I Corinthians 11:2-16 Requires An Artificial Covering

I Corinthians 11:2-16 is somewhat of a controversial text.  I understand there to be two coverings (artificial and long hair) enjoined upon ladies by the passage.  Others say long hair is the only covering under consideration.  How can we tell for sure?
Verse 5 tells us that a woman should be covered when she prays.  It is true that verse 15 tells us that the hair is given a woman “for a covering,” but are those coverings the same?  Just on the surface from the English, that might appear to be so, but in the original language two different words are used.  The word for the covering in verses 5, 6 (twice), 7, and 13 is a form of the Greek word “katakalupto,” while the Greek word translated “covering” in verse 15 is “peribolaion.”  While this use of two different Greek words does not prove conclusively that two different coverings are in view, it does lessen the effect of the argument that there is only one covering since the same English word is used in many translations.
We use this same “two different words” logic when arguing with the Catholics about Peter being the first Pope.  When the Catholics make the argument in Matthew 16:18 that the name “Peter” in the Greek means “rock” and Jesus said “upon this rock I will build my church,” therefore Jesus was going to build the church upon Peter, we counter that the word for “Peter” is “petros” (masculine) and the word translated “rock” is “petra” (feminine) and therefore Peter is not the rock that Jesus is talking about.  If you agree with our argument on Matthew 16:18, please apply the same reasoning to the fact there are two completely different Greek words used for covering in I Corinthians 11.
I once used Greek concordances of both the new testament and the Septuagint old testament, and throwing out I Corinthians 11, counted 88 times that a form of the word “katakalupto” refers to a covering of cloth or fabric, and not once, not once did it refer to a covering of hair.  I think this is very significant, and should cause the long hair only advocates to rethink their position.

The point that proves conclusively that two coverings are required by I Corinthians 11 is what I call the “done for an occasion” argument.  The covering of verse 5 is something that is worn for an occasion (it is temporary) while the covering of verse 15 is something that is worn permanently.
Esther 6:12 reads, “And Mordecai came again to the king’s gate.  But Haman hasted to his house mourning, and having his head covered.”  In a public debate on this issue in 1994, I asked my friend, brother, and opponent Jesse Jenkins, “Was Haman’s head covering in Esther 6:12 an artificial covering, or was it hair?”  Mr. Jenkins answered, “artificial covering.”  I then asked him, “Most importantly, how do you know which one it was?”  He answered, “Because having his head covered is associated with mourning.  Therefore, the indication is that the covering was something he put on for the occasion.”  Let the reader note this is the very proof I use to prove the covering of I Corinthians 11:5 is an artificial/temporary one.  It is to cover for an occasion.  This cannot be the same covering as we find in verse 15, as the covering in verse 15 is a permanent covering.

Notice the following chart illustrating this point …

Praying or Prophesying
It Just Doesn't Make Any Sense
Do The Following Make Sense?
Yes
No
	Ethel, be sure and wear a red dress, while at the Alabama football game.
	
	

	Ethel, be sure and be skinny, while at the Alabama football game.
	
	

	Bobby, be sure and eat dinner, while at Granddaddy's house on Saturday
	
	

	Bobby, be sure and be (physically) tall, while at Granddaddy's house on Saturday.
	
	

	Karen, be sure and be covered, with a hood, while outside riding your bike.
	
	

	Karen, be sure and have long hair, while outside riding your bike.
	
	

	Lucy, be sure and be covered, with a veil, while praying.
	
	

	Lucy, be sure and have long hair, while praying.
	
	


It doesn't make any sense to command a person to:

· be skinny while at the Alabama football game
· be tall while at Granddaddy's house
· have long hair while riding your bike
· have long hair while praying
A command to be covered with long hair for an occasion just doesn't make any sense, because you can't grow a covering of long hair for just an occasion.  The long hair is not a temporary covering; it is a permanent covering.
This argument can be summed up simply by asking the following two questions:
1.
Does I Corinthians 11:5 require the “katakalupto” covering while working in the vegetable garden?

2.
Does I Corinthians 11:15 require the “peribolaion” covering (long hair) in the vegetable garden?

The obvious answers being “no” to #1 and “yes” to #2 show that two different coverings are in view.

The truth is that if long hair is the only covering required by I Corinthians 11, then the phrase “prayeth or prophesieth” in verses 4, 5, and 13 are meaningless.  The long hair only position would be taught equally well by I Corinthians 11:2-16 if the phrases "praying or prophesying" (verse 4), "prayeth or prophesieth" (verse 5), and "pray unto God" (verse 13) were not there.  That should tell you something.  Why would God put those phrases in there if they add absolutely nothing to the meaning of the passage?
The opposing view is that the "covered" head of I Corinthians 11:5-6 is Long Hair on the head, and the "uncovered" head is Short Hair on the head.  This is shown to be false by noticing that Short Hair covers the head just as well as Long Hair does.  This is physically self evident.  My Short Hair covers my head just as much as my wife's very Long Hair covers her head. (note: the I Corinthians 11:5 "katakalupto" covering is to cover the head)  On the other hand, a veil covers the head, and the absence of a veil does not cover the head.  Long Hair cannot be the covering, because Short Hair covers the head just as well as Long Hair does.  The only alternative is that the covering of I Corinthians 11:5-6 is an artificial veil.
Another distinction between the two coverings is the difference between who each covering is to glorify.  Verse 7 and 5 show the “katakalupto” covering is designed to bring glory (and not dishonor) to the man.  But the long hair covering of verse 15 is designed to give glory to the woman.  This is just another indication that two different coverings are being referred to in the chapter.

One thing the reader ought to consider is that if long hair is the only covering required by God, then it would be okay for a man to pray with a hat on.  Most men understand they should take their hats off when praying, and I suggest the practice goes back down through the years to a recognition of I Corinthians 11:2-16.

Let’s close with a humorous but valid point.  We know the covering of I Corinthians 11:5 is artificial/temporary, because it is to cover for an occasion → when a woman prays or prophesies.  It must be put-on-able and take-off-able relative to the timeframe specified that it should be worn.  The hair does not meet that requirement.  Leviticus 13:45 reads, “And the leper in whom the plague is, his clothes shall be rent, and his head bare, and he shall put a covering upon his upper lip, and shall cry, Unclean, unclean.”  I suppose the long hair only advocates believe the leper was supposed to grow a mustache?
