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Summary Section
Walker opens up the article by detailing the controversial topic on Paul in regard to women and gives contrasting views of different scholars on what Paul may have said about the supremacy of males and subordination of women in reference to 1 Corinthians Chapter 1. Paul is regarded as a male chauvinist and degrading women by varying scholars. He affirms that the authorship of Pauline on the male and female role has been questioned. Walker acknowledges Robin Scroggs for his affirmative contribution to the issue in that Paul should not be regarded as male chauvinist rather he should be viewed as one who asserts women equality and freedom in an eschatological society.  The article has four distinct sections.
In section 1, Walker opens his stance by indicating that the entire context of 1 Cor 11:2-16, is an Interpolation. He thus gives three compelling arguments that support that the whole context is an interpolation. The first is that vs.2 and 17 involve vital similar terms and they are detached by a self-contained unit whereupon their exclusion leaves a connection which is smooth between what comes first and what follows. Secondly is the existence of textual variation in verse 17, which indicates that the texts have been altered by editors in order to enhance what he refers to a rough transition. Thirdly is a break of the letter at the context in that after verse 16, the letter deals with eating and drinking matters.
In section 2, Walker places the context or the passage into three distinct and separate Pericopae whereby each deal with a specific and unrelated topic to the other yet have a common fact that they are about the relationship between the men and women. Pericope A deals with the relationship between a man and a woman while in church and involves verses 3, 8-9 and 11-12. Pericope B entails concerns on the covering of the head during worship and comprises of verses 4, 7, 10, 13 and 16. Pericope C deals with how to value the appropriate hair length for both men and women and entails verses 14 and 15.
In section 3, Walker gives three affirmative reasons that the three pericopes is not authentically Pauline. Pericope A is non-Pauline since the ideas expressed in relation to men and women's relationships are not in pact with the authentic writings of Paul. Secondly is that the context’s vocabulary and tone are similar to Col 3:18-19 and Eph 5:22-33 which are considered as Pseudo-Pauline. Lastly is the usage of "head" in the context which is not used frequently in his other writings. Pericope B is non-Pauline because it is against the authorship of Pauline. Secondly is that the ideas expressed are not Pauline's authentic writings and the last reason is the usage of the word "glory" in relation to man and woman. Pericope C is non-Pauline because the ideas expressed, especially in verse 14 is not authentically Pauline writings. Secondly is that the texts deny the authorship of Pauline in reference to a man having long hair and lastly is that Pauline was not concerned with such peripheral matters relating to an individual's hair.
Walker then gives a detailed conclusion that the passage in interpolation and that it has three original separate Pericopae whereby each deal with different aspects which are somehow related. Finally, is that the context or the whole passage is not authentically Pauline.



Response Section
The passage 1Cor 11:2-16 is regarded by numerous scholars to be among the challenging bible passages due to the little amount of literature that has been written about the passage. Besides, varying and numerous interpretations, translations as well as applications in which some of them have not been complimentary to the intended inspired purpose of the writers intensifies its complexity. The arguments to support such passages are usually questionable on both methodological and factual grounds. For a scholar to argue a context well without biases as well as giving the true account and right interpretation of the passage, he or she must consider the historical as well as the literary context of the passage.
In the first section the number of interpolations that Walker stresses are less thus making a void basis for the interpolation of the text. Besides, there is minimal or hardly any evidence to support that the texts have been retouched by the editors thus one cannot depend on the probability of interpolation of the writings of Pauline thus each case should be assessed on its own credit. The author gives a strong and accurate first argument to support the interpolation. The second argument is a theoretical observation since variation in texts can lead to challenges that are caused by redactional insertions. The authors offer a third argument, which hinges on the conviction that one may be compelled in the context of eating and drinking. The author offers strong arguments which need strong evidence since some of them are null and void as there exists no factual evidence. He also reveals his weakness by admitting that he does not have a viable reason as to why the interpolation occurred at that point. An editor or author should have the means to prove his motives or intentions.
One may question the methodology the author used in categorizing the Pericopae. In Pericope A the author ignores part of the text that Christ is the head of the man, Christ’s head is God as the man is the head of the woman. The authors ignore the relationship between God, the Christ and the man and stresses on the relationship between the man and the woman. This renders his argument weak since there is bias in his consideration and one may wonder the significance of introducing those aspects in the first place. Before one separates the plausible context and gives a reason, it is vital to give the reason as to why they were placed together at first. This renders the argument of Walker void as it is full of biases. 
Walker regards the entire passage as non-Pauline because of its authentic nature of Pauline's writing. It is important to note that it is at this time that Paul was concerned with the relationship of man and woman and the head covering of men and women in the church. The Paul texts or letters were designed to deliver a particular message thus we do not expect Paul to repeat the same message in a different book since he intends to communicate the message only once to the specific audience. Thus, I do find the argument of Walker lacking substantial evidence to prove whether the passage was non-Pauline.
Conclusion
Walker provides a good background on the subject of Paul's view regarding women in the bible passage. Some of his arguments are substantial since they have a strong foundation, however much of his premise or arguments are inaccurate since they lack strong evidence to support his thesis. The arguments of the author are questionable as the methodologies utilized lacks a strong foundation. It is important to research for compelling evidence and understand the historical and literary context of the passage in order to make a conclusive argument.
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