presiding
officer, but was performed without limitation by
the members of the church. The apostle does
not object to this, but only orders that the
women shall abstain entirely from it, which,
perhaps, in more recent times, they had not
always done.”

On the expression of the Apostle, I will
therefore,” etc., Dr. Van Oosterzee says:
“Bévlesbar is stronger than #&lew: it is to or-
dain by the puwer of his apostolic authority.”

Commenting on the expression ‘‘every-
where,” of which the Greek is ‘“in every place,”
this commentator shows that it does not apply
to the main house of worship merely, but to
other places of meeting as well, and says: “‘In
view of this, the Apostle gives a precept which
is to be remembered by all wherever they
may be.”

Dr. Van Oosterzee goes on to say, on v. IT:
“The Apostle therefore imposes silence upon
them; and in the Jewish synagogues likewise,
whose order was followed by the Christian as-
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semblies, it was the rule that woman should hear,
but not speak. . . . /n silence the women, without
uttering a word, are humbly and believingly to
hear the instruction, which is given solely by
men, in the holy place.”

Lange's Commentary, on 1. Cor. xiv. 34-36 (this
part written by Dr. Christian Friederich Kling),
says: ‘‘Paul does not intend to say that #edir
women, in distinction from all others, were to
keep silence in the churches; but the point
made is in reference to women in general. . . .
The prohibition is confirmed by a reference to
the established order in this respect.”

Dr. Hodge says: ‘‘In the Old Testament it
had been predicted that ‘your sons and your
daughters shall prophesy;’ a prediction which
the Apostle Peter quotes as verified on the day
of Pentecost, Acts ii.17; and in Acts xxi.9,
mention is made of four daughters of Philip
who prophesied. The Apostle himself seems
to take for granted, in xi.5, that women might
receive and exercise the gift of prophecy. It
is therefore only the public exercise of the gift
that is prohibited.”

John Wesley, in his Notes on the New Testa-
ment, says on I. Cor. xiv.34,35: “Let your
women be silent in the churches.  Unless they
are under an extraordinary impulse of the
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Spirit. For in other cases # is not permitted
them to speak. By way of teaching in, public
assemblies: dut to be in subjection. To the man
whose proper office it is to lead and to instruct
the congregation. And even if they desive to
learn anything, still they are not to speak in
public, but to ask their owh husbands at home.
That is the place, and those the persons to in-
quire of.”

The Patrick, Lowth, etc., Commentary says:
“‘Let your women keep silence in the churches,
for it is not permitted unto them to speak (dy
way of teackhing or prophesying, but only by }bz’m’ng
with the church in prayer and psalmody), but they
are commanded to be under obedience, as also
saith the law. .. . In Corinth the women not
only prophesied in the church, but they did it
with the head uncovered, I. Cor. xi. 5; the latter
indecency he corrects there, and the first here,
see I. Tim. ii.12.” Com. on I. Cor. xiv. 34.

“7 suffer not @ woman fto teach, i.e., publicly,
I. Cor. xiv.34,35 (see note there). "They may
privately instruct, as Priscilla did Apollos, Acts
xviii.26, and as a believing wife may instruct
her unbelieving husband, when he requires a
reason for her faith; but then she must not
challenge any authority to do this, this being to
usurp an authority not due unto her.” Com.
on I. Tim. ii.12.
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Meyer, on 1. Cor. xiv.34: ‘‘V. 34. Appendix
to the section relative to the gifts of the Spirit
(vv. 26-33) : directed against the public speaking
of women. . . . Asin all church assemblies of the
saints, your women ought to be silent in the church
assemblies.”  Italics his. He continues:

“‘Paul is decided 4gainst all undue exaltation
and assumption on the part of women in re-
ligious things, and it has been the occasion of
much evil in the church.”

On I. Tim. ii.12, Meyer says: ‘“The thought
here expressedais to be filled up by what Paul
says in I. Cor. xiv.35 (which passage should be
particularly compared with this).” Then he
quotes approvingly from Neander: ¢“Spiritual
receptivity and activity in domestic life were
recognized as the appropriate destiny of women,
and therefore the female sex was excluded from
the public discussion of religious subjects.”
He adds, on v. 15: ‘“After the apostle has for-
bidden to the woman any activity in church as-
semblies as unbecoming to her, he now points
to the destiny assigned her by God, the fulfill-
ment of which brings salvation to her.”

Ellicott, on 1. Tim. ii.12: “Every form of
public address or teaching is clearly forbidden
as at variance with woman’s proper duties and
destination.
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““A woman must learn and not teach”’—i.e.,
in public assemblies—¢‘for two reasons: she
was second in respect of creation, and first in
respect of transgression.”

On I. Tim. ii.8: *‘I will therefore that men
pray everywhere,” Ellicott says, ‘‘{» mavt} Témw
must be limited to ezvery place of customary de-
votional resort, everywhere where prayer is
wont to be made.”

On 1. Cor. xiv.34-36: ¢ ‘ Let the women keep
silence in the churches’: scil., in the larger and
public assemblies of the church, which alone
are under consideration in this chapter. . . .
This rule was carefully maintained in the early
church. Among the Jews for a woman to read
publicly the law involved a dishonor to the
synagogue. . . . ‘For it is a shame for a woman
to speak in (the) churck’: strongly-worded con-
firmation of the preceding direction, and pre-
paring for the almost indignant question which
follows.”

Godet, on 1. Cor. xiv.34: ““The saints, distrib-
uted in churches locally speaking, yet form
only one great spiritual whole: the Corinthians
should not isolate themselves from the com-
munity of saints by adopting customs rejected
by all the rest of the body, such as the speaking
of women in the assemblies.
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“‘And as the attitude of authority over the
man is contrary to that of obedience which was.
imposed on the woman during the present
economy, he draws the conclusion that the
speaking of the woman in public is in contra-
diction to the position assigned to her by the
divine will expressed-in the law. It is easy to:
see why the apostle substitutes the general
idea: # be subject, which relates to the whole
life of women, for that of nof speaking in the as-
semblies; it is because the silence of women in
worship is only an application of the general
subordination which is imposed on them in re-
lation to man.”

The Pulpit Commentary says, on 1. Cor.xiv.34 :
““Women are debarred by the apostle from speaking
‘in church assemblies. On the ground of pro-
priety. Does not accord with woman’s true
position. This position indicated in the law
(Gen. iii.16), and laid down in the eleventh
chapter of this epistle. It had been foretold,
‘Your sons and your daughters shall prophesy’
(Joel ii.28), and in Acts xxi.g, we read of the
four daughters of Philip, who prophesied,
but in neither case is anything said of prophe-
sying in public or mixed assemblies. The
apostle does not prohibit women from prophe-
sying, but only from prophesying in public.
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"This, according to his view, would conflict
with modesty and with woman’s rightful posi-
tion, and would lead to many evils. Itis an
evasion to discriminate between women speak-
ing in church meetings and women addressing
general congregations. The apostle’s objection
was to the pudlic character of the act, and when
he is speaking of the ‘meetings of the church’
in this very chapter, he is referring to gather-
ings to which unbelievers had access.” (v. 24).

On Iu Tim. ii.12, the Pulpit Commentary is
even stronger, the exposition being by Prof. T.
Croskery, D.D.

Dean Stanley, on 1. Cor. xiv.34, says: “‘One
particular instance of confusion growing out
of the neglect of order in the control of
the gifts, was the speaking of women in the
assemblies. This custom, like that of appear-
ing unveiled (xi.3-16), he condemns on the
ground that he forbade it in all the assemblies
of Christians. The speaking of women was
.also expressly forbidden in the synagogues.”

Dr. A. C. Kendyick: ‘‘Paul speaks, I. Cor.
xi.5, of a woman’s speaking in public, without
disapproving of anything but the manner, while
subsequently, xiv.34, he condemns the thing it-
-self. So again, viii.10, he condemns sitting at
meat in an idol’s temple, as if he regarded it as
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objectionable merely because it gave offense to
the weaker brethren, and not because it was
intrinsically wrong; but in x.14-22, he de-
nounces the thing itself as idolatry. . . . As a
matter of fact, both these usages—women’s
speaking in public assemblies, and sitting at
meat in idol’s temples—he has mentioned twice
in this epistle, and each time for a distinct pur-
pose of censure.” Moral Conflict of Humanity,
P. 234.

Such, then, is the opinion of the scholarly
commentators. It is true they are men, and,
therefore, fallible. It is possible that they are
mistaken as to the meaning of the Holy Spirit
in the Scriptures quoted. But when we re-
member that it is wholly a question of scholar-
ship, and that they are unanimous, we may well
ask, if any man denies their correctness, who
he is; and what does he know about it; and
why should we accept his statement on a pure
question of scholarship, and reject this unani-
mous testimony? It is true that the opinion of
a scholar on many matters is worth no more
than the opinion of any other man of equal
good sense; but when it comes to a ques-
tion of scholarship the case is different.
The shoemaker could correct the artist as to
the shoes in the picture, but he made himself
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ridiculous when he tried to teach the artist
about coloring and perspective. Certainly a
man knows his specialty better than other peo-
ple know it, and professional scholars under-
stand a point of scholarship better than other
men do; and when on a simple question of
scholarship the scholars are unanimous, if that
doesn’t settle it, I should like to -know how we
can settle anything.

But it is said that good people favor women’s
making public addresses, and good women do
so. I answer, the more’s the pity. When a
good man does wrong it does not make the
wrong any better, but makes it rather worse;
since it is a worse example and more powerful
for evil. Whew a bad pan does wrong, no-
body expects anything else, but when a good
man does wrong the effect is much worse.
Again, it is said that according to the spirit of
the times women are justified in making public
addresses, that this command is out of date, that
it did very well for the first century, but we
must remember that this is the Nineteenth Cen-
tury, and the condition of things is very differ-
ent now from what existed then. I answer,
that the Scriptures are given to us for all time,
that so far from changing Scripture teaching to
suit the Nineteenth Century, it is our business
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to change the Nineteenth Century to suit Scrip-
ture teaching. We are distinctly commanded
to be not conformed to the world (Romans
xil.2), and the word rendered world there is
age. We are distinctly forbidden to be con-
formed to the age in which we live. And if
we admit the principle that Scripture is intended
only for the time in which it was written, we
get rid of all Scripture, and none of it remains
binding upon us. For example, I might argue
that the command, ‘“Thou shalt not steal,” is
out of date. It was given through Moses to
the children of Israel, when they were in the
wilderness. There they were escaped slaves,
without educational advantages, without any
settled government, with their things more or
less mixed up together, and it was very neces-
sary to tell them they should not steal; but in
our day things are very different. We are not
escaped slaves and we have general education;
so now if Mr. Monopolist, or anybody else, can
gobble up the people’s money under the forms
of law, it is all right. This is the Nineteenth
Century, and we must not be bound up by
teaching that did very well for ancient times.
And thus I might dispose of every command
in the Bible.
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Lowell was right:

«In vain we call old notions fudge,
And trim our conscience to our dealing;
The Ten Commandments will not budge,
And stealing will continue stealing.”

Beside this, the reason the Apostle gives for
the prohibition can never get out of date.
““Adam was first formed, then Eve. And
Adam was not deceived, but the woman being
deceived was in the transgression.” These two
points are as true now as they were when Paul
wrote, and they will forevermore be true.

But it is asked-—is not this command local?
Were there not peculiar conditions in Corinth
which made it necessary that women should
keep silent inihat church, whereas elsewhere
they were allowed to speak? I answer, no.
The Apostle says: ‘‘Let your women keep si-
lence in the churches.” There was but one
church in Corinth, and therefore he must have
intended to include other churches as well;
and he had said just before ‘‘as in all the
churches of the saigts.” And there is nothing -
about Corinth in the Epistle to Timothy.
Therefore, we cannot believe that the command
was local.

But it is asked—how about women's singing
in churches? I answer that nothing is said
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about singing at all; it is the public speaking,
the public teaching, that is forbidden. But it
is asked again—how about women’s teaching
in Sunday-school? I answer that if in any-
thing their practice shall violate the Scripture,
let the practice be changed. I would not have
a woman, under the plea of teaching in Sunday-
school, make a public address to a mixed as-
sembly. I would not have her usurp authority
over men. Let it be remembered that the New
Testament teaching is really binding on women,
—Dbinding on them in church, in Sunday-school,
everywhere,—just as binding on them as on
the men.

But it is said again that some of us are incon-
sistent. Well, suppose we admit it, what then?
Does our inconsistency change the teaching or
the authority of Scripture? Suppose we are
inconsistent, does that authorize us to violate
the divine command? If we are inconsistent,
the proper thing to do is to remedy the incon-
sistency, and not to make that inconsistency a
plea for going contrary to Scripture.

But it is asked again—are there not other
passages in the Bible which authorize women
to make public addresses? Letussee. If these
passages we are considering mean what they
plainly say, and what these scholarly commen-
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tators unanimously declare they say, then if
you hunt for any other passage to teach the
contrary, you are trying to find a contradiction
in the Bible. Let us be careful how we seek
to array Scripture against Scripture. But did
not women prophesy in New Testament times?
Yes. Peter, preaching on the day of Pentecost,
says: ‘‘But this is that which was spoken by the
prophet Joel; and it shall come to pass in the
last days, saith God, I will pour out of my
Spirit upon all flesh: and your sons and your
daughters shall prophesy, and your young men
shall see visions, and your old men shall dream
dreams . . . and I will shew wonders in heaven
above, and signs in the earth beneath; blood,
and fire, and v’apor of smoke: the sun shall be
turned into darkness, and the moon into blood,
before that great and notable day of the Lord
come.” (Acts ii.16-20.) Women’s prophe-
sying was to be part of the general upheaval—
“‘wonders and signs,” ‘‘the sun turned to dark-
ness,” ‘‘the moon to blood,” etc. In Acts xxl.9,
we read that Philip had four daughters ‘‘which
did prophesy,” but there is no suggestion at all
that in either of these cases the women ad-
dressed any public mixed assembly. Prophe-
sying in the New Testament means, as all
scholars agree, speaking by special inspiration.
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If any woman in these days would urge this
prophesying as an excuse for her making a
public address, the least that she can do is to
prove that she has special inspiration. But
since the Holy Spirit positively forbids women’s
addressing public assemblies, I do not believe
that He gave special inspiration for women to
do that thing, even in the most exceptional cir-
cumstances. As some of the commentators
quoted very justly say, the women who prophe-
sied were forbidden to exercise their gifts in the
way of public oral teaching. )

In the r11th chapter of I. Corinthians, we
read of women’s praying and prophesying with
their heads uncovered, and the Apostle says:
“‘But every woman that prayeth or prophesieth
with her head uncovered dishonoreth her head:
for it is even all one as if she were shaven.”
(I. Cor. xi.5.) Here the Apostle mentions
women's praying and prophesying in the
church, simply condemning the uncovering.
It is therefore argued that here he allowed the
public praying and prophesying of women.
But the argument is not valid. The mention
of a thing without condemnation gives us no
right to infer that it was favored. The Apostle
speaks of the Olympic games and of the Greek
races, and does not condemn them, and yet
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who would argue that he favored them? He
mentioned them simply for purposes of illus-
tration, because they were familiar to those to
whom he wrote. In the 8th chapter of I.
Corinthians (9-13), the Apostle speaks of sitting'
at meat in an idol’s temple, without saying that
this was something wrong in itself, but he speaks
of it simply as something liable to lead a weak
brother astray, and the subject was—how we
shall treat a weak brother? It cannot be argued
from this that the Apostle saw no harm in a
Christian’s sitting at meat in an idol’s temple,
except the effect of the example on the weak
brethren; because in the roth chapter of this
same epistle he distinctly condemns that very
thing (14-21) ju the strongest language. When
he wrote the 8th chapter he knew what he was
going to say in the roth, and reserved his con-
demnation until then. If, however, what is
written in the 8th chapter had occurred in an-
other epistle, that of the Romans for example,
there would have been some plausibility for the
argument that the Apostle allowed in Rome
what he forbade in Corinth; but since it is all
in the same epistle, no such argument can be
made. Similarly in I. Corinthians xi.s, ‘the
Apostle is talking about decorum, and showing
that the women ought to have their heads cov-
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ered. He knew then what he was going to
say in the 14th chapter of the same epistle, and
reserved his condemnation accordingly. And
in the 14th chapter prophesying had just been
discussed, and the condemnation which follows
for public addresses must be applied to the
prophesying as well as to speaking in general.

Let it beremembered that there is certainly no
command in Scripture for women to make public
addresses. Even if in the face of the plain state-
ment of Scripture, and the well nigh unanimous
testimony of scholars as to its meaning, that
women are forbidden to speak in the churches,
there is still doubt as to its really forbidding
such a thing; it is plain that the safe course to
pursue is not to allow it. Where a thing seems
to be forbidden in Scripture, and there is no
command to do it, our obligation is to let it
alone. I do not believe there is any doubt on
the subject at all. It seems to me that if the
Bible is not clear on this subject it is not clear
on anything. Arguments which would set aside
these passages would set aside any passage in
any language that might be written. But even
supposing it to be doubtful, we ought to let
alone a practice that is doubtful, and give it no
encouragement.

There is one alleged argument I have not
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mentioned, and but for the fact that people
have been actually convinced by it, I would not
mention it now. Sometime since I read a
statement from a doctor of divinity, in which
he said he had been reared to think women
ought not to make public addresses, but he was
visiting in a certain place, and heard a woman
address a public assembly, and she did it so
well that his prejudices gave way and he was
convinced that she was right. The plain Eng-
lish of this is that if a command of God is dis-
obeyed cleverly, the disobedience is all right;
it is only the bungling disobedience which is to
be condemned. I confess I was greatly sur-
prised to find a doctor of divinity convinced by
such an argument.

The Bible has been the one means of the
elevation of women. Where the Bible is not
regarded, women are degraded. Plato’s -
public represents women as grossly inferior to
men. The Roman had the legal right to kill
his wife. Confucius said: ‘“Women are as dif-
ferent from men as earth is from heaven.
Women, indeed, are human beings, but they
are of a lower estate than men, and can never
attain to full equality with them. The aim of
female education, therefore, is perfect submis-
sion, not cultivation and development of mind.”
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In the sacred books of the Hindoos it is said:
“The graces of womanhood are four: igno-
rance, fear, pureness, and modesty.” The 4th
chapter of the Koran allows wife beating. In-
fidelity has always dishonored women, although
Mrs. Elizabeth Cady Stanton claims that the
Bible is responsible for whatever degradation
women have suffered in this land, and that the
Bible is the great barrier to women’s progress.
Voltaire voiced the sentiment of infidelity
toward women when he said: ‘‘Ideas are like
beards; men have none until they grow up, and
women none at all.” Even in Europe, where
they have a form of Christianity, but where they
have not had an open Bible, women are de-
graded as we do not find them in this country.
I myself saw on the continent of Europe, in
many instances, women and dogs harnessed
together drawing wagons. In one case, in
Leipsic, I saw a woman and a dog drawing a
wagon in which sat an able-bodied man. I
came nearer ‘‘falling from grace” on that man
than I had come for a long time before, or than
I ever expect to coine ‘again. In "America,
where the Bible has been opened widest and
most freely circulated, women are most highly
honored, of anywhere in the world. And it is
a little- curious that in this country is where we
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hear most about women’s wrongs and women’s
rights. It may be well to bear in mind how
women’s public speaking has been connected
with various recent heresies. ~Spiritualism was
started by women—-the Misses Fox. Theosophy
was started by a woman——Madam Blavatsky.
The so-called Christian Science was founded by
Mrs. Eddy. Modern Perfectionism began with
a woman. All of these sects have favored
women’s public speaking. The only safety for
women and their only true progress lie in strict
conformity to Bible teaching. This is not de-
grading women, it is honoring them. Their
work in the world is no less important than
men’s, and is no less honored of man and of
God. God knows what is best for women as
for men, and for us to assume that what He has
told us in His Word is not suited to these ‘‘ad-
vanced” times, and therefore we must act dif-
ferently, is blasphemy. It is the same as say-
ing that God does not understand the world,
and therefore has made a mistake in the prin-
ciples He has given us for our guidance. It is
not so great blasphemy to say there is no God,
as to say there is a foolish God who does not
understand what He is about in governing the
world. And among the laws He has laid down
for us is that which is set forth in the passages
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from I. Corinthians and I. Timothy: ‘‘Let your
women keep silence in the churches.” I will
that the men pray in every place.” “But I
suffer not a woman to teach, nor to usurp
authority over the man, but to. be in silence.”
““Ye are my friends if ye do whatsoever I
command you.” ¢‘He that hath my command-
ments and keepeth them, he it is that loveth
me.” ‘“Why call ye me Lord, Lord, and do
not the things which I say.” ¢He that saith,
I know him, and keepeth not his command-
ments, is a liar and the truth is not in him.”

DRS. GORDON AND LOVE.

Since the above was written, I have seen an
article by Dr. A. J. Gordon, in the Missionary
Review,, and a book by Dr. Wm. D. Love,
which seem to me worth while to notice.

Dr. Gordon contends that people are inspired
in these days as much as ever. Among other
things he says: ‘“Our greatest objection to the
theory is, that it fails to make due recognition
of the Holy Spirit’s perpetual presence in the
church—a presence which implies the equal
perpetuity of His gifts and endowments.”

.Other utterances are to the same effect. If
then any man believes that he or others are
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inspired in these days, let him or them furnish
some inspired utterances, which we may com-
pare with Scripture. If there are any such
utterances, let them be produced. If there are
none, then the claim falls to the ground, since
an inspiration that does not inspire anything
amounts to nothing, and is not worthy of con-
sideration.

Dr. Gordon’s arguments would take away
every obstacle in the way of women’s being
ordained to the ministry. He seeks to explain
away every passage of Scripture which has
been cited as forbidding such ordination. For
example he says: ‘“T'o many it has been both a
relief and a surprise to discover how little
authority there is in the Word for repressing the
witness of women in the public assembly, or for
forbidding her to herald the Gospel to the un-
saved. . . . The conjunction of these two ad-
monitions of the apostle is significant: ‘Quench
not the Spirit, Despise not prophesying.””” Dr.
Gordon could not have logically objected to the
ordination of women to the ministry, though he
said he would not ordain a woman to be pastor,
because of her nature. But nature would not
prevent a maiden lady or a childless widow from
being a pastor.

But the most remarkable position he takes is
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in regard to I. Tim. ii.g. He claims that the
verb ‘‘pray” (mpusényestiuz) is to be supplied in
this verse and that this is required by the ‘‘in
like manner” (wsuizws). He says: ‘“And what
is it that the apostle will have women do? The
words ‘n like manner’ furnish a very suggestive
hint toward one answer, and a very suggestive
hindrance to another and common answer.
Is it meant that he would have the men pray in
every place, and the women, ‘/n like manner,
to be silent? But where would be the similarity
of conduct in the two instances? Or does the
intended likeness lie between the men’s ‘lifting
up holy hands’ and the women’s adorning
themselves in modest apparel?’ Dr. G. goes
on to claim that ‘‘the meaning is unquestion-
able. ‘I will, therefore, that men pray every-
where, lifting up holy hands, etc. In like man-
ner I will that women pray in modest ap-
parel,” etc.”

On this I remark:

1. There is not a particle of manuscript
authority for inserting zposévysafur in verse g—
not a particle. And the fact that the advocates
of women’s addressing mixed assemblies are
constrained to insert new words in the Bible
which are contained in none of the manuscripts,
shows the sore straits to which they are re-
duced.
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2. Dr. Gordon escapes making manifest the
absurdity of his view, by declining to translate
the whole of the gth verse. He stopped short
at the word “‘apparel,” and covered the rest of
the verse by ‘‘etc.” Had he tried to translate
the whole verse on that basis, he would have
found it impossible to do so. In order for the
verse to make sense with =poséuyzafu: inserted,
he must either insert some other word or words
(e.g. W), or else he must strike out ‘‘adorn”
(Kospzes). Let the reader take his Greek Testa-
‘ment and make the trial.

3. Dr. G. asks: ‘‘But where would be the
similarity of conduct in the two instances?”
There is no ‘‘similarity of conduct” involved.
Indeed it is precisely on the dissimilarity of
conduct that the apostle lays emphasis. He
commands the males (d»6pas) to do one thing,
and the females (yvvaizag) to do an entirely dif-
ferent thing. Referring to the gatherings for
worship ‘‘in every place” he commands the men
to pray, and tells them Low to do this, viz.:
“lifting up holy hands,” etc. Then he com-
mands the women ‘‘to adorn themselves,” and
proceeds to tell them how to do it, viz.: “‘in
modest apparel,” etc. There is no “‘similarity
of conduct” in the case.

4. The ““in like manner” (@msudrmy), accord-
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ing to ‘the plainest principles’ of Greek gram-
mar, must refer to the “‘I will” (Boblopar) at the
beginning of the 8th verse. After the ‘I will”
there comes one verb in the infinitive mood
(rpocévyzaba:) and depending on Bodlopar. In
the gth verse, we find only one verb, also in
the infinitive mood and depending on Bodlopat,
being connected back by z«:. Fully expressed
the language is, ‘I will therefore that the men
pray in every place, lifting up holy hands,
without wrath and disputing. I will also that
women adorn themselvesin modest apparel, with
shamefacedness and sobriety; not with braided
hair, and gold or pearls, or costly raiment, but
(which becometh women professing godliness)
through good works.”

What the leading scholars say on this pas-
sage has already been given and the reader can
turn back to their statements. We will add
simply that Prof. Thayer of Harvard, in his
N. T. Lexicon, under é#sairms says ‘‘the verb
must be supplied from the preceding context,”
then citing I Tim. ii.9, he says, supply Budlopar.

Dr. Love frankly admits that the Bible for-
bids women’s addressing mixed assemblies, and
yet he claims it is proper in these times for
women to do this. He admits the inspiration
of the Scriptures, but seeks to find some ‘‘prin-
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ciple of interpretation which relieve woman in
our day from the obligation to keep silence in
the churches.” He thinks he has found the
principle, and it is that the object of the apos-
tolic prohibition of women’s public speaking
was to maintain the principle of women’s sub-
ordination to man. This principle could at
that time only be maintained by observing the
custom of keeping the women silent in the
churches. Now that times have changed we
can let the cusfom go, and still maintain the
principle.  Dr. Love illustrates this from James
v.14 and says: ‘‘Many Christians after the apos-
tolic age continued the custom of anointing the
sick. As a curative, in cool climates, its use
now is generally displaced by other remedies.
Though once a symbolic sacrament with some,
with us it seems not to be bnding as such. The
duty of prayer for the sick, and of the use of
means for their recovery, continues: the custom
of anointing with oil is superseded. I like
manner, the necessity of woman’s veiling her-
self, and of her silence in the churches, and of
her refusal to teach where men are present, is
in most countries annulled.”

Such then is Dr. Love’s position; and it is
sufficiently answered by what I have already
said. He does not pretend to offer any Scrip-
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ture to show that the silence of women in mixed
assemblies was a custom to pass away, so soon
as the principle of subordination could be main-
tained without such silence. And even were
that true, who is to decide when the time has
come? Having churches and public worship
might as well be called ‘‘a custom,” and the
claim might be made that these should be
done away as people become more spirit-
ually minded. Indeed there is nothing that
pertains to our external life that might not be
disposed of in the same summary fashion.

The contradictory positions of Drs. Gordon
and Love show how the advocates of women’s
addressing mixed assemblies disagree among
themselves. We respectfully suggest that they
get together and come to an understanding as
to what arguments they wfll rely upon, and
cease to tear each other to pieces like Kilkenny
cats.

The issue is fairly joined. Shall we do what
the Bible teaches or shall we abandon the
Scripture to follow the spirit of the times? The
Rev. (?) Annie F. Eastman, a female preacher,
speaking of the Apostle’s utterances on women’s
addressing mixed assemblies says: ‘‘We have
no argument with St. Paul,” and then adds:
‘‘He who maintains that this 1s the last word
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which the spirit of Christianity held for women
in all their future history throughout the world,
is surely no discerner of the signs of the times
in which he lives, but the worshipper of a dead
past.” This tells it out plainly. The Rev.
Anna does not propose to be at all hampered
by anything the Bible says; she proposes to be
a ‘‘discerner of the signs of the times” and to
follow the spirit of the age—which simply
means the current fad—rather than the Word of
God.

“To the law and to the testimony; if they
speak not according to this word, it is because
there is no light in them.” Isaiah viii. 29.

‘‘Beloved when I gave diligence to write
unto you of the common salvation, it was need-
ful for me to write unto you, and exhort you
that ye should earnestly contend for the faith
once for all delivered unto the saints.” Jude 3.

“For. I testify unto every man that heareth
the words of the prophecy of this book. If
any man shall add unto these things, God
shall add unto him the plagues that are written
in this book : and if any man shall take away
from the words of the book of this prophecy,
God shall take away his part out of the book
of life and out of the holy city and from the
things which are written in this book.” Rev.
xXii.18,19. ‘
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