Speaking in Tongues
http://www.speaking-in-tongues.net

Introduction

Speaking in tongues or glossolalia is practicedahyestimated 100 to 400
million Christians in the world today and the numlengaging in tongues
speaking is growing at a massive rate every yeaatTs approximately 20%
of all Christians. At this point | would like to pot out that my family made
up part of these figures just so you are aware aeehhad first-hand
experience with speaking in tongues, which is &dsown as glossolalia,
unknown tongues and ecstatic tongues.

History of Speaking in Tongues

Throughout recorded history there have been marcasions where people
have spoken in what was called ecstatic tonguede Moost of these accounts
predate Pentecost and were of non-Christian ori@imcistians therefore can
not say with confidence that every occurrence afsgblalia must be an
expression of the will of God even though many dbscribe to this view.
Those practicing speaking in tongues today porfPe@ntecost as the supreme
example of supernatural tongues; however, the medrcases of glossolalia
go back as far as 1100 B.C. On that occasion a goAimen worshiper
attracted historical infamy when he became posskbyea god and began to
make sounds in a strange ecstatic tongue.

Seven hundred years later, the Greek philosophato”Rdlemonstrated that he
was well acquainted with the phenomenon of speakmtngues as he
referred to several families who practiced ecstapeech, praying and
utterings while supposedly possessed. He also pdiout that these practices
had even brought physical healing to those who gedan them. Plato and
most of his contemporaries asserted that theseroecoes were caused by
divine inspiration. He suggested that God takesspgsion of the mind while
man sleeps or is possessed and during this stadd,iGspires him with
utterances which he can neither understand norpmét. This does NOT
mean of course that one practising speaking in t@sgas seen today is
possessed or not saved. That of course is justlyimgt true. When God
confused the languages of His people who were itatzght Babel in Genesis
11, they also spoke in “new tongues” and note tlappened without the
indwelling of the Holy Spirit.

In the last century before Christ, Virgil describdte speaking of ecstatic
tongues of the Sybilline priestess on the Islandefos as the result of her
being unified with the god Apollo. This happenedilghshe meditated in a



haunted cave amidst the eerie sounds of the wiagiph strange music
through the narrow crevices in the rocks.

Several of the mystery religions of the Greco-Romarld record the same
phenomenon of speaking in tongues. Some of thos&t witen listed are the
Mithra cult of the Persians; the Osiris cult origting in the land of the
Pharaohs, and the lesser known Dionysian, Eulusinaad Orphic cults
cradled in Macedonia, Thrace and Greece. Anothdiciation comes from
Lucian of Samosata (A.D. 120-198) whore Dea Syriadescribes an
example of glossolalia as exhibited by a roamingebeer of June, the Syrian
goddess, stationed at Hierapolis in Syria. It iscainteresting to note that the
term glossolalia used so widely today comes from Greek vernacular
which was in existence long before the day of Peas¢. It should be
frightening to all Christians that what we see niowthe Church today,
resembles these occurrences of ecstatic tongudddb& place in these
ancient cults before the day of Pentecost and Wtedt took place at
Pentecost does not in any way resemble these oecoes. At Pentecost, it
was undoubtedly and unarguably the speaking ofifpréanguages.

Believe it or not, speaking in tongues as seerhim€hurch today is a fairly
recent phenomenon in Christianity. It came aboutaar waves. The 1st
wave of speaking in tongues started around 1901veas founded in the
traditional Pentecostal movement by Charles Parb&methel College,
Kansas. The 2nd wave of tongues speaking, neo-Restalism or the
Charismatic movement entered most Churches in #reyel960’s in Van
Nuys, California, under Dennis Bennett, Rector ofMaarks Episcopal
(Anglican) Church. In ten years it spread to alljaraProtestant families of
the world, reaching a total of 55 million people b990. It included the
Baptists, Methodists, Presbyterians, Lutherans, Ro@atholics and many
others. The 3rd wave, the Catholic Charismatic Realemovement started in
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, in 1967 among studentsfaculty of DuQuesne
University, and by 1993 it touched the lives of od&0 million Catholics in
over 238 nations. The 4th wave of speaking in taguhe Evangelicals
started in 1981 at Fuller Theological Seminary witthn Wimber. By 1990,
33 million in the world were moving in signs and maers, though they play
down labels such as “Pentecostal” and “Charismatic”

Speaking in tongues as we see it today did not cabreut as a result of
studying the Bible. It just out of the blue happdné& should be of extreme
concern to all Christians, because as already shaws not uniquely a
Christian practice by any means. Various studiesehi@evealed that speaking
in tongues is present in non-Christian religionsabund the world. It is
practiced in China, Japan, Korea, Malaysia, IndoaeSiberia, Arabia,
Burma, and Arctic regions just to name a few. Ghdata is found among the
Eskimos, Japanese séances in Hokkaido, in a sméllled by Genji



Yanagide of Moji City, the shamans in Ethiopia hetzar cult and various
spirits in Haitian Voodoo and is also found extesedy in African tribal
religions.

Since history records that the practice of tongspsaking goes back well
before Pentecost in Acts chapter two, which wasagpeg in foreign
languages, is speaking in tongues as we see itytban God, or as some
claim from demonic sources or are there other exaleons? Does what Paul
speak of in regards to spiritual gifts in 1 Corirghs 12-14 relate to what we
see in Churches today? Why do Christians that pcacipeaking in tongues
as we see it today, now call it a heavenly languagéhe tongues of Angels?

What is the real Truth on Speaking in Tongues?

Many Christians believe that speaking in tonguethis fulfillment of the
Latter Rain promised in Joel 2:28-29 and that ithe final manifestation of
the Holy Spirit before the Second Coming of Christis also commonly
taught that you have not received the Holy Spintdare not saved unless
you have demonstrated the gift of speaking in tagyand tongues seems to
be the only sought after gift in the tongue speak@hurch today.

So what is the real truth about speaking in tonQuéan we go by experience
and feelings or do we go by the Word of God? Théamay to find the truth
to these questions of course has to be the Bibtetae Bible alone. There is
no other way. Everything we need to know for ourriGtian walk can be
found in the Word of God and if not clearly taughtGod’s Word, then we
should not follow it lest we be deceived. The Bilwarns us of this fact
many times. In this document we will cover all asfseof speaking in
tongues (glossolalia) from the Bible alone. We wilt be going by
experiences, feelings or so called “physical eviceefi We cannot afford to
adopt an interpretation which demands a changead’&Word. It is our
interpretation that should change if necessaryitohfe Bible — not the Bible
changed to fit our interpretation. Since the enerayp and does counterfeit
miracles of God we must follow the scriptures only.

2 Timothy 3:16 says, “All scriptures given by inspiration of God, and
profitable for doctrine, for reproof, for correctipfor instruction in
righteousness:”

Many Christians that practice speaking in tongugsva see it today exclaim
it is not possible for this feeling not to be fro&od. They make this
statement with absolute confidence as if it is tiytampossible for them to
be deceived despite the fact that Jesus Himselhwars ever so clearly that
if possible, even the elect can be deceived.



Matthew 24:24 says, “For there shall arise falsei§tts, and false prophets,
and shall show great signs and wonders; insomuah thit were possible, they
shall deceive the very elect.”

We must also heed the following warning in regatdspeaking in tongues;

1 John 4:1 “Beloved, do not believe every spiriaf best the spirits, whether
they are of God...”

The outpouring of the Latter Rain

The land of Israel had two main seasons of rainglested as the early or
first rain, and the latter rain, and God promisédttif Israel as a nation was
faithful and obedient, these rainy seasons wouldendail.

Deuteronomy 11:14 “That | will givgouthe rain of your land in his due
season, the first rain and the latter rain, thatutimayest gather in thy corn, and
thy wine, and thine oil.”

These terms early and latter rain are also usetthénBible figuratively to
designate God’s blessing in His Church (Hosea @&chariah 10:1) and in
Joel 2:23-27 these terms are used in conjuncticu whe outpouring of
God’s Spirit “before the great and the terrible dafythe LORD come.”
(Verses 28-32)

Joel 2:23-24 “Be glad then, ye children of Zionda®joice in the LORD your
God: for he hath given you the former rain modelgtand he will cause to
come down for you the rain, the former rain, and tatter rain in the first
month 24 And the floors shall be full of wheat, and thegts shall overflow
with wine and oil.”

Joel 2:31-32 “The sun shall be turned into darknessl the moon into blood,
before the great and the terrible day of the LORIne. 32 And it shall come
to passthat whosoever shall call on the name of the LORD sbhelldelivered:
for in mount Zion and in Jerusalem shall be delarere, as the LORD hath
said, and in the remnant whom the LORD shall call.”

So if then the first occurrence of speaking in toag on the Day of Pentecost
in Acts 2 is designated as the early rain by whilcd seed of the Gospel was
planted and germinated and commenced its vigoroosvth by the gift of
speaking in tongues, then “before the great andtémeble day of the LORD
come” we are according to Joel 2:28-29 to expedthear or latter rain.

Joel 2:28 “And it shall come to pass afterwatttiat | will pour out my spirit
upon all flesh; and your sons and your daughteedlgirophesy, your old men
shall dream dreams, your young men shall see vssion

It was this very prophecy you will recall, that Betquoted on the Day of
Pentecost (Acts 2:16-21) but its completed andIffuéfillment still awaits
us when God cuts short His work in righteousnes%aishort work” (Romans
9:28) in the last days when in tremendous powerwhele earth will be



“lightened with his glory” and the message of Gedrépresented as crying
“mightily with a strong voice.” (Revelation 18:1-2)

In Revelation 14:6, 14-20 God’s last message idbsd as going “to every
nation, and kindred, and tongue and people.” Peshtap real gift of
speaking in tongues will play a significant rolehel Church is now on the
threshold of the most stupendous events ever waaesin the world; sin,
degradation, misery, calamity, fear, violence, vaad hatred such as the
world has never seen before (Daniel 12:1; Matthew72 Luke 21:25-26; 2
Timothy 3:1-5; Revelation 11:18); but in the churslich power as the world
has never seen before when the whole world willloghtened with His
glory” (Revelation 18:1)

Deceptions and Counterfeits of Satan

Christians should not be unmindful of the fact tissttan is a student of
prophecy and can read all the above events withoatmnerring accuracy. He
knows better than we do, that in fulfillment of ptoecy, God’s Holy Spirit is
about to be poured out upon His people with thetPemstal power of the
Latter Rain. Satan would be untrue to his naturkdfdid not seek to
counterfeit God’s outpouring of His Spirit in thadt days with his own quick
and early spurious revival and utterly false mastétions such as a
counterfeit version of speaking in tongues in ortiedeceive millions in this
world. The warnings are repeated all through Godard.

2 Thessalonians 2:9 says, “The coming of the lawl@se will be in accordance
with the work of Satan displayed in all kinds ofuederfeit miracles, signs and
wonders.”

For those looking for signs, evidences, miraclesnders, manifestations and
proofs such as speaking in tongues, Satan can alhdwpply everything to
satisfy the pride of the natural human heart. Sathg world today does not
want to have to think. Its great lust is for av#dting of the senses. Alcohol,
drugs, the discotheque, loud overpowering pulsatimgsic all cater to this
desire. Those in religious circles who are alsokiog for ecstasy of feeling,
emotional release, uninhibited expression, and lifes” of “being in the
spirit”, Satan will also have something to pleasa&ly so everyone possible
will be swept into his net. The common desire sldairethe drug world and
the natural human heart is for feelingsprfwer rather than puritygemotion
rather than dutyecstasyrather than obediencégelingsrather than faith,
spiritual enlightenmentather than the discipline of earnest study of God
Word verse by verse. To all such Satan has his @it and speaking in
tongues is no exception.

2 Timothy 4:3-4 “For the time will come when theyllnot endure sound
doctrine; but after their own lusts shall they heaghemselves teachers,



having itching ears; 4 And they shall turn awtagir ears from the truth, and
shall be turned unto fables.”

The Bible very clearly outlines its warnings of tdeceptions of the last
days. “Satan himself” we are told “is transformedad an angel of light” and
“his ministers also be transformed as the ministrsighteousness.” (2
Corinthians 11:14-15). Matthew 24:24 foretells ‘$alChrist's, and false
prophets” showing “great signs and wonders” so eleand overpowering
that “if it were possible, they shall deceive thery elect.”

Revelation 13:13-14 “And he doeth great wondersthsd he maketh fire come
down from heaven on the earth in the sight of mkehAnd deceiveth them that
dwell on the earth byhe means othose miracles which he had power to do in
the sight of the beast...”

And who gave power to the beast?

Revelation 13:4 “And they worshipped the drag&afarj which gave power
unto the beast: and they worshipped the beastngaWwhois like unto the
beast? who is able to make war with him?”

And Revelation 16:14 speaks again of “...spirits elvds, working
miracles...” Satan will even go as far as to make believe they have cast
out demons just to deceive, and why wouldn’'t he.nM&ave accepted the
false gift of speaking in tongues believing it isrpine by such deceptions.
He is after all the great deceiver which the majpall too often under
estimate. So how do we safe guard against Satagcemtions? The scriptures
below give some excellent guidance.

Isaiah 8:20 “To the law and to the testimony: ieyhspeak not according to this
word, it is becausehere isno light in them.”

Matthew 22:29 “...Ye do err, not knowing the scripgar nor the power of
God.”

Acts 17:11 “These were more noble than those insEh&nica, in that they
received the word with all readiness of mind, aedrehed the scriptures daily,
whether those things were so.”

1 John 4:1 “Beloved, do not believe every spiriaf best the spirits, whether
they are of God...”

Satan can present a counterfeit so closely reserglthe truth that it
deceives those who are willing to be deceived, wksire to shun the self-
denial and sacrifice demanded by the truth; busitmpossible for Satan to
hold under his power one soul who honestly desatwhatever cost to know
the truth. Sadly, speaking in tongues is lustfulbveted. Before Jesus
returns there will be a true revival but we are med that the counterfeit will
precede it. Satan has always worked by bringingdbtenterfeit ahead of the
genuine because when the true comes it is muchenardaccept when the
counterfeit has already been accepted. All of theve are very serious



warnings we cannot afford to ignore. We must beeatol test the spirits to
see if they are from God and we absolutely canrmobg our desires and
feelings or experiences lest we fall victim to theemy who will and does
work on the desires and lusts of our hearts. | psatyh all my heart that you
will read on and consider these things very seripus

What does the word Tongues mean?

The term tongues when used in reference to speakistgsimply means
“language”. The Greek word is “glossa” and meamsnjue, language,” and
the verb “laleo” means “to speak”, producing therddglossolalia”. Here is
the definition from the Strong’s and Thayer dictasres:

Strong’s Definition: “glossa”, pronounced “gloce’'-sah” Of uncertain
affinity; the tongue; by implication a language éspfically one naturally
unacquired): - tongue.

Thayer Definition: “glossa”

1) The tongue, a member of the body, an organ eksh.

2) A tongue.

la) the language or dialect used by a particularppe distinct from that of
other nations.

References to Speaking in Tongues in the KJV Bible

The scriptures below are all references to the wortgues in the King James
Bible. They have been grouped so one can cleardyadkereferences to
glossolalia and what they are referring to;

The only mention of glossolalia in the Gospels

Mark 16:17 “And these signs shall follow them thutlieve; In my name shall
they cast out devils; they shall speak with newgwes;”

The fulfilment of Jesus words in Mark 16:17

Acts 2:3-4 “And there appeared unto them clovengtoss like as of fire, and it
sat upon each of them. 4 And they were all filledhwthe Holy Ghost, and
began to speak with other tongues, as the Spinedhem utterance.”

Acts 2:8 “And how hear we every man in our own taagwherein we were
born?”

Acts 2:11 “Cretes and Arabians, we do hear themakpe our tongues the
wonderful works of God.”

Peter’s confirmation that the Gentiles could be biaged

Acts 10:46 “For they heard them speak with tongwes] magnify God. Then
answered Peter,”



Paul finds disciples who had not received the H@ypirit

Acts 19:6 “And when Paul had latds hands upon them, the Holy Ghost came
on them; and they spoke with tongues, and propllesie

Paul’'s references to the gifts of the spirit

1 Corinthians 12:10 “To another the working of nul@s; to another prophecy;
to another discerning of spirits; to anothlBverskinds of tongues; to another
the interpretation of tongues:”

1 Corinthians 12:28 “And God has set some in therch, first apostles,
secondarily prophets, thirdly teachers, after timaitacles, then gifts of
healings, helps, governments, diversities of torsgue

1 Corinthians 12:30 “Have all the gifts of healind@ all speak with tongues?
do all interpret?”

Paul’'s emphasis on the value of love

1 Corinthians 13:1 “Though | speak with the tongoésnen and of angels, and
have not charity, | am beconas sounding brass, or a tinkling cymbal.”

1 Corinthians 13:8 “Charity never faileth: but whetthere beprophecies, they
shall fail; whetherthere betongues, they shall cease; whethieere be
knowledge, it shall vanish away.”

Paul’s warning and rebuke to the Corinthians

1 Corinthians 14:2 “For he that speaketh inuarknowntongue speaketh not
unto men, but unto God: for no man understandett howbeit in the spirit he
speaketh mysteries.”

1 Corinthians 14:4-6 “He that speaketh in@arknowntongue edifieth himself;
but he that prophesieth edifieth the church. 5 uldothat you all spoke with
tongues, but rather that you prophesied: for gnemstée that prophesieth than
he that speaketh with tongues, except he interphet, the church may receive
edifying. 6 Now, brethren, if | come unto you spaakwith tongues, what shall
| profit you, except | shall speak to you either t®yelation, or by knowledge,
or by prophesying, or by doctrine?”

1 Corinthians 14:9 “So likewise you, except youeutby the tongue words easy
to be understood, how shall it be known what iskep® for you shall speak
into the air.”

1 Corinthians 14:13-14 “Wherefore let him that sketé in anunknowntongue
pray that he may interpret. 14 For if | pray in amknowntongue, my spirit
prayeth, but my understanding is unfruitful.”

1 Corinthians 14:18-19 “I thank my God, | speaklwibngues more than you
all: 19 Yet in the church | had rather speak fiverds with my understanding,
thatby my voicd might teach others also, than ten thousand wamdsn
unknowntongue.”

1 Corinthians 14:21-23 In the law it is written, Wimen ofother tongues and
other lips will | speak unto this people; and yet &ll that will they not hear
me, saith the Lord. 22 Wherefore tongues are feiga, not to them that
believe, but to them that believe not: but prophegyservethnot for them that



believe not, but for them which believe. 23 If tetare the whole church be
come together into one place, and all speak witlgtees, and there come in
those that arainlearned, or unbelievers, will they not say that are mad?”

1 Corinthians 14:26-27 “How is it then, brethrenRem you come together,
every one of you has a psalm, has a doctrine, tasgue, has a revelation, has
an interpretation. Let all things be done unto gaif. 27 If any man speak in
anunknowntongue,let it beby two, or at the modty three, andhat by course;
and let one interpret.”

1 Corinthians 14:39 “Wherefore, brethren, coveptophesy, and forbid not to
speak with tongues.”

Speaking in Tongues in the Gospels

You will note from the previous scripture list thétte only reference to
speaking in tongues in the Gospels is recorded arkviL6:17

“And these signs shall follow them that believe;mry name shall they cast out
devils; they shall speak with new tongues;”

This statement made by Jesus to His Apostles omgtfteof speaking in
tongues is in the context of the Great Commissitenpreach the gospel to the
whole world, to every creature. Jesus' disciplesem® receive the power of
the gift of the Holy Spirit and they were to prootathe Good News of what
Jesus had achieved for all mankind, first in Isyraald then to all nations,
tongues (foreign languages) and peoples. Note Hmwnsigns were to confirm
the Gospel message.

Mark 16:20 “And they went forth, and preached everere, the Lord working
with them and confirming the word with signs following.”

During their previous ministry the disciples hadeberestricted to Israel, but
now their ministry was to go far beyond the bordefsalestine into
countries where other languages were spoken.

How were Apostles to preach the Gospel to everyiora?

In Acts chapter two we have the first and most #igant mention of
speaking in tongues. How were the Apostles to phethe Gospel to every
nation? It was by one of the gifts of the Holy Spi the gift of speaking in
tongues. This is the entire purpose of the giftehd Spirit — to benefit all for
the advancement of God’s kingdom.

1 Corinthians 12:7 “But the manifestation of their&ps given to each one for
the profit of all:”

Paul explains to the Corinthians that the giftstloé spirit are for the
advancement of God’s kingdom on Earth and are potpersonal edification.
So was the gift of speaking in tongues used for@eirch? This is how the
passage in Acts chapter two reads from the NKJVIBib



Acts 2:1-11 “When the Day of Pentecost had fullyneg they were all with one
accord in one place. 2 And suddenly there cameuaddrom heaven, as of a
rushing mighty wind, and it filled the whole housdere they were sitting. 3
Then there appeared to them divided tongues, dseafand one sat upon each
of them. 4 And they were all filled with the HolypBit and began to speak with
other tongues, as the Spigavethem utterance. 5 And there were dwelling in
Jerusalem Jews, devout men, from every nation uhdaven. 6 And when this
sound occurred, the multitude came together, andewenfused, because
everyone heard them speak in his own languag& Then they were all
amazed and marvelled, saying to one another, “L@o&,not all these who
speak Galileans? 8 Anldow is it that we hear, each in our own language in
which we were borr? 9 Parthians and Medes and Elamites, those dvgeiiin
Mesopotamia, Judea and Cappadocia, Pontus and AGiRhrygia and
Pamphylia, Egypt and the parts of Libya adjoiningréne, visitors from Rome,
both Jews and proselytes, 11 Cretans and Araleshear them speaking in

our own tonguesthe wonderful works of God.”

So was the gift of speaking in tongues for the Wan& the Church? Was it a
sign to unbelievers as Paul said? Paul wrote inotit@hians 14:22

“Wherefore tongues are for a sign, not to them thalieve, but to them that
believe not...”

What Paul is saying is that tongues are a signrnielievers who are moved
when they hear the gospel spoken in their tonguenley who had never
learned or understood it. This is exactly what hepgd at Pentecost. They
were all amazed when they heard these unlearnede@abk speaking in their
own native tongue. So did the gift benefit the Cthi# We find the answer
revealed towards the end of chapter two.

Acts 2:41 “Then they that gladly received his wavdre baptized: and the same
day there were addadhto themabout three thousand souls.”

Note the word “gave” in verse Acts 2:4 denotes f gf the Holy Spirit. The

gift of speaking in tongues is not a learned exercie. This is in contrast to
the common practice in Pentecostal and the Chatticnmaeetings where they
aretaught or instructed how to receive the gift of speakingongues. When
the true gift of tongues is given, no promptingteaching is required, it just
happens naturally by the power of the Holy Spirit.

Many associate the word utterance with utteringiraguiet mutterings as
seen in much of the tongue speaking today. Butwbed translated
“utterance” in Acts 2:4 actually means “to speak taudly and clearly” or
“to speak with emphasis.” Strong’s gives this défion: “apophtheggomai”
pronounced ap-of-theng'-om-ahéeFrom G575 and G5350; tenunciate
plainly, that is,declare: - say, speak forth, utterance.



It is obvious from this passage in Acts chapter twat all of these people
from many different countries were hearing the Galsip their own language
for their nation. The languages in which the disdegwere speaking were
known foreign languages and dialects, not unintelligiblatterings. And
they were amazed that these Galileans, uneducatelei “proper” schools,
and all from a lower class of society, could spelaése foreign languages.
Luke is emphasizing to the reader that the miraaslgift of speaking in
other languages at Pentecost was the ability t@k@eticulate, intelligible,
foreign languages which had not been learned preslypand were not
learned at that time. The gift of speaking in toegylanguages) was instant
and spontaneous and not “learned.” As Paul saitl @orinthians 12:7, the
gifts of the spirit were for the benefit and growdhthe whole Church and
here we see no better demonstration on how speakinngngues not only
benefited the Church, but made it grow at a phenuaheate and no
assumptions are required.

In Acts chapter ten we have the second occurrericgeaking in tongues.
Was this any different to the first occurrence? sl how the passage reads.

Acts 10:44-48 “While Peter yet spoke these wortig, Holy Ghost fell on all
them which heard the word. 45 And they of the cmaision which believed
were astonished, as many as came with Peter, bedaas on the Gentiles also
was poured out the gift of the Holy Ghost. 46 Hoey heard them speak with
tongues, and magnify God. Then answered Peter,avahy man forbid water,
that these should not be baptized, which have keckthe Holy Ghost as well
as we? 48 And he commanded them to be baptizedemame of the Lord.
Then prayed they him to tarry certain days.”

Peter who was prejudiced against the Gentiles vedfisctant to baptise them
but when they began speaking in tongues he knemag God’s will for them
to be baptised in water also. This second occuregesfcspeaking in tongues
(other foreign languages) is further shown by Pefi®ing an eyewitness
account that it was the same situation as in Atispter two.

Acts 11:15 “And as | began to speak, the Holy Spiell upon themas upon
us at the beginning’

He affirmed that God gave the same gift to thenhagave to us (at
Pentecost) when we believed in the Lord Jesus G€hris

Acts 11:17 “If therefore God gave them the same g& He gave us when we
believed on the Lord Jesus Christ, who was | thetuld withstand God?”

Peter had no doubt that the gift of speaking inguo@s (foreign languages) by
the believers in Caesarea was “the same gift” ofamulously speaking
foreign languages as the gift which he and the ofbdowers of Jesus
received on the day of Pentecost. In the very baeksee the Church
established, we also see the first use of speakingngues and being used



for that very purpose. Every mention is a knowndaage for the purpose of
taking the Gospel to every nation. It is never aduced as a personal
communication language with God.

Can Speaking in Tongues be the tongues of Angels?

Does Paul say that he speaks in the tongues of KkfRglé this is what Paul is
saying, then he is also saying that he understafhldsysteries, has all
knowledge (only God is omniscient) and has all iaihat can remove
mountains and that he is giving his body to be larnThat is just not
possible and Paul did not give his body to be bdraad so cannot be what
he is teaching. This is the passage from the Kiagds Version Bible.

1 Corinthians 13:1-3 “Though | speak with the toergwf men and of angels,
and have not charity, | am becorassounding brass, or a tinkling cymbal. 2
And though | havehe gift ofprophecy, and understand all mysteries, and all
knowledge; and though I have all faith, so thabuld remove mountains, and
have not charity, | am nothing. 3 And though | lmgtall my goods to feethe
poor, and though I give my body to be burned, and haetcharity, it profiteth
me nothing.”

The translators of the KJV Bible have actually &ilus on this occasion in
the translating of the word “though” which in Greek“ean”, pronounceeh-
an'. This is theThayer Definition: 1) if, in case.

The Greek word “ean” should have been translatetheoword “if” and not

as “though”. In all other places in the KJV Biblmore than 90% of the time
it was translated to the word “if” and it shouldveatranslated to “if” in these
verses also. The Contemporary English Version tietes 1 Corinthians 13:1
as follows,

“What if | could speak all languages of humans afidngels? If | did not love
others, | would be nothing more than a noisy gon@ @langing cymbal.”

And the VW-Edition Bible translates it as follows,

“If I were to speak with the tongues of men andaafjels, but have not love, |
have become as sounding brass or a clanging cymbal.

Almost all other Bible translations have also ube tword “if” and not
“though” and as you can see it makes a large défiiee as to how the verse
reads. For those wondering, Paul was beheadedbunated.

Paul is saying “If” | had all knowledge, “If” | cdd speak in the tongues of
Angels, “If” I understood all mysteries, “If” | cdd remove mountains, “If” |
were to give my body to be burned but had not lovenight as well be like a
clanging symbol. Paul is using superlatives i.e.id@giving exaggerated



examples to make his point on the importance okland how without love it
profits him nothing. Speaking of love and gifts;

Paul also says, 1 Corinthians 13:8 “Charityvie] never faileth: but whether
there beprophecies, they shall fail; wheth#rere betongues, they shall cease
whetherthere be[gift of] knowledge, it shall vanish away.”

If tongues were angelic, how could they possiblpoe? Is God going to take
away the voices of all the angels? If tongues wamgelic then surely we
would be speaking in tongues all the more once wetg heaven.

Are you saved if you don’t speak in tongues?

The teaching and belief of some that you have rceived the Holy Spirit if
you do not speak in tongues comes from Mark 16:87at we have
previously discussed. It reads,

“And these signs shall follow them that believe;mry name shall they cast out
devils; they shall speak with new tongues;”

Some say this verse proves the apostles would balipg innewtongues
that never existed before but it could just as Basiean to speak in tongues
that werenew to themSpeaking imewtongues was fulfilled at Pentecost as
the apostles spoke in new tongues as they sprea@Gtspel to all the nations
and commenced God’s Church. This is the purposefbthe gifts as Paul
said “to the profit of all.” Further research foutltat there are in fact two
Greek words for “new.” One meanmsand newnever existed before and the
other means toenew Guess which one is used here? It is bind newbut
therenew Jesus is saying they would speak in tongues whiehe new to
them but already known, that is, recognizable laagps which is exactly
what happened at Pentecost.

Mark 16:17 says “them that believe.” Nothing isdaif salvation or the Holy
Spirit. The question is whether Jesus meant thlath&lse signs will follow
every single person or whether Jesus was havingvafe conversation with
His Apostles and was only telling them that these @arious signs and
miracles thatyou will see follow those who believe as you take thespel to
the world. Remember this statement by Jesus wasna@diis Apostles as He
instructed them in regards to the Great CommissWhat Jesus was saying
did not stop at verse 17 as He continues to sayense 18. Mark 16:18 says,

“They shall take up serpents; and if they drink a®adly thing, it shall not
hurt them; they shall lay hands on the sick, anglytbhall recover.”

If we choose to take Jesus words as meaning aHetlikings will be done by
he who believes and that the person is not savéessrhe does, then in order
to be saved we must be able to demonstrate theviahlg; We must be able to
demonstrate speaking in tongues, casting out mioae bne demon, being



bitten by a snake and drink poison and not get sicklie, and we must be
able to lay hands on any sick person at any time @ways have them
recover. Hands up those who have met these reqeinésh My hand is
definitely down. There have been various cults otrex years that decided
foolishly to take every word Jesus said literallydatried to perform the
deadly acts and many have died as a result.

If Jesus was referring to the things that the Apsstwould see and do, did
these things happen? Did they all receive the gifspeaking in tongues? A
common and very much needed gift in taking the Gadgp the world back in
the first century but Paul still tells us NO. Bulbwaously most did due to the
need. Did they cast out demons? Yes, the Apostés$ cut many demons.
Did any get bitten by snakes and not get sick @?dYes, Paul did.

Acts 28:3-6 “And when Paul had gathered a bundlstafks, and laidhemon

the fire, there came a viper out of the heat, aastdned on his hand. 4 And
when the barbarians saw thkenomoudeast hang on his hand, they said among
themselves, No doubt this man is a murderer, whitvaygh he has escaped the
sea, yet vengeance suffereth not to live. 5 Andgeok off the beast into the
fire, and felt no harm. 6 Howbeit they looked whea should have swollen, or
fallen down dead suddenly: but after they had labkegreat while, and saw no
harm come to him, they changed their minds, and szat he was a god.”

Did they lay hands on the sick and did they alloeer? Yes, example Acts
19:11 -12,

“And God wrought special miracles by the hands atiP 12 So that from his
body were brought unto the sick handkerchiefs aoap, and the diseases
departed from them, and the evil spirits went outhem.”

I am not too sure where poison enters the equatiesus was most likely
pointing out that if they had it would not have htinem. But | very strongly
suggest not putting God to the test on that oneayoas the odds are you will
most surely die.

To claim that speaking in tongues must be a sigthefBaptism in the Holy
Spirit is to say that men like Wycliffe, Huss, Jare, Luther, Calvin and
thousand of others were never baptised with theyF8pirit and are not
saved. In the Old Testament the Holy Spirit was thoe select chosen few
such as Prophets and Kings. What about the muléitoidGod’s other chosen
people? There is not one mention of speaking irgtaas by any of God’s
anointed. The Bible says by their fruits you shialbw them. (Matthew 7:16,
20) Not by if they speak in tongues! The Bible fueqtly speaks of people
filled with the Holy Ghost and no tongues are givanspoken.

Luke 1:15 — John the Baptist “full of the Holy Ghd®o tongue speaking.
Luke 1:41 — Elizabeth “filled with the Holy Ghostind no tongue speaking.



Luke 1:67 — Zacharias “filled with the Holy Ghosdhd no tongue speaking.
Luke 3:22; 4:1,18 — Life of Jesus an example ofnigeifull of the Holy
Ghost” and no tongues ever evidenced.

Jesus is our example of all things and before Hdexethe New Covenant
with His blood He had given us an example in alhtys necessary to our
salvation. Obedience, repentance, faith and Bap@senpoints. But He never
gave us an example of speaking in tongues to indithis was necessary.

Acts 4:31 — Believers “all filled with the Holy GIs¢’ no tongues speaking.
Acts 7:55 — Stephen “full of the Holy Ghost” no @ues speaking.

Acts 8:14-17 — Samaritan believers “received thdyHBhost” and no
speaking in tongues.

Now if tongues had been spoken in all of the aboases, surely there would
have been mention of it as speaking in tongues avasw and miraculous
thing. The Bible teaches that having made our sudeg to God and having
asked Him in faith for the Holy Spirit, we can beVie by faith He will supply
what He promised.

Galatians 3:14 — “receive the promise of the SpinittoughFAITH.”
Galatians 3:2 — “received ye the spirit...by the hegrof FAITH.”

Galatians 3:5 — “ministereth to you the Spirit...lhethearing oFAITH.”
Ephesians 3:16,17 — “strengthened with might by ®ysrit...that Christ may
dwell in your hearts by¥AITH.”

Here is one of the most important aspects of thei€ian life, i.e. the
acceptance of salvation, forgiveness of sins, dredBaptism of the Holy
Spirit — by faith. Now faith is defined as “the eMince of things not seen.”
(Hebrews 11:1) But we think it is necessary to dathaf a debtor some
security or a signed 1.0.U or something tangible vam see and if necessary
produce in court. Here the element of completehfast lacking. Like

doubting Thomas, we will not believe unless we aed feel and have
tangible evidence such as speaking in tongues.f8itih toward God does not
demand such things for we believe that God is drat He always speaks the
truth and we require no proof from Him of the fulfnent of His word for we
trust Him. It is so because He says so.

So having fulfilled the conditions of surrenderdar Lord, fully and
completely, and having asked Him for the Baptisntlod Holy Spirit, we
then by faith believe that He has fulfilled His pmse and it is so and there
should be NO doubt. This is where so many peoplasgtoay. They demand
of their God some tangible sign or evidence. Butue carefully note again
the teachings of the Bible that “we receive themrge of the Spirit through



faith” (Galatians 3:14); and faith, as we have ahsded is “the evidence of
things not seen.”

We believe God has forgiven us our sins in keepihg promise of 1 John
1:9 — byFAITH.

We believe He has saved us and given us everlasii@@ccording to John
3:16 — byFAITH.

We believe He will never leave us nor forsake uscading to Hebrews 13:5;
Matthew 28:20 — byFAITH.

And so we believe that having asked God in keepintdy His promise of
Luke 11:13, “how much more shall your heavenly Fathive the Holy Spirit
to them that ask him?” We believe we have receivday FAITH.

This element of faith is so important that the Rildays “without faith it is
impossible to please him.” (Hebrews 11:6) Jesus saiMatthew 16:4 “A
wicked and adulterous generation seeketh aftega;sand there shall no sign
be given unto it...” and He also said in John 4:48Except ye see signs and
wonders, ye will not believe.” If we are truly Gadthildren we do not need
signs for when God has promised we should belieeefiHfils His promises.
Did Paul say speaking in tongues was a sign toghmeiso believe? No. Paul
said quite the opposite. 1 Corinthians 14:22 “WHere tongues are for a
sign, not to them that believe, but to them thalidee not...”

The only other issue of receiving the Holy Spistabedience. Acts 5:32
“...and so isalso the Holy Ghost, whom God hath given to thémattobey
him.” We do not have to practice glossolalia todsesed or prove we have the
Holy Spirit and here is the final conclusive prabfyou accept that the Bible
never contradicts itself.

1 Corinthians 12:4-10 “Now there are diversitiesgofts, but the same Spirit. 5
And there are differences of administrations, e same Lord. 6 And there
are diversities of operations, but it is the sanmm@vhich worketh all in all. 7
But the manifestation of the Spirit is given to eyenan toprofit withal . 8 For
to oneis given by the Spirit the word of wisdortg another the word of
knowledge by the same Spirit;T® another faith by the same Spirit; to
another the gifts of healing by the same Spirit;TkDanother the working of
miracles;to another prophecy;to another discerning of spiritsio another
diverskinds of tongues to another the interpretation of tongues:”

As you can see, Paul tells us that we all receifeent gifts from the Holy
Spirit. Paul goes on to demonstrate how we all magehe body of Christ
and how the body would not be complete if we aldhbhe same gift. Note in
the following passage how Paul shows we all makewaluable part of the
body of Christ no matter what gift we have beenegivEvery single gift from
the Holy Spirit is just as valuable and important.



1 Corinthians 12:12-21 “For as the body is one, had many members, and all
the members of that one body, being many, are atybso alsds Christ. 13
For by one Spirit are we all baptized into one bodhetherwe beJews or
Gentiles, whethewe bebond or free; and have been all made to drink orie
Spirit. 14 For the body is not one member, but mal®y If the foot shall say,
Because | am not the hand, | am not of the bodyt tkerefore not of the body?
16 And if the ear shall say, Because | am not the, ¢ am not of the body; is it
therefore not of the body? 17 If the whole bodgrean eye, wheraverethe
hearing? If the wholevere hearing, wheraverethe smelling? 18 But now has
God set the members every one of them in the badyt has pleased him. 19
And if they were all one member, whemerethe body? 20 But nowre they
many members, yet but one body. 21 And the eye @asay unto the hand, |
have no need of you: nor again the head to the ieedve no need of you.”

In many of the Churches practicing speaking in to&g today as it appeared
in paganism and non-Christian cults, | think it wUe fair to say that many
of these Churches make up one giant tongue andées$teof the body is
missing! Why is it when we receive Christ as LomdaSaviour that we don’t
covet thebest giftsas Paul said we should in verse 31 below? Why toe’
get told to ask for the best gift like to be an Aple or a prophet or a
teacher? Why do we always get told just to askthar gift of speaking in
tongues (languages) which Paul puts right at thegdwo of the list? Where
does the Bible say we should ask just and alwaygte gift of tongues?
What good is the real gift of speaking in tonguegway if we have nobody
to witness to in that language as at Pentecost2eSihe Church is established
in all nations, it is by far the least importanftgi

By now it should be very apparent that the teachimat you are not saved or
do not have the Holy Spirit unless you have the gifspeaking in tongues is
faulty and there is NO valid scriptural support fbmat all. Paul informs us
that we could have any one of the above gifts wttenHoly Spirit indwells
us. NOTE: Tongues is last, it is at thettomof the list and should be the
last gift we ask for, not the first as it is in ma@hurches today. If we
continue to make speaking in tongues first and neimdne gift then we are
NOT following the Word of God.

1 Corinthians 12:27-31 “...you are the body of Chrishd members in
particular. 28 And God has set some in the chuficht apostles, secondarily
prophets, thirdly teachers, after that miraclegntlyifts of healings, helps,
governments, diversities of tongues. & all apostles@are all prophetsare
all teachers@are all workers of miracles? 30 Have all the giftshealing? do
all speak with tongues? do all interpret? 31 Bavet earnestly the best gifts
and yet show | unto you a more excellent way.”

Note what Paul is saying in the above verses. De@a¢ak in tongues? Paul’s
obvious answer is No. He says to covet earnestéyltést gifts.



Does Paul say glossolalia can be heavenly langueyes

1 Corinthians 14 is the only chapter in the Biblhat specifically deals with
tongue speaking. If the passages in Acts were tilg references to
glossolalia, there would be no grounds for contmsyeover speaking in
tongues as we see it in the Church today. Paultetdo the Corinthians
contains passages that have obviously given risgetoous
misunderstandings. So what was the tongue speaksige at Corinth?

Corinth was an ancient trading city re-founded loyius Caesar as a Roman
colony in 46 B.C. and so its citizens were Romahn thve many other nations
were also equally well represented. The city of i@tr was famous for its
two international seaports and it soon became aamajossroads of
Mediterranean commerce explaining why the emperasthave selected it
to be the Roman capital of the province of Achdtasoon became apparent
to Paul that its Church services among other thingd become chaotic and
confusing. While Paul was at Philippi, the firsges of trouble among his
newly created congregation in Corinth reached hithloe was the first one
to break the distressing news to him and soon diteletter. (1 Corinthians
1:11 and 7:1) Paul had been made aware that thedbhfiermed during his
second missionary journey had fallen into a badestd spiritual
decomposition. The record of flagrant abuses ofi§than living submitted to
him must have indeed been very distressing. Pawdtrhave been shocked
when confronted with the reports.

There was a multitude of issues, for example, grmisssion among the
Christians with envying and strife. Paul bluntlyfees to the Corinthians as
carnal babes in Christ still only capable of befied on milk and not solid
food (1 Corinthians 3:1-3); they were associatinighwpeople that were
sexually immoral, idolaters, drunkards, extortios@nd covetous
(1Corinthians 5:11); they were themselves fornicatodolaters, adulterers,
homosexuals, sodomites, thieves, covetous, drurkamlilers and
extortioners (1 Corinthians 6:9-10); there were mameresies among them (1
Corinthians 11:19); they were attending church xitated (1 Corinthians
11:20-22); there were abuses of the Lord’s Supfe€d@rinthians 11:27-30);
they were ignorant of natural and spiritual gifisQorinthians 12:1); love
and charity was apparently lacking among them (Li@bians 13). Things in
the Church were being done in confusion and a disdy manner especially
in regards to the gift of tongues. (1 Corinthiank33, 40); Paul exhorts
again and again that the gifts of the spirit aréyaio edify the Church (1
Corinthians 12:7) and not the individual. (1 Cohrdgns 14:3, 4, 5, 12, 17,
26); he had to use lengthy and detailed explanatiom how speaking in a
foreign language others did not understand is wleds to others, (1
Corinthians 14:2, 6-11, 14-16, 19) as only God amdself understands. (1
Corinthians 14:28); Paul rebukes them constantlytoospeak unless



everyone understands the language or someone i@ttsrinto the language
spoken by the Church. (1 Corinthians 14:5, 13, 25, 28); he also explains
that if someone unlearned comes into the Churchleears one person
speaking his language or someone interprets thabitld be a sign to that
unbeliever (1 Corinthians 14:22) but when many pgeagre speaking
different foreign languages at the same time anthwio interpreter that they
would think they are mad (why wouldn’t they?) (1 @dhians 14:23); there
was denial of the resurrection of the dead (1 Cumians 15:12).

As you can see, Paul’s first letter to the Corimtis is one of constant
correction and rebuke. Imagine the chaos within @oginthian church. One
group speaking different foreign languages, otheysng to propagate a new
doctrine, others claiming to have a revelation oirterpret tongues while
perhaps a few true Christians prayed in quiet metn. Spiritual chaos like
this can never be edifying and his rebuke, “letthihgs be done unto
edifying” was very necessary. The situation conting Paul unquestionably
turned unbelievers away from the church thinkingytwere mad and this
was to be avoided at all cost. This is why Paultomnally warns that if they
speak in a tongue (language) that was not knowthéomajority, they should
remain silent unless there was someone there &rpnét or translate. See
verse 28 below. In other words don’t speak in aglaage that your audience
does not understand. Listen to Paul’s clear statémen the following
verses:

1 Corinthians 14:6-9, 19, 27-28, 40 “Now, brethrén,come unto you
speaking with tongues, what shall | profit you, egt| shall speak to you
either by revelation, or by knowledge, or by prophag, or by doctrine? 7 And
even things without life giving sound, whether pipeharp, except they give a
distinction in the sounds, how shall it be knownawls piped or harped? 8 For
if the trumpet give an uncertain sound, who shadgare himself to the battle?
9 So likewise you, except you utter by the tongumds easy to be understood,
how shall it be known what is spoken? for you slsgléak into the air. 19 Yet
in the church | had rather speak five words with omderstanding, thaty my
voicel might teach others also, than ten thousand wamdshnunknowntongue.
27 If any man speak in aamnknowntongue,let it be by two, or at the modty
three, andhat by course; and let one interpret. 28 But if thbeeno

interpreter, let him keep silence in the churchd &t him speak to himself, and
to God. 40 Let all things be done decently and rideo”

How do Christians use this passage to explain thiatelligible babble that
takes place during services today? Paul is nobihicing some fiew’ gift of
tongues in chapter 14. It is a rebuke for the mésasthe gift. Again the
clear Word of God is being ignored. Paul also sfieally warns us not to do
this in 1 Timothy 6:20,

“O Timothy, keep that which is committed to youust, avoiding profanand
vain babblings...”



In other words, the very purpose for the gift okesph is to communicate
your thoughts and prayers. If those present doumaterstand your
communication, then keep silent. Why is it whendbavho teach speaking in
tongues as we see it today go to other countriesotgome form of mission
work that they have to learn the language?

The belief of there being a heavenly prayer languagmes mainly from 1
Corinthians 14:14 where Paul says,

“For if | pray in anunknowntongue, my spirit prayeth, but my understanding is
unfruitful.”

This is interpreted by some to mean that when BPaaled in the Spirit, he
used a “heavenly tongue” and did not himself knowatvhe was praying.
First of all, this raises an important question.wHwould they ever know if
their prayer was answered? What would be the pobd@s God’s own Spirit
just pray to Himself as some would imply?

So what is Paul really saying in this verse? Thebpem in understanding
this verse comes largely from the issue of the aatdvtranslation of Greek
to English. Please allow me to rearticulate thisseein modern English, “If |
pray in a language those around me do not knowighinbe praying with the
Spirit, but my thoughts would be unfruitful for the listening.” Paul is
constantly putting forward the same message whschfiwe pray out loud,
we should either pray so others around us can wtded or we should
remain quiet.

The next two verses shed a lot more light and ¢yathhe whole issue,

1 Corinthians 14:15-16 “What is it then? | will gravith the spirit, and 1 will
pray with the understanding also: | will sing witthe spirit, and I will sing with
the understanding also. 16 Else when you shalldbVeish the spirit, how shall
he that occupieth the room of the unlearned say Aiteyour giving of thanks,
seeing he understandeth not what you sayest?”

According to these verses, who is it that has th&bfem with understanding?
It is actually the listener and not the speakeisasommonly taught. Note
carefully Paul’s words. He says he prays and siwgh his spirit and he
prays withunderstanding. He continues to explain that when you go to bless
those in the room with the spirit that are unlearrfghey don’t understand the
language) they cannot say Amen because they darderstand that
language. Paul plainly states that he knows whaitshsaying. If you have
ever had someone pray for you in their native laagpithat you don’t
understand, then you will know what Paul meant whensaid, it is difficult
for you to say “Amen” (meaning “so be it”) when yaw not know what is
being prayed.



Without an interpreter, you have no idea what waslsand you may be
saying “so be it” to a blessing from the devil @ fs you know. This
passage also sheds some light on 1 Corinthians, 14:2

“For he that speaketh in amknowntongue speaketh not unto men, but unto
God: for no man understandefiim; howbeit in the spirit he speaketh
mysteries.”

It is obvious from the context of chapter 14 thlaé tpurpose of speaking in
tongues, or foreign languages, is to communicateGospel and thereby
edify the church. If the listeners do not understahe spoken language they
cannot be edified. Consequently, if there is nerptreter, the speaker is
simply speaking into the air and the only ones prgsvho know what is
being said are God and himself.

With the modern day version of speaking in tongunesone understands what
is being said including the speaker. This is obsiyunot the case with Paul
who has already made it clear that he understantst Wwe is saying.
Continuing on from 1 Corinthians 14:15-16, Paul say verses 17 and 18

“For you verily givest thanks well, but the othernot edified. 18 | thank my
God, | speak with tongues more than you all:”

Did you catch that last bit? Paul says he thanksl @t he speaks in more
tongues than them all. If Paul did not understarthivhe was saying as is the
phenomenon of speaking in tongues today, how deeknow how many
tongues (languages) he speaks? See the Bible Cotames on the final page
for more information.

Does Paul contradict himself on Speaking in Tonguges

Paul says in 1 Corinthians 14:22 that tongues asega for the unbeliever,
but in the very next verse he says that if an urdva&r entered the Church
where those present were speaking in tongues, & wan’t they say you are
mad?

1 Corinthians 14:22 reads, “Wherefore tongues areafsign, not to them that
believe, but to them that believe not... 23 If themef the whole church be
come together into one place, and all speak witlgtees, and there come in
those that arainlearned, or unbelievers, will they not say thatare mad?”

Let me give you two examples to show what Paulagisg here and that he
does not contradict himself;

1) In this example and for the purpose of demornsirawe will say Paul is
referring to languages not known to any man. Wisathie difference of one
person speaking in an unknown language that hethedne or more

unbelievers do not understand (verse 22) compaoeal whole Church that



has come together in one place speaking in unknkamguages
simultaneously as one or more unbelievers enterGherch? (verse 23)
There is no difference as it will sound like gibtsdr to the unbelievers in
either situation and they will think you are macdid incorrect explanation of
this passage makes verses 22 and 23 appear toadhcitreach other.

2) In this example we will say known foreign lan@es are spoken as it was
at Pentecost. What is the difference now of onespergiven the gift of
speaking the native tongue of unbelievers listeniegsus a whole Church
coming together in one place all speaking differtareign languages
simultaneously? The first situation resembles thaPentecost where they
spoke in the native tongues of the unbelievers Wwhias a sign to them and
3000 people were added to the Church instantly essalt. But imagine a
Church full of people given the gift of speakingréogn languages and all
speaking simultaneously. When an unbeliever watks the Church and
hears many foreign languages spoken all at the same, it will still sound
like gibberish and they will say you are mad as IPsaid. As you can see the
second example makes perfect sense when it linewittpthe gift of tongues
as it was given at Pentecost which was foreign leges.

Unintelligible ecstatic utterances miss the basccif@ural logic for the gift
of tongues. Tongue speaking in foreign languages Babel reversed.
Genesis 11:1-9 explains that as the human racepw@pted the earth after the
flood, they still spoke one language. Instead o§mting throughout the
earth, mankind estranged from God came togethdwitd the city of Babel
with its tower to reach heaven. This was to be aaument to man’s united
ability. But from God’s perspective, it was a monamh of sinful man’s unity
to perform every evil imagination. For their etefrmeelfare it was better that
they be scattered to minimize the effect of sin mg&ach other. To
accomplish this, God “confounded their languageattthey may not
understand one another's speech.” (Genesis 11:i&) wWas the beginning of
diversified languages. The picture changed howewdren the Gospel
(meaning good news) was to be proclaimed throughbeatworld but there
was a problem. There was a language barrier. Gothbygift of tongues
bridged the language barrier invoked at Babel sw tloe Gospel would
reconcile His people and could be proclaimed torgveation. The apostles
and other disciples evangelized the Roman Worldheygift of tongues, the
ability to speak in other foreign languages. Theovehscriptural logic of
Babel and the proclamation of the Gospel is logbiigue speaking is
unintelligible syllables. If the gift of tongue saking today is ecstatic
utterances, then what an absolute waste. Why aaddhgues you see in the
Church today given so freely just for your own paral use, while
missionaries who truly need the gift to spread Gmwspel have to almost
always learn the language? Something is dreadfwlgng here!



1 Corinthians 14:19-20 reveals the Corinthians &guthe gift of tongues.
They were like little children with a new toy andamted to show off. At their
Church services they exhorted in tongues (versea2i®l) they prayed in
tongues (verses 13-17) without any interpretatidohis edified no one (verses
5,12, 17, 26). Hence Paul’s reprimand;

1 Corinthians 14:19-20 “Yet in the church | hadh@t speak five words with

my understanding, thdty my voicd might teach others also, than ten thousand
words in anunknowntongue. 20 Brethren, be not children in undersiagd
howbeit in malice be ye children, but in understiagdbe men.”

Note Paul’s phrasethat by my voice | might teach others ALS®Ohis shows
when Paul spoke in an understandable language ughtéhimself and “others
also” and consequently, if he spoke in tonguesdifgn languages) he only
taught himself. The thought is that when speakimgangues, he
comprehended what he was saying. This is not tlse eath ecstatic
utterances today where those who speak in tongoesod comprehend what
they are saying. 1 Corinthians 14:9-11 providedHar proof that Paul is
speaking of foreign languages and not ecstaticrattees. In dealing with the
problem of tongues Paul said,

“So likewise you, except you utter by the tonguerd[rational sound$ easy

to be understooda common languadehow shall it be known what is spoken?
for you shall speak into the aim[vain]. There are, it may be, so many kinds of
voices fprticulate speechin the world, potice Paul is not talking about so
called “heavenly languages” but voices in the warNIOT heavehand none of
themis without signification gach national language has its distinct mearing
Therefore if | know not the meaning of the voiceshiall be unto him that
speaketh a barbariamofreigner] unto me.”

The Greek word “barbaros” means fareigner (that is,non Greel: -
barbarian (-rous).” Paul is saying that an unknowance or tongue would
sound like a barbarian meaning the language ofraifmer. Notice how the
NIV and many other Bibles translate the word “baidm”

1 Corinthians 14:11 “If then | do not grasp the miea of what someone is
saying, | am doreigner to the speaker, and he idareigner to me.”

The logic of 1 Corinthians 14:9-11 is only meaniabgif speaking in tongues
is foreign languages and not ecstatic utterances.

The tongues spoken of in the early Church were gbManown by someone in
the world. The term “unknown” in chapter 14 doed appear in the original
Greek. It has been added by the translators whschy the KJV Bible has
the word ‘unknownr printed in light grey and in italics. This is taform the
reader that these words have been added and ari@ lo¢ original text. The
translators of the KJV Bible are trying to give aty to the reader by telling
them that Paul is talking of amnknownlanguage to the listeners, not a



language unknown to man. Unfortunately, it appaaes the translators have
accomplished just the opposite!

Speaking in Tongues Linguistic Study

In a massive study of tongue speaking from a listjgi perspective by
Professor William J. Samarin of the University odronto's Department of
Linguistics, published after more than a decadearfeful research, he
rejected the view that glossolalia is xenoglossia, some foreign language
that could be understood by another person who ktieat language.
Professor Samarin concluded that glossolalia ipsetido-language.” He
defined glossolalia as “unintelligible babbling sgd that exhibits superficial
phonological similarity to language, without haviagnsistent syntagmatic
structure and that is not systematically deriveaniror related to known
language.” (William J. Samarin, “Variation and Vabies in Religious
Glossolalia,” Language in Society, ed. Dell Haym€smbridge: Cambridge
University Press, 1972 pages. 121-130)

Felicitas D. Goodman, a psychological anthropolb@isd linguist, engaged
in a study of various English, Spanish and Mayaeaqpng Pentecostal
communities in the United States and Mexico. Shepared tape recordings
of non-Christian rituals from Africa, Borneo, Indesia and Japan as well.
She published her results in 1972 in an extensie@mograph (Speaking in
Tongues: A Cross-Cultural Study in Glossolalia baidcitas D. Goodman,
University of Chicago Press, 1972).

Felecitas Goodman concludes that “when all featwfespeaking in tongues
were taken into consideration, which is the segmkstructure (such as
sounds, syllables, phrases) and its suprasegmeifgaients (namely, rhythm,
accent, and especially overall intonation), sheatoded that there iso
distinctionin tongues between Christians and tbdowers of non-Christian
(pagan) religions Goodman in the prestigious Encyclopaedia of Rekg
(1987) wrote the “association between trance arcsgblalia is now accepted
by many researchers as a correct assumption”. Gaodatso concludes that
glossolalia “is, actually, a learned behaviour,riead either unwarily or,
sometimes consciously.” Others have previously padnout that direct
instruction is given on how to “speak in tongues” how to engage in
glossolalia.ln fact, it has been found that the “speaking ingoes” practiced
in Christian churches and by individual Christiaesdentical to the chanting
language of those who practice voodoo on the ddrkestinents of this
world.

Some who speak in tongues are also becoming inwbiueé'holy laughter,
drunk in the spirit” laughing uncontrollably, fatlg down on the ground,
rolling around, having seizure like activity, beisgruck dumb, or being
“slain in the spirit.” Jesus never behaved that wiagr did He heal that way.



The only time you see anything that resembles tedtaviour in the Bible is
with demon possessed people Jesus delivered thet sugt of control,
writhing on the ground. When Jesus cast out thealesmand delivered them,
they sat quietly with dignity. 1 Corinthians 14:4@ys, “Let all things be
done decently and in order.” The Bible never demuoates such disorderly
behaviour in the Church.

Very few people realize the tremendous forces lactethin our emotional
nature. Some are more susceptible than others. YMighcorrect environment,
the long hours of praying for one thing, the musiops, entreaties of those
around, the mind becomes weary and the emotions tader. The effects can
be dramatic, almost overwhelming. This can be senewhen glossolalia
appears outside the necessity of such emotiongbgro

Glossolalia has even been manufactured by Universiidents in America
(some of whom were atheist and had no religiousri@st at all) as a
demonstration of what can happen given the righogomal environment and
the right emotional effort. To quote one example Jeelong, Victoria,
Australia, two men as an experiment (again aparifrreligion) spoke in
tongues after repeating “Timbucktoo” in the righmheational setting. One in
just a few minutes and one partly after two houdbdern New Tongues” p.
59 — A.S. Hill).

Its universal appeal can be seen in its evidenceraysat both Catholics and
Protestants, Christian and Heathen, those livingdgmoral lives, those
living in sin. All can, and do, experience this ploenenon. That in these
conditions “Tongues” CANNOT be a sign of the Bapti®f the Holy Spirit
becomes immediately evident.

Healing services and glossolalia have been, andipbsstill are, being
conducted in the Catholic University of Notre Daig@hristianity Today:,
p.40, May 26, 1967.) And so it does not matter wieeta person is a Catholic
believing in the Pope, or a Protestant, a Chrispameathen. Living a good
life or living in adultery, believing in baptism byhmersion, or sprinkling,
smokers or non-smokers. Drinkers or teetotalleedidving in the Virgin

Birth or scoffing at the idea — it makes no difface. All speak with
“Tongues!” Obviously the tongues are not self-autheating. There is no
sign here of the Baptism of the Holy Spirit or afyahing else.

There have been instances of real foreign langudgesg spoken in meetings
as fun or as an experiment and invariably receivamg‘interpretation”

wholly at conflict with what had been said! A yougitch person entered a
Pentecostal Assembly recently and rattled off adbuftairy story receiving

an interpretation that God was asking the assermdlgray for the poor in
Chinal A tape recording of glossolalia will receitatally different



interpretations from those purporting to have thi gf interpreting. This is
all very sad.

Another aspect that is very noticeable is that aglish Pentecostal speaking
in tongues, though it may be quite unintelligibie,still recognizably English
in intonation and syllable construction. Essentydike is still speaking
“English.” So also with other nationals. A Scotchmig still “Scottish.” A
Frenchman still is “French” in intonations and sjdle construction.
Obviously, however sincere these people are, thelarbhing becomes a
sham and a fraud. Many become victims of their cammotions “aided by the
great deceiver.”

It is clear Pentecostals, which we once were, haweight at all to use the
term “Pentecostal” for at Pentecost real recogniegdanguages were spoken
whereas amongst so-called “Pentecostals” this ndagpens.

Pentecostals and others engaging in tongue speasmeen today normally
say any or all of the following;

1. Tongues are a sign of Baptism in the Holy Spiribut the Bible never
says that.

2. All should speak in tongues — but the Bible nevayssthat.

3. The initial experience of tongue speaking at the@Bam is different
from the later “gift of tongues” — but the Bible wer says that.

4. That tongues are, or can be a heavenly languaget thie Bible never
says that.

5. Tongue speaking is for the benefit of believersut the Bible never
says that.

6. Tongue speaking is for the most part unintelligibléut the Bible
never says that.

7. These unintelligible tongues are Christian — bug Bible and history
indicate that they are heathen.

As it is not my desire to offend anyone, | wouldkakyou are Catholic,
could you please skip the next paragraph unlessafreuseeking truth at any
cost.

The tongue speaking movement is bringing into msaaof influence both
Roman Catholics and Protestant Churches. In otheadw you will find the
emphasis in the Catholic Church just as strongnathe Protestant and
evangelical Protestant churches and the more stRbdeestant Churches, i.e.
Anglican Churches, Methodist churches as well asRrentecostal type
churches as Apostolic. Right through Christendomaty you’'ve got a cross-
section all claiming the gift of tongues and thét gif healing. All these
Churches, Catholic Protestant, Evangelical Protatstand Liberal Protestant



all claim the gift of tongues. This is evidence tthhae tongues they are
speaking are the counterfeit. The Bible says thaémwthe Holy Spirit comes
into a person’s life it leads him into all truth¢@rding to John 16. He will
guide us, it says, into all truth. Catholics sayemithey have the gift of
tongues it helps them to better appreciate the Mifgary and the
infallibility of the pope. It helps them better their confessional to the
priests. Now doesn’t that immediately confirm soimagg? Do you mean to
say that the Holy Spirit when it comes into youfielis going to help us
believe in the Blessed Virgin Mary more, it's goibg help us believe in a
counterfeit religion? All the Protestant churchedghnexactly the same gift of
tongues believe it helps them to accept Jesus asdsécrifice more. If it's
supposed to be the same spirit there’s a problerit there? It is clearly
evident that it’s a spirit alright, but it’'s notehHoly Spirit because the Holy
Spirit, when it comes guides us and leads us intérath, not just some of
the truth.

A Deadly Gift from the Enemy

The purpose of tongues is clearly taught in Actisu2 where is the clear
teaching for what takes place in the Church todah®se who practice what
we see today, make assumptions taken from Paubske to the Corinthians
for the misuse of tongues. Paul does not condemnbdsic experience but a
study of this New Testament phenomenon doesfurnish us with
indications that the gift of tongues had underganmodification and had
been changed with God’s sanction from a manifestatf speaking real
languages as in Acts 2 to an unintelligible tondnyethe time the Corinthians
were using it. To the contrary, it is reasonableassume that when Paul
established the church at Corinth that its membeceived the gift of
tongues so that they would be able to reach ouheomultitude of foreigners
and resident aliens in their own language.

Not one single person in nineteen centuries, incigdll the protestant
reformers of which some had the Bible memorizedifroover to cover, or
any theologian ever interpreted any part of thel8iéas saying there was
another version of speaking in tongues such as wh&tred the Church in
1901. It was after this practice (previously onbes in rare isolated
incidences and non-Christian cults) entered therChuhat people searched
for scriptures they could use to justify this praetthat has spread like a
plague through the Church today that many just teltegranted. There are so
many good Christians that feel the need for sugmsiand wonders and
cannot accept the feelings they experience aregfmot God and would rather
find some way of justifying the practice in theiwn mind than let it go even
though it is not from God. Some have even experégnlbealing using this
practice which Satan is more than capable of domgrder to deceive and
draw people in.



In this World today filled with terrorism and crimae should all be aware
that a gift from an enemy can be very deadly. Thdarworld has
successfully dispatched many human targets by bRdiyt wrapping a bomb
as a gift with an ornate bow and paper that exptodéen opened. Today the
devil is using a counterfeit gift of the Spirit. pagan form of the gift of
tongues to gain access to the church of God antragst from within and
most Christians never give this a thought. No osiever told that what they
practice in the Church today is also practiced bgst who practice voodoo.
If what is spoken in the Church today is and souird#stical to non-
Christian religions then why are we still practigiint? As you have seen, the
scriptural support for it is faulty and misunderato Why are Christians
taking part in these non-Christian, religious pageaditions?

Early and modern Church Speaking in Tongues

Observe from the table below the differences ofglo@ speaking in the early
Church verses the Church today. With glossolalidaty there are just no
similarities at all; in fact they are exact opp@sit

Early Church Modern Church

Tongue Speaking Tongue Speaking

The least important gift. The most important and only sought
1 Corinthians 14:5, 12:27-31 after gift.

Sign to unbelievers.

1 Corinthians 14:22 A Sign to believers.

Spoken in turn. 1 Corinthians 14:27 Spoken togetheconfusion.

If no interpreter keep silent. Rarely an interpreter and almost
1 Corinthians14:28 always proven false.

Pray for interpretation.

1 Corinthians 14:13 Pray for speaking in tongues.

Interpretations differ when put to the

Only one interpretation.
test.

To edify the Church.

1 Corinthians 14:26 To edify yourself.

Spoke a known language.

Acts 2:4-11 Almost never a known language.

Accusation of madness.

N ti f :
| Corinthians 14:23 0 accusation of madness

Spoken for the benefit of hearers.

1 Corinthians 14:9 Spoken for the benefit of the speaker.

Maximum of 3 to speak per meeting. Whole Churchefyespeaks with no



1 Corinthians 14:27 interpretation.

Interpret so everyone understands. Interpretation almost never done
1 Corinthians 14:16 today.

Are the gifts of the spirit still given today?

The gifts of the Spirit are for the benefit and gtb of God’s kingdom. Do
we still need that today? Of course. So are thésgstill given today?
Absolutely, they are still in need today as theyraven the early Church.
However, the gift of speaking in tongues today & anywhere near as
prevalent as in the early Church. God gives all ¢ifés of the Spirit to fill a
practical need. What was the need for tongues? Witythe Lord wait until
Pentecost to bestow the gift of tongues? Acts 2t5séts the scene,

“Now there were staying in Jerusalem God-fearingslérom every nation
under heaven. When they heard this sound, a cramdectogether in
bewilderment, because each one heard them speakinig own language.
Utterly amazed, they asked: Are not all these méio &re speaking Galileans?
Then how is it that each of us hears them in his omtive language?
Parthians, Medes and Elamites; residents of Mesop@, Judea and
Cappadocia, Pontus and Asia, Phrygia and Pamphigpt and the parts of
Libya near Cyrene; visitors from Rome (both Jewd annverts to Judaism);
Cretans and Arabs, we hear them declaring the wendeGod in our own
tongues!”

The day of Pentecost was a Jewish holy day thatfifiey days after
Passover. Devoted Israelites would come from akBrothe Roman Empire to
worship in Jerusalem. God chose this timely oppoitipito bestow the gift of
tongue speaking upon the disciples so they couhph to the visiting Jews
in their native languages. At least 15 differemdaage groups were
represented in the crowd that day, count them insAx9-11. As a result,
thousands of these visitors were converted. Aftentecost, they in turn
carried their new faith home to their respectiveictries. This is God’s
purpose for speaking in tongues. Some say genuwingues have already
ceased but | have heard of some isolated casesgotimate tongue speaking
today and the speaker always knew what they weyengaas they did at
Pentecost. We must ngb by our thoughts and emotions. Some continue to
say, “How can this amazing sensation not be fromd®@oBut Satan can give
us those same feelings and those in voodoo andr atht@anic cults say they
experience these identical ecstatic feelings. Satwoes that tell you? In
order that we are not deceived, it is imperativattive follow God’s Word
alone.



Extra reading not in the downloadable PDF version

When God brought His chosen people out of the lah&gypt, He performed
many miracles like turning Aaron’s rod into a sempechanging rivers to
blood and bringing up frogs to cover the land. Tdtearaoh’s magicians
through the power of Satan were also able to penfall these same miracles.
(Exodus 7:10-11; 7:20-22; 8:6-7)

In Job 1:16 Satan burned up Job’s sheep and seswaith “fire from heaven”
and in Job 1:19, Satan used a “great wind” to brilogvn a house killing the
occupants and in Job 2:7, Satan smote Job withe'dmils from the sole of
his foot unto his crown.” If Satan has power to oha rods to serpents,
change rivers to blood, bring up frogs to cover thed, control the weather,
bring down fire from the heavens (see also Revelati3:13) and inflict
illness, then he can certainly heal people. NoteaBaneeded God’s
permission to inflict illness on Job. (Job 1:126PSo we know God heals
and Satan counterfeits, God gives the gift of toegand Satan counterfeits,
God has true Prophets and Satan has counterfesié fatophets, (Matthew
24:11) God is going to seal His people with a markheir foreheads
(Revelation 7:3) and Satan has a counterfeit marthe forehead and hand.
(Revelation 13:16)

Please allow me to ask you some thought provokingsgions. If the gift of
tongues which was given at Pentecost was real laggs, what is Satan’s
counterfeit? What type of tongue speaking wouldobealue to Satan?
Known understood languages as at Pentecost or emthat we don’t
understand or know what we are saying? Which wddddan use? Would you
be convinced that speaking in tongues as seen tedeyfrom God if you
received healing while using them? Even though Satauld heal you while
using his counterfeit tongue speaking just to deeeajou into believing they
were the real thing and from God? If you were timemy with his incredible
God given wisdom and power and had an army of faHagels at your
disposal, and you hated God and wanted to take asympeople from the
kingdom as possible, what would you do? So, do Satad his demons sit
around all day throwing an odd temptation or twoéoipeople’s minds or do
they have strategic long term, full scale plans anel they very actively
deceiving everyone who chases after “signs and wosidwhile ignoring the
many warnings in the Bible?

If Satan is working towards a New World Order ireparation for the Mark
of the Beast, what common doctrine could be usedride the many
denominations and is already doing so? How can es¢ the spirits here as
we are instructed without any doubt of being deedi¥ If there were two
types of tongues as some unbiblically claim, whyubGod give this gift so
freely for personal use and almost never give theded gift for spreading
the Gospel? Which is God's priority and more impot? If the unintelligible



tongues spoken in Church today were from God, tHerwould be giving the
needed gift even more freely to missionaries bus th not the case. This is
not the nature and priority of God. In Matthew 24Bd verse 11, Jesus says
“many” will be deceived. The many spoken of hereamg a large number.
Here is theThayer Definition: “polus / polos” 1) many, much, large. Please
don’t be part of this large number of people is prayer for you.

Matthew 16:4 Jesus said, “A wicked and adulteroesagyation seeketh after a
sign; and there shall no sign be given unto it, thet sign of the prophet
Jonas.”

A very misunderstood chapter on Speaking in Tongues

As previously stated, the main scriptures that @sed to justify speaking in
tongues as seen in paganism and non-Christian etitsh made its way into
the Church in 1901, come from 1 Corinthians 14.®els the whole chapter
minus the issue of woman speaking in the Churcthwimmentary included
in parenthesis. A close and open minded look aptéiafourteen reveals that
Paul is not teaching a “new” variation of tonguag s constantly pointing
out that speaking in tongues is of no value unlesderstood by the Church
and so continually pushes the use of the bettarafiprophesying instead.
This is further demonstrated by what Paul saidhe tollowing verse. Note
Paul places prophets 2nd after apostles and tonastsn 8th position.

1 Corinthians 12:28 “And God has appointed thesthmchurch: first apostles,
second prophetghird teachers, after that miracles, then giftdhealings,
helps, administrationsjarieties of tongues

After a careful study of the chapter below it shblecome very apparent
that Paul constantly demonstrates that the gifestarbe used for edifying the
Church. He never teaches that the gifts are fovata use.

1 Corinthians 12:7 “But the manifestation of their&ps given to each one for
the profit of all.”

Note how Paul rebukes the disorder and misuse ofjues. By continual
examples he shows that tongues are valueless unledsrstood and would
rather they prophesy so the Church is edified. €hghasis is on;

1. Edifying the Church. (highest priority) No edifigah in disorder.

2. Prophesy second as it is the better gift for edifiocn of the Church.

3. Silence on tongues (foreign languages) unless wtded or translated.
(otherwise no edification)

Speaking in tongues after all is only the gift @lesiking another foreign
language. It is still the speaker giving his owrrgmnal message. Prophesy on



the other hand is a message from God for the Chutddw much more
valuable is that!? Paul does not forbid the use¢omfgues from up to three
people, one at a time if someone interprets, botessage from God is far
more valuable to the Church. So Paul’s constantleasps is silence on
tongues unless the Church is edified by being ustberd by natural means or
translation.

Unknown Tongue Speaking by Commentary

1 Corinthians 14:1-33, 39-40 “Follow after charignd desire spirituagifts,
but rather that ye may propheqyrophesying edifies the Church more than
the other gifts. Paul’s constant emphasis is edifyothers and NOT yourself.
See verses 3,4,5,12,17 and) 26

2. For he that speaketh in amknowntongue foreign languag§ speaketh not
unto men, but unto God: for no man understandath; howbeit in the spirit
he speaketh mysterie@By your own spirit or by the power of the Holy gpir
you are only speaking mysteries to those listenfrtipe language is not
understood by the others present. Therefore onlg @od the speaker know
what is being said. See also verse 28. The woradie” (glossa) is the
same word as used in Acts chapter 2, 10 and 19%#&xdbe a real intelligible
foreign language. The word “unknown” in this chaptis supplied by the
translators and is shown in italics to tell us thiats not in the original
Greek text. The translators of the KJV Bible argitig to clarify to the
reader that Paul is talking of an unknown langudagethe listeners, not a
language unknown to man. Unfortunately, it appetrat the translators
have accomplished just the oppog3ite

3. But he that prophesieth speaketh unto reeadification, and exhortation,
and comfort (Again Paul emphasizes prophesying as the bettartgiedify
the Church

4. He that speaketh in amknowntongue {oreign languagég edifieth

himself; but he that prophesieth edifieth the churdaul said the gifts of
the spirit are for the “profit of all” and NOT théndividual [1 Corinthians
12:7] and so points out speaking in tongues i.doeign language the
listeners don’t know can only edify yourself (wromge) and not the Church
but prophesying does edify and is a better gifte 8erse 1,3,5 and 39. Paul
is presenting a wrong and a right use of the gifdsie edifies the Church the
other does not

5. I would that ye all spake with tongug$oreign languagegbut rather that

ye prophesied: for greatés he that prophesieth than he that speaketh with
tongues,(foreign languagesexcept he interpret, that the church may receive
edifying. (Paul is happy for them to all speak in tongues fageign

languages if the language is understood by otharg ¢s translated but



would still prefer that they prophesied becauseréhis much greater
edification from that gift

6. Now, brethren, if | come unto you speaking witmgues,(foreign
language$ what shall I profit you, except | shall speak touyeither by
revelation, or by knowledge, or by prophesying,bgrdoctrine?(And again
the same message. If the language is not understloek is no edification.
Paul had the power of speaking many foreign langesfyversel8] but he did
not use this power for ostentation or display, Imerely to communicate the
gospel to those who did not understand his natouegue

7. And even things without life giving sound, whethpipe or harp, except
they give a distinction in the sounds, how shalb& known what is piped or
harped?Paul continues to express the uselessness of toageaking i.e.
foreign languages not understood by others. Ithe same message over and
over. All things are to be done to the edificatiointhe Church

8. For if the trumpet give an uncertain sound, vaia@ll prepare himself to
the battleAThe trumpet must be blown in a way that will beagrized as a
call to battle and so in the same way speakingoimgiues must also be
understood and recognized so people will know howetspond and be
edified)

9. So likewise ye, except ye utter by the tonguedsoeasy to be understood,
how shall it be known what is spoken? for ye stsgdéak into the air(And

still even further emphasis that tongue speakingfisio value unless
understood by the Church. Words no matter how si@@nd spiritual are

lost into the air if not spoken so those around ersdand

10. There are, it may be, so many kinds of voigeshie world, and none of
themis without signification (There are many foreign languages in the
world (NOT heaven) all which are important to someoNote Paul is not
talking about so called “heavenly languages” butiees of different
languages in the world

11. Therefore if | know not the meaning of the wid shall be unto him that
speaketh a barbarian, and he that speakbatil bea barbarian unto mgAll
other nations of the world were barbarians to theliiews and of course
spoke other languages. Paul is saying that one sp@aks a foreign
language not known by the listener may as well dmebarian to hin)

12. Even so ye, forasmuch as ye are zealous oftsplirgifts, seek that ye
may excel to the edifying of the churcfAt the risk of sounding monotonous,
Paul continues to emphasize edification. As muclhasCorinthians desired
spiritual gifts, they must excel in using them thfg the Church only. They
are not for the individugl



13. Wherefore let him that speaketh in amknowntongue(foreign languagég
pray that he may interpre(Therefore the person with the gift of tongue
speaking must have someone interpret if the otldersot understand the
language so the Church is edified. See also vebs26,27 and 28

14. For if | pray in arunknowntongue,(foreign languagg my spirit prayeth,

but my understanding is unfruitfu{Paul is saying if he prays in a language
those around him do not know, he might be prayienyéntly and by his own

spirit but his thoughts would be unfruitful for tb® listening. This of course
is a violation of the purpose of the gift whichtcsedify other}

15. What is it then? | will pray with the spiritnd | will pray with the
understanding also: | will sing with the spirit, dah will sing with the
understanding alsqPaul also clarifies that his prayer or song IS dowéh
his understanding. It is the listener who does nntlerstand

16. Else when thou shalt bless with the spirit, hsivall he that occupieth the
room of the unlearned say Amen at thy giving ofrtkg, seeing he
understandeth not what thou saye8aul continues to explain the previous
two verses as to how his prayer does not edifydatieers and they cannot say
Amen or “so be it” if the other does not know whht person prayed.
Without an interpreter, you have no idea what waslsand you may be
saying “so be it” to a blessing from the devil fatl you know

17. For thou verily givest thanks well, but the eths not edified(Paul still
continues to give the same message of edifyingrethed not yourself. The
prayer is useless as the other is not edijied

18. | thank my God, | speak with tongu@sreign languagesmore than ye
all: (Paul says he speaks more foreign languages thamnh&llCorinthians
which he could only know if he understood what laes waying. This gives
more proof that his references to tongues herelarewn foreign languages.
The context never changes

19. Yet in the church | had rather speak five wowdth my understanding,
thatby my voicd might teach others also, than ten thousand waondsn
unknowntongue.(Note Paul’s phrase “that by my voice | might teauthers
ALSO.” This shows when Paul spoke in an understéheldanguage he
taught himself and “others also” and consequentlfyhe spoke in tongues
(foreign languages) he only taught himself. Theutlot is that when
speaking in tongues, he comprehended what he wgisgavhich is unlike
today where the speaker has no idea what he islapga Despite Paul
knowing so many foreign languages, he still poiots that he would rather
speak five understood words than 10,000 words foraign language the
others do not understand



20. Brethren, be not children in understanding: bew in malice be ye
children, but in understanding be mdR.aul tells them not to behave with the
understanding of children but with the thinkingrofture adult$

21. In the law it is written, Withmen ofother tonguegforeign languagg and
other lips will I speak unto this people; and yet &ll that will they not hear
me, saith the Lord(The law meaning Old Testament. The quote is from
Isaiah 28:11-12 where God says to Israel, theseppeaon’t hear Me though
| speak to them in their native tongue so | wiletbfore speak to them in the
languages of foreigners, i.e. the enemy | will sagainst them;
[Babylonians] but even then they will not listenhte. Paul is telling them
that God’s punishment to the Israelites in makihgm have to listen to
foreigners is what they are imposing on the Chuwdien speaking in
tongues

22. Wherefore tonguedoreign languagepgare for a sign, not to them that
believe, but to them that believe not: but prophegyervethnot for them
that believe not, but for them which belieét was a sign to those at
Pentecost where many nations heard unlearned Gatsespeaking to them in
their native tongue the wonderful things of GoddAas a result of this sign,
3000 people were added to the Church instantly

23. If therefore the whole church be come togetinéo one place, and all
speak with tonguedforeign languagesand there come ithose that are
unlearned, or unbelievers, will they not say thatare mad?Paul continues,
but if an unbeliever or an unlearned person conrg® ia Church where many
people are all speaking in tongues i.e. foreigndanges at the same time
and without interpretation, it would sound chaotind they would say you
were all mad

24. But if all prophesy, and there come in one thalieveth not, oone
unlearned, he is convinced of all, he is judgedbf (But if all prophesy, the
unbeliever or the unlearned will be convinced amdtse Church will be
edified

25. And thus are the secrets of his heart made feaniand so falling down
on his face he will worship God, and report that Godnsyou of a truth(The
sinner would be convinced that God alone could werahe secrets of his
heart and so would fall down on his face in worshipd acknowledge that
God was truly among them

26. How is it then, brethren? when ye come togetle@ery one of you hath a
psalm, hath a doctrine, hath a tong(@®reign languagég hath a revelation,
hath an interpretation. Let all things be done uathfying. (Paul now
continues to talk about the spiritual chaos thavkaoplace in the Church. He



says why is it when you come together, that atsthme time one has a psalm,
another a doctrine, another speaking in tongues ae unknown foreign
language, another speaking a revelation and anotirging to give an
interpretation? This chaos can not edify the Chueaid the unlearned will
say you are mad

27. If any man speak in amknowntongue,(foreign languagelet it be by
two, or at the moshby three, andhat by course; and let one interpréBy
course, meaning one person at a time and not mbaa three times in one
meeting with someone interpreting so all are edljie

28. But if there be no interpreter, let him keefesce in the church; and let
him speak to himself, and to Gof@lt does not get much clearer. All gifts are
to edify the Church. If the foreign language is kobwn by others or there is
no interpreter, then the Church is not edified,stay SILENY

29. Let the prophets speak two or three, and letdther judge(Everything
must be done to edifying. As speaking in an unkntomgue, if another is
present who can interpret, two miraculous gifts danexercised at once and
the church edified, and the faith of the hearersftoned at the same time.
As to prophesying, two or three only should spetkree meeting, and this
one after the other, not all at once. See also ge39

30. If any thingbe revealed to another that sitteth by, let thretfhold his
peace.(If another person has a correction or a thoughtatdd, let common
Christian courtesy prevail and wait for the firsegson to finish before the
other person speaks. Let everything be done in oathel not confusion

31. For ye may all prophesy one by one, that alyrearn, and all may be
comforted.(The same rules apply to tongue speaking as proghgsynly
one person to speak at a time and no more thandlpeople per meeting

32. And the spirits of the prophets are subjecth® prophets.

33. For God is nothe authorof confusion, but of peace, as in all churches of
the saints(If many are speaking in tongues and or prophesyahghe same
time, it will be just utter confusign

39. Wherefore, brethren, covet to prophesy, anditbnot to speak with
tongues.(Seek after the gift of prophesy first but tongueapng is allowed
providing someone interprets

40. Let all things be done decently and in orddR&aul’s final comment as he
ends this chapter of correction and rebuke to thwi@thians for their
disorderly behaviour and confusion in the Churckpecially in regards to
tongue speaking i.e. foreign languages



