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" And they were a ll filled with the Holy 
Ghost , and began to speak with other tongues, 
as t he Spirit gave the m utt e r a nce" (Act s 2: 4). 

Today m a ny tongues are speaking on speak
ing in tongues. The word "glosso lalia" is 
derived from two Gr eek words 1 "glossa" 
( to ngue) and "lalia " (speaking ) , thus i t means 
speaking in tongues. It i s commonly known as 
speaking in the unknown t ongue as a r esult of a 
special v is itation o f the Hol y Spi r it . 

THE ACCENT 

There i s an accent today on the Holy Spi r it 
and speaking in tongues . 

Among our own Southern Baptist people there 
is an accent in some quarters on the pract ice of 
speaking in tongues . In t he decade of the 50 ' s 
we s t r essed organi zation. With a catchy slogan 
of " A Million More in '54" we organized new 
unit s . We added 600,000 to our Sunday School 
r olls and reaped a bumper crop of baptism s. 
AH of us said this is the way to do it. The 
decade of the 60's was a decade o f manipulation. 
We changed everythin9 on the denominationa l 
checkerboard. We reviewed, retreated, re
organized, reoriented, renamed I restructured , 
rewr ote and did everything except revive the 
vitality for which we longed. We l earned, "It is 
not by organization, nor by manipula tion, but by 
my Spirit, s aith the Lord of hosts" (Zachariah 
4: 6, Free translation). We came into the 70 1 s 
frust rated by our failures and knowing it woul d 
take more than ourselves to turn t he t ide. The 
decade o f the 70' s has been labeled the decade 
of the Hol y Spirit. I welcome the emphasis and 
focus. With an accent on the Holy Spirit (it did 
not j ust start on January 1, 1970) there has 
come also the outbreak of t he "unknown tongue" 
speaking whic h has always been associa ted with 
the baptism of the Holy Spirit . Some of our 
churches have been divided, the preachers have 
been fired, and general havoc has been left in 
the path of this movement. 

Our c hurch sponsor ed two new churc hes in 
Ohio. We put sever al thousands of dolla r s in 
each. One of the pru;tors became terribly "spir
itual , " practiced speaking in t ongues, split his 

church , and or ganized another "spiritua l " 
church; it died, and he has quit the m inistry. 
The other s ituation has a pastor who keeps his 
feet on the ground , s tays with t he Ne w Testa
ment , and continues t o build a fine new c hurch. 
The only la nguages he knows are the languages 
of prayer and plain English . 

But this accent has become worldwide and 
has jumped across denominational, geographi
cal and cultural lines . We have been reminded 
that "speaking in tongues broke forth among 
the decorous , sophisticated, h ighly educated 
Episcopalians , then the Luthe rans, Presbyter
ians, Greek Orthodox and into more than forty 
denominations." In Southern California alone 
2,000 Epi scopalians have been reported speak
ing in tongues. It is said that more than 600 
member s of Hollywood' s First Pr esbyte rian 
Church have cla imed they had the gift. The 
entire staff of a sedate church in the northeast 
claim the special gift . In a Baptist C hurch in 
New Jersey, 85.,; of the members claim the 
special gift. 

The accent has come, not only in churches, 
but on campuses. Students at Princeton, Yale, 
Harvard, U .C . L.A., Stanford and Wheaton have 
had prayer meetings seeking the gilt of tonguesJ 

Some of this new accent has come from 
good, sincere persons who have not found emo
tional involvement in their Christian groups and 
have sought the gift in the despair of personal 
failure. They have a desire to have it if, as the 
song says, "There's more, so much more." If 
there is any more, they want it and they seek it. 
Their yearning is laudable and their ambition is 
not to be ridiculed. 

But our concern is not so much for the prev
alence and explanation of it, so much as it is 
for what the Bible teaches about it. We have 
said that the Bible i s our rule of faith a nd prac
tice . It i s . Since it i s , our safest ground i s to 
find out what the Bible teaches about speaking in 
tongues. 

THE BIBLE 

1. It happened. To deny it i s to deny the 

Biblical record. The nature and quality 
of the special gift will be discussed l ater , 
but for now let us admit honestly that 
"they spake in othe r tongues as the Spirit 
gave them utter a nce" (Ac ts 2: 4). 

2 . It happened in conjunctio n with t he great 
movement of the Holy Spirit (Act s 2: 4 ) . 

3 . It was an exciting l anguage of communi
cation to others , and not unintelligent 
babble (Acts 4: 4-11 ). Everyone "heard" 
in his own language. If we start wit h the 
ear instead of the tongue,, we immediately 
get a better understanding of the miracle 
of speaking in tongues. 

4. The word "tongue" is used 59 times in 
the New Testament . Clearly 55 of these 
times the word is "glossa" (language). 
The other four times mean "another lan
guage" . An example i s in John 5:2, 
"which is called in the He brew tongue •.. " 

S . It was a glorious and wonderful result of 
the visit of God a nd it was used of God. 

6. It served a unique and holy purpose. It 
was for the instant publication of the 
gospel to representatives of the people of 
the world , people who spoke and heard in 
their own languages . It was for instant 
evangelization of the unbelievers , not to 
benefit the Christ ians (I Cor. 14:22) . 

7. It came to an e nd . In I Corinthians 12 
there are the tongues. In I Corinttilans 
14 there is much about tongues. In be
tween, in I Corinthians 13, there is the 
prophecy "whether the r e be t ongues, they 
shall cease" (I Cor. 13:8). 

8. In I Corinthians 14 the word "unknown" 
is in italics. In our English that means 
it is emphasized. In King James English 
( in the Bible ) it always means the ~ 
s ite : it means that the wor d was not in 
the or ig inal but was s upplied to com plete 
an English sentence. 

9 . There devel oped great confusion and 

division over the practice (I Cor. 14) . 

10. There are clear Biblical ins t ruc tions 
about the use of tongues. Freedom of 
speech is Biblical, but instruc tion in what 
we say and how we s ay it is a lso Biblical 
(I Corinthians 14: 18-40) . Don' t over
look verse 40 . 

THE CONCLUSIONS 

l. 'Whatever it was, it was not for ever y
body, so do not feel there is something 
wrong with you if you don't have ambition 
for it, or guilty if you do not have pos
session of it. 

2 . The Galilaean disciples and the listeners 
(Parthians, Medes 1 Elamites 1 Mesopo
tamians, the people of Cappadocia, 
Pontus, Asia 1 Phrygia, Pamphylia, Egypt, 
Libya, Cyrene, Rome, Crete, Arabia and 
other Jews ) were enabled to speak and to 
hear in the language of these in a 
miracle of communication. 

A modern illustration is the circle of the 
Security Council of United Nations . A 
repr esentative addresses the whole 
group in his particular l anguage . The 
delegates hear in thei r own languages . 
This is effected by e lectronic equipment 
and by translators. If this is possible 
today, how much more was it possible at 
Pentecost when the Holy Spirit presided 
in the hearts of men. 

3. There is no such thing as as "unknown 
tongue." If it is unknown, it i s not a 
tongue (or language) . If it i s a t ongue 
(or language) it is not unknown. 

4. The New Testament people who were 
filled with the Holy Spirit spoke in undeF
s t andable languages. 
(1) Peter (Acts 4:8-12) 
(2) Peter and John ( Ac ts 4:31 ) 
(3) Stephen ( Acts 7:55,56) 
(4) Paul (Acts 9: 17- 20) 
(5) Barnabas ( Acts 11 :24) 
(6) AU the disciples ( Ac ts 13 :52, 14:1) 



S. When Paul said, "I thank God I speak with 
tongues more than you all" (I Corinthians 
14: 18) he meant one of two things , or 
both: that the miracle touch was yet upon 
him, enabling him to repeat Pentecostal 
communications , or that his knowledge 
and missionary travels had enabled him 
to speak to more different nationalities 
than any of the Corinthians could do. In 
either or both, he understood what he 
said and the people who heard him undel"
stood what he said. 

6. Use of the "unknown tongue" was an 
inferior practice (I Corinthia ns 14: 1- 4 ). 

7 . Speaking in the known tongue wa s far 
superior (I Corinthians 14: 4, 26b) . 

8. In public wor ship there were sharp limi
tations which are not generall y followed 
by tongue speaking groups today (I Cor
inthians 14: 23-40) . 

The gr eate s t s ingle argument against 
" spea king in the unknown tongue" is 
J e sus Christ. 
(1) Jesus was born of the Spirit ( Luke 

1,35). 
(2) Jesus was filled with the Spirit 

(Luke 4:1). 
(3) Jesus was baptized of the Sp irit 

(Luke 1:22). 
(4) Jes us baptized with the Spirit (Mat

thew 3:11 , Mark 1:8, Luke 3: 16 , 
J ohn 1:33) . 

In all of the se HE NEVER SPOKE IN AN 
"UNKNOWN TONGUE" NOR EVEN SUGGFSTED 
THAT THOSE BLESSED BY HIS EXPERIENCE OR 
TEACHINGS SHOULD DO SO, 

Jesus was more nearly a product of the Holy 
Spirit, more nearl y identified with the Holy. 
Spirit, exhibited more of the presence of the 

Holy Spirit, was better ac qua inted with the Holy 
Spirit and talked mor e about the Holy Spirit 
than any othe r individual the world bas known, 
yet he never spoke incohe rently nor r ecom
mended "tongues. " The common people heard 
him gladly because they understood him 
clearly. 

'With parts of the Bible in more than t, 100 
languages and dialects today, we don't need a 
repetition of the Pentecost miracle, so far as 
speaking in tongues i s concerned. 

Ins tead of s eeking the s o called "unknown 
tongue" we had better use these known tongues 
we have, 

"Let the r ede emed of the Lord say so" 
(Ps alm 107: 2). 

"I had rather s peak five words with my 
understanding , that by my voice l might teach 
others als o I than ten thous and words in an 
'unknown tongue ' " (I Cor, 14:19) . Unless I 
have math failure , that figures out to a ratio of 
1:2,000; one understandable word worth more 
than 2 1000 words in an "unknown tongue.'' The se 
Biblical odds are convincing enough to me that 
I ' m going to play the ga me by the statistics. I 
want to speak my word in a way that people can 
unde r s tand my word, and in response follow the 
r e al Word , whose ve ry coming made Him 
KNOWN . 

'Clill'ord Ingle ... Wh•t About tM New Pm• 
1«'0Malkmf;' lloo,itiu 1nilw/futor (No¥. 
10, 1966). p. l . 

GLOSSOLALIA : 

SPEAKING 

IN 

TONGUES 

By 

T, Ho lli s Epto n 



GLOSSOLALIA: 

.SPEAKING 

IN 

TONGUES 

T. Hollis Epton, Former Pastor of the 
First Baptist Church - Duncan, Oklahoma · 

. -- ·- -· --- - --:-·:··~-- ·--- -- ---



5. When Paul said, "I thank God I speak with 
tongues more than you all" (I Corinthians 
14: 18) he meant one of two things, or 
both: that the miracle touch was yet upon 
him, enabling him to repeat Pentecostal 
communications, or that his knowledge 
and missionary travels had enabled him 
to speak to more different nationalities 
than any of the Corinthians could do. In 
either or both, he understood what he 
said and the people who heard him undera.. 
stood what he said. 

6. Use of the "unknown tongue" was an 
inferior practice (I Corinthians 14: 1-4). 

7. Speaking in the known tongue was far 
superior ( I Corinthians 14: 4, 26b). 

8. In public worship there were sharp limi
tations which are not generally followed 
by tongue speaking groups today ( I Cor
inthians 14: 2~1-40). 

JESUS - OUR EXAMPLE 

The greatest single argument against 
· 11 speaking in the unknown tongue" is 
Jesus Christ. 
( 1) Jesus was born of the Spirit ( Luke 

1: 35). 
(2) Jesus was filled with the Spirit 

(Luke 4: 1). 
(3) Jesus was baptized of the Spirit 

(Luke 1: 22). 
(4) Jesus baptized with the Spirit (Mat

thew 3: 11, Mark 1 :8, Luke 3: 16, 
John 1: 33). 

In all of these HE NEVER SPOKE IN AN 
"UNKNOWN TONGUE" NOR EVEN SUGGESTED 
rHAT THOSE BLESSED BY HIS EXPERIENCE OR 
fEACHINGS SHOULD DO SO. 

Jesus was more nearly a product of the Holy 
Spirit, more nearly identified with the Holy. 
Spirit, exhibited more of the presence of the 

3 

Holy Spirit, was better acquainted with the Holy 
Spirit and talked more about the Holy Spirit 
than any other individual the world has known, 
yet he never spoke incoherently nor recom
mended "tongues. " The common people heard 
him gladly because they understood him 
clearly. 

With parts of the Bible in more than 1, 100 
languages and dialects today, we don' t need a 
repetition of the Pentecost miracle, so far as 
speaking in tongues is concerned. 

Instead of seeking the so called "unknown 
tongue" we had better use these known tongues 
we have. 

"Let the redeemed of the Lord say so" 
(Psalm 107: 2). 

"I had rather speak five words with my 
understanding, that by my voice I might teach 
others also, than ten thousand words in an 
'unknown tongue' 11 (I Cor. 14: 19). Unless I 
have math failure, that figures out to a ratio of 
1: 2,000; one understandable word worth more 
than 2,000 words in an "unknown tongue." These 
Biblical odds are convincing enough to me that 
I'm going to play the game by the statistics. 1 
want to speak my word in a way that people can 
understand my word, and in response follow the 
real Word, whose very coming made Him 
KNOWN. 

1Cllfford Ingle, "What About the Ntw Pen
tecottallsm7," 811ptl,t 11nd lt.fltcto, (Nov. 
10, 1966), p. 3. 



BAPTISTS AND SPEAKING IN TONGUES 

Tongues that could be interpreted as "unknown" are mentioned in only one of the 27 
books in the New Testament. In Acts 2 it is very clear that the disciples were speaking in 
other languages in order for the gospel to spread rapidly to the many different 
language groups in Jerusalem for Pentecost. Verse 6 states, "Every man heard them 
speak in hi s own language." 

Some Bible scholars feel that the people were speaking in other languages in I 
Corinthians 12 and 14, while other scholars feel unintelligible tongues were being 
spoken. Personally, I have no problem with th e latter interpretation. 

If this were the case and "tongues" were intended to be continuing practice in the church, 
one wonders why the other 26 books, including II Corinthians, have nothing to say about 
'"tongues ." The gift of preaching and other gifts of the Spirit are mentioned in other 
books of the New Testament, but not "tongues." 

Paul wrote most of his other letters after he wrote I Corinthians in the spring of 57 AD. 
The generally agreed dates for these letters are (Halley 's Bible Handbook): 
II Corinthians, fall of 57; Romans, 57-58; Galatians, 57; Ephesians, 61-63 ; Philippians, 
61-63 ; Colossians, 61-63; I Timothy, 64-67; II Timothy, 66-67; Titus, 65; Philemon, 
61-63; and if he wrote Hebrews, 61-63. Yet Paul does not mention "tongues" in any of 
these letters. 

Perhaps ''tongues" are not mentioned in his later writings because of their temporary 
nature as stated by Paul in I Corinthians 13: 8, "Whether there be tongues, they shall 
cease." 

As Baptists, we respect the right of another Christian to interpret I Corinthians 12-14 as 
he wills. We will defend his right to do so and think no less of him if we does not 
agree with us. 

But the fact remains, speaking in tongues is not to be found in any of our Baptist 
statements of faith. Pastor R. A Long, who wrote The Modern Tongues Movement 
Rejected, served on the committee that wrote the 1962 Baptist Faith and Message. Had 
he, or Dr. H. H. Hobbs, or any other member of that committee felt that speaking in 
tongues were part of our Baptist beliefs, you can be sure they would have included it. 
Other beliefs not held by Baptists such as praying to saints, purgatory etc. are also not 
included in this statement of faith . 



The bottom line is that each person is free to interpret Scripture as he wills. At the same 
time there are basic Baptist beliefs which Baptists have held to though the centuries, and 
speaking in tongues is not one them. Baptist churches are organized because of a deep 
belief in Baptist doctrines. 

First Baptist Ozona is just such a church. In 1891 Mrs. Elizabeth Odom started 
Methodist work in Ozona. One year later, 1892, Ozona's First Baptist Church was 
organized, not because its first members did not love their Methodist friends. Rather,~ 
they wanted to have a Baptist church where Baptist beliefs would be preached and 
shared. Had the founding members of our church desired an interdenominational church 
they would have joined with others and formed one rather than establishing a Baptist 
church. It was Baptists who organized this church, paid for its buildings, and gave 
unselfishly of themselves and their means that there might be a strong Baptist witness in 
our city . 

The churches of Ozona have a wonderful loving spirit toward one another even though 
they have doctrinal differences. They recognize the right of each church to hold to and to 
proclaim its own distinctive beliefs. Therefore, we expect to hear Methodist doctrine in a 
Methodist church, Lutheran doctrine is a Lutheran church, and Baptist doctrine in a 
Baptist church. This is one reason each ofus should belong to that church whose 
doctrines we can support. None of us should seek to inject into a church beliefs alien to 
its doctrinal position. Should we desire to "win converts," there are hundreds of 
unchurched people all around us who need the gospel of Jesus Christ. Let's focus on 
leading them to Christ rather than leading a person of a different faith to our system of 
beliefs. 

All persons should be weJcome to worship in any church while respecting that church's 
doctrine and form of worship. For example, when Elizabeth and I were in North Ireland I 
preached in a robe and Elizabeth wore no makeup. Why? Because that was part of the 
church ' s fom1 of worship and tradition. We did this out of courtesy and respect. 

When we conduct ourselves in such a way we show Christian love and respect for our 
friends of other faiths. In the words of Paul, "Though I speak with the tongues of men 
and of angels, and have not love, I am become as sounding brass, or a tinkling cymbal" 
(I Corinthians 13: 1). 

Jerold McBride 
Interim Pastor 
First Baptist Church 
Ozona, Texas 

* The group that organized the First Baptist Church of Ozona is 
described as, "God-fearing men and women of the Baptist faith 
who desired to see a church of their own belief established in the 
new town." (A History of Crockett County, 1976, page 115) 



Dear Lesa, 

Jerold R. McBride, Th.D. 
5241 Wes/way Drive 

San Angelo, TX 76904 

January 18, 2003 

Tongues are mentioned in only two of the 27 books in the New Testament. In Acts 
it is very clear that the disciples were speaking in other languages in order for the 
gospel to spread quickly. In I Cor. 12 & 14 some Bible scholars feel they were 
speaking in other languages, while others feel they were speaking in unintelligible 
tongues. If the latter were the case and was intended to be a continuing practice in 
the church, one wonders why the other 26 books have nothing to say about it. 

Perhaps the temporary nature of such utterances is the reason (I Cor. 13:8 "If 
there are tongues they will cease."). 

As Baptists, we certainly respect the right for another Christian to interpret this 
passage as be wills. We will defend his right to do so and we think no less of him if 
he does not agree with us. 

But the fact is that speaking in tongues is not to be found in any of our Baptist 
statements of faith. Pastor R. A Long, who has written the book, The Modern 
Tongues Movement Rejected, served on the committee that wrote the 1962 Baptist 
Faith and Message. Had he or any of the other pastors and laypersons on the 
committee felt that speaking in tongues were a part of our beliefs, you can be sure 
they would have included it. 

The bottom line is that each person is free to interpret Scripture as they will. And 
no person should be coerced to interpret in certain manner. At the same time there 
are basic Bible beliefs which Baptists have held on to through the centuries, and 
speaking in tongues is not one of them (see the enclosed copy of Baptist Faith and 
Message). 

Whatever position you may choose to take, be assured of my Christian love and 
respect. J 
In His service, ; 

~~ 

·; 

,. d 
~ 

Jerold R. McBride 
' 

../ / 
~ 

C 

' 



Letter and Notes 

II Cor. Written to address what Paul considered "Problems" 
Lord's Supper - Gluttony - Getting drunk 
Young man living with young step mother, etc. 
"Tongues" - Pride - Was divisive then and is now where it seeks to 

invade a church which does not hold that position 

This church was organized because of belief in Baptist Doctrine: 
1891 - Mrs. Odom began Methodist work 
1892 - FBC organized because of a desire to have a church that held to 

Baptist beliefs 
Every brick of this church's facilities paid for my Baptist money 
- ILLUS: My home paid for and someone coming into it to take over ... 

We need to show respect for a church's tradition of worship 
1. JRM Robe in Bangor, North Ireland 
2. Elizabeth no makeup 

Sunday a week ago - Created a distraction from the message the Holy Spirit 
had given me - Grieved the Holy Spirit - A damper thrown on the 
invitation ... 

People of any faith welcome to worship so long as they do not try to promote 
a doctrine contrary to the church's doctrine, and so long as they do not 
distract from the service 



If the latter were the case and "tongues" were intended to be a continuing 
practice in the church, one wonders why the other 26 books, including II 
Corinthians, have nothing to say about it. Paul wrote most of his other 
letters, in which he says not one thing about "tongues," after he wrote I 
Corinthians in the spring of 57 AD. The generally agreed dates for letters he 
wrote later (Halley's Bible Handbook) are: II Corinthians the fall of 57, 
Romans 57-58, Galatians 57, Ephesians 61- 63, Philippians 61-63, Colossians 
61-63, I Timothy 64-67, II Timothy 66-67, Titus 65, Philemon 61-63, and if 
Paul wrote Hebrews 61-63. 

Perhaps the 1 e01riffl "tongues" are not mentioned in his later writings is /ve, ~ 
~ tt ms af their temporary nature as stated by Paul in I Corinthians 13: 8, 
"whether there be tongues, they shall cease." 

I have great difficulty in understanding why I would want to belong to a 
Methodist church when I believe in the security of the believer rather than in 
falling from grace and when I believe in baptism by immersion rather than by 
sprinkling. Likewise, I find it extremely difficult to understand why one 
would want to belong to a Baptist ch~~ _anfl believe in "ton~ ' knowi~ ~ 
this is contrary to Baptist doctrine. ff&asoe~at~e-reas~n'~ 
'5onre-,is to inject this practice into a Baptist Church. 



(You read it now.), "TONGUES, THEY SHALL CEASE." He means 
what he says: this gift will stop, come to an end. Let me quote from Dr. 
Millard J. Berquist, "The apostle expressly states (13 :8) that 'tongues 
shall pass away'. He did not indicate just when, but certainly one would 
be justified in believing that their purpose and function have long since 
ceased. " 6 

Paul goes on to say, "Whether there be knowledge, it shall vanish 
away". He is here predicting that the spiritual gift of inspired 
knowledge, such as prompted the writing of the New Testament, shall 
vanish away. There are no more books being added to the Bible today, 
because the special spiritual gift that made it possible has vanished 
away. The Holy Spirit still works and illuminates and moves among 
men today, but the apostolic gifts of the first century have vanished 
away. 

Look at verse 9: "For we know in part, and we prophesy in 
part." The apostle is saying that even the best of these special gifts 
(prophesy) under discussion, is only partial. No one person was 
complete in them, and no one of these gifts gave the full, complete (or 
perfect) testimony for God. 

WHAT DO THE COMMENTARIES SAY? 
5. Every commentary that I have in my library is in agreement 

with this: (i) The American Commentary says that I Corinthians 
13: 8-10 is teaching that these special gifts of the spirit ( like 
tongues) were temporary and provisional in character and have 
passed away since the first age of the church. 7 (ii) The Expos· 
ito!'s Greek New Testaments says, "Of the tongues it is simply 
said that, they will stop, having like other miracles, a temporary 
significance; not giving place to any higher development of the like 
kind, they lapse and terminate .... These charisms (tongues, etc.) are 
partial in scope, and therefore temporary. "8 (iii) The Interpreter's Bible 
makes this comment: "The implication is that this much esteemed type 
of ecstatic speech (tongues) in the Apostle's view, has no future at 
all. " 9 (iv) Matthew Henry says," .... the extraordinary gifts on which the 
Corinthians valued themselves, were of short continuance." 1 O ( v) The 
Pulpit Commentary: "These three graces (faith, hope, and love) are 
fundamental and permanent; not transient, like the charisms ( tongues, 
etc.) on which the Corinthians were priding themselves, but which 
should aJI be •annulled' ". 11 (vi) The Expositor's Bible says, "These 
gifts .... some might misapprehend their significance and fancy that 
these extraordinary manifestations were destined to characterize the 
Christian church throughout its history, Paul wa~ not so deceived. He 
was prepared for their disappearance." 12 

6 . Though it is in no way essential to my argument as to the 
temporary nature of the apostalic gifts, which is already clearly 
established by verse 8, I believe verse 10 ("When that which is perfect is 
come, then that which is in part shall be done away") is talking about 
the perfect revelation of God's truth which was then in the process of 
coming into the world. The charismata were not the perfect witness for 
God. They were partial (verse 9); but the completed New Testament of 
today is the full and complete (periect) wiiness oi God to the worid in 
our time. I believe this for the following reasons: (i) T,he passage did 
not say, "When we become perfect .... ". It said, "When that which is 
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.. For to one is given by the Spirit the 
.~e rd of wisdom;* to another Rthe word of 
~ ~ wledge by the same Spirit; 2 Cor. 8:7 
>nf i RTo another faith by the same Spirit; to 
ier ; ~t~er Rthe gifts of healing by the same 
I·~ int:• Matt. 17: 19; 2 Cor. 4: 13 • Mark 16: 18; James 5: 14 
•. · lO To another the working of miracles;* 
· i · another prophecy: to another discerning 

,f spirits; to a,i~ther diver~ kinds of tongues; 
•., another the mterpretat10n .of tongues: 

· 11 But all these worketh that one and the 
th.. : lfsarile Spirit, dividing to every man sever-

: i ly as he will. · 
led { 
Ye ' 

15:5 . The body and its many members 

~at ·' 12 For Ras the body is one, and hath many 
111• embers, and all the members of that one 
:an 
:>ly 
5: 17 

1 CORINTHIANS 12 

body, being many. are one body: Rso also is 
Christ. Rom. 12:4, 5; Eph. 4:4 • Gal. 3: 16 

13 For by one Spirit are we all baptized 
into one body.* whether we be Jews or Gen
tiles. whether we be bond or free; and have 
been all made to drink into one Spirit. 

14 For the body is not one member. but 
many. 

15 If the foot shall say. Because I am not 
the hand, I am not of the body; is it therefore 
not of the body? 

16 And if the ear shall say. Because I am 
not the eye, I am not of the body; is it there
fore not of the body? 

17 If the whole body were : an eye, where 
were the hearing? If the whole were hearing, 
where were the smelling? 

18 But now hath RGod set the members 

)Ut , 

4:4 12:8 The "word of wisdom" makes known to the people of the Lord the purpose of God for 
ra- em in a particular situation (cf. Acts 6:1-7; 15:13-21). The "word of knowledge" is the Spirit's 

evelation of the facts of a situation (cf. John 4:18; Acts 5:3). · . , 
, 1219 Since all Christians have saving faith, this ' must mean the faith which moves mountains 

.1J~· !' /13:2), the power to lay hold on God's promises for results (cf. James 5:17-18). As there are various 

1 :23 i kinds of illness, even so there are various kinds of healing gifts. All healing comes from God. He still 
iv, , ~eals, sometimes using the medical profession, sometimes not. The gift of healing was given to authen-

ticate the gospel. Even Paul could not heal indiscriminately (2 Tim. 4:20). 
12:10 A miracle (cf. Acts 2:22, note) is a temporary supernatural suspension of the laws that 

- ' govern this world as we ~ommonly observe them. Miracles confirm God's truth (Heb. 2:3-4) when He 
ive does a new work, as in the time of the giving of the Law under Moses, in the revival under · Elijah and 
i of Elisha, and in the introduction of the Christian era. Because the gift of miracles authenticated the 
fne '< apostolic office (2 Cor. 12:12), the gift of miracles died with the apostles. It will be revived in the Great 
-9). Tribulation (Rev. 11:3-7). God still works miracles today, though the gift is abse~t. To p~ophesy is. to 
.) a tell forth a message from God. Prophecy is Spirit-inspired utterance (14:29-30), which is of great value 
the (14:1, .3, 5). One who preaches today in the wisdom and power of the Holy Spirit has the· gift of 
·alk prophecy (Rev. 19:10). J\ minority who had the gift of prophecy had also the office of prophet, which 
~6), was second only to that of the apostle (v. 28; Eph. 4:11). These two offices were foundational in 

instructing the infant Church (Eph. 2:20). When the N.T. was completed, the office of the prophet 
ceased, for the Scriptures made it unnecessary. On the day of Pentecost the disciples spoke in lan
guages, and crowds recognized known dialects (Acts 2:4-11). The tongues at Caesarea (Acts 10:46) and 
Ephesus (Acts 19:6) may also have been known languages as at Pentecost, since the same descriptive 
Greek word is used for them all. In contrast, tfleo,tongues at Corinth wes .. ..,.. • .i, dculb)' .~oe&, "' 
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(14:2) without supernatural interpretation, and the speaker himself did not understand (14:14). The 
spe~ r aJooe wa&..e~}+.-at)':-"ftrough Paul spoke in several languages, gujssa in Gteefc (rif: 18), and 
would" not have them .. ftnbtdden ~4':39), he emphasized' tliat understood prophecy was a much more 
uselnt-gtft-+1+.-t;· 19): ~tnsfsted' that tongues shoufa not he used in the church unfess there was" atJ 

..fnte1p1el:eF fl4~28'~; amrtheti-·m,t-mon,,-thmr·three men (14:27) could do so._one ata time. Women were 
for~~den to speak itr- tongue&-·f~ htrt'they could ·pray and prophesy in tlie assembly- (':t·hfli. 
1'ongues were a sign to the .ClirBt-refecting natron or·nraer (!4:2T.:.ff;-rs. ~8:If-f2Kim auffientfcafihg'" 
glfrfor the period before the N:T: was--wrimm (:Acfs Z:7-11). ~e~,then_ceased (l:f:8). In Corinth the 
inferpretatfon o(_ tongues was needed as a grace-gift. :Sither the one who spoke in tongues, or another, 
could interpret, hut only pne ftiterpretation was t0"be given (14:5, 27). Concerning these gifts, it was 
necessary to be able to diffinguish between what came from the Holy Spirit, what was Satanic counter
fPlt and what was simply of the flesh. The gift of distinguishing spirits met this need. 

· .. ~- h.,.ti,:wer is born again by the Holy Spirit (John 3:3-6). He is also 
- • "'"'~~4d- the Church, and to Christ in His 
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"And they were all filled with the Holy 
Ghost, and began to speak with other tongues, 
as the Spirit gave them utterance" (Acts 2: 4). 

Today many tongues are speaking on speak
ing in tongues. The word "glossolalia" is 
derived from two Greek words, "glossa" 
(tongue) and "lalia" (speaking), thus it means 
speaking in tongues. It is commonly known as 
speaking in the unknown tongue as a result of a 
special visitation of the Holy Spirit. 

THE ACCENT 

There is an accent today on the Holy Spirit 
and speaking in tongues. 

Among our own Southern Baptist people there 
is an accent in some quarters on the practice of 
speaking in tongues. In the decade of the 50' s 
we stres sed organization. With a catchy slogan 
of "A Million More in '54" we organized new 
units. We added 600,000 to our Sunday School 
rolls and reaped a bumper crop of baptisms. 
All of us said this is the way to do it. The 
decade of the 60 's was a decade of manipulation. 
We changed everything on the denominational 
checkerboard. We revi ewed, retreated, re
organized, .reoriented, renamed, restructured, 
rewrote and did everythfng except revive the 
vitality for which we longed. We learned, "It is 
not by organization, nor by manipulation, but by 
my Spirit, s aith the Lord of hosts" (Zachariah 
4: 6, Free translation). We came into the 70' s 
frustrated by our failures and knowing it would 
take more than ourselves to turn the tide. The 
decade of the 70' s has been labeled the decade 
of the Holy Spirit. I welcome the emphasis and 
focus. With an accent on the Holy Spirit (it did 
not just start on January 1 , 1970) there has 
come also the outbreak of the "unknown tongue" 
speaking which has always been associated with 
the baptism of the Holy Spirit. Some of our 
churches have been divided, the preachers have 
been fired, and general havoc has been left in 
the path of this movement. 

Our church sponsored two new churches in 
Ohio. We put several thousands of dollars in 
each. One of the pastors became terribly "spir
itual, 11 practiced speaking in tongues, split his 
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church, and organized another "spiritual" 
church; it died, and he has quit the ministry. 
The other situation has a pastor who keeps his 
feet on the ground, stays with the New Testa
ment, and continues to build a fine new church. 
The only languages he knows are the languages 
of prayer and plain English. 

But this accent has become worldwide and 
has jumped across denominational, geographi
cal and cultural lines. We have been reminded 
that II speaking in tongues broke forth among 
the decorous, sophisticated, highly educated 
Episcopalians, then the Lutherans, Presbyter
ians, Greek Orthodox and into more than forty 
denominations." In Southern California alone 
2,000 Episcopalians have been reported speak
ing in tongues. It is said that more than 600 
members of Hollywood's First Presbyterian 
Church have claimed they had the gift. The 
entire staff of a sedate church in the northeast 
claim the special gift. In a Baptist Church in 
New Jersey, 85% of the members claim the 
special gift. 

The accent has come, not only in churches, 
but on campuses. Students at Princeton, Yale, 
Harvard, U • C • L.A. , Stanford and Wheaton have 
had prayer meetings seeking the gift of tongues •1 

Some of this new accent has come from 
good, sincere persons who have not found emo
tional involvement in their Christian groups and 
have sought the gift in the despair of personal 
failure. They have a desire to have it if, as the 
song says, "There' s more, so much more. 11 If 
there is any more, they want it and they seek it. 
Their yearning is laudable and their ambition is 
not to be ridiculed. 

But our concern is not so much for the prev
alence and explanation of it, so much as it is 
for what the Bible teaches about it. We have 
said that the Bible is our rule of faith and prac
tice. It is. Since it is, our safest ground is to 
find out what the Bible teaches about speaking in 
tongues. 

THE BIBLE 

1. It happened. To deny it is to deny the 



Biblical record, The nature and quality 
of the special gift will be discussed later, 
but for now let us admit honestly that 
"they spake in other tongues as the Spirit 
gave them utterance" (Acts 2: 4). 

2. It happened in conjunction with the great 
movement of the Holy Spirit (Acts 2:4). 

3. It was an exciting language of communi
cation to others, and not unintelligent 
babble (Acts 4:4-11). Everyone "heard" 
in his own language. If we start with the 
ear instead of the tongue, we immediately 
get a better understanding of the miracle 
of speaking in · tongues. 

4. The word "tongue" is used 59 times in 
the New Testament. Clearly 55 of these 
times the word is "glossa" (language). 
The other four times mean "another lan
guage". An example is in John 5: 2, 
"which is called in the Hebrew tongue ... " 

5. It was a glorious and wonderful result of 
the visit of God and it was used of God. 

6. It s erved a unique and holy purpose. It 
was for the instant publication of the 
gos pel to representatives of the people of 
the world, people who spoke and heard in 
their own languages. It was for instant 
evangelization of the unbelievers, not to 
benefit the Christians (I Cor. 14:22). 

7. It came to an end. In I Corinthians 12 
there ore the tongues. In I Corinthians 
14 there is much about tongues. In be
tween, in I Corinthians 13, there is the 
prophecy "whether there be tongues, they 
shall cease" (ICor. 13:8). 

8. In I Corinthians 14 the word "unknown" 
is in italics. In our English that means 
it is emphasized. In King James English 
(in the Bible) it always means the oppo
site: it means that the word was not in 
the original but was supplied to complete 
an English sentence. 

9. There developed great confusion and 
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division over the practice (I Cor. 14). 

10. There are clear Biblical instructions 
about the use of tongues. Freedom of 
speech is Biblical, but instruction in what 
we say and how we say it is also Biblical 
(I Corinthians 14: 18-40). Don't over
look verse 40. 

THE CONCLUSIONS 

1. Whatever it was, it was not for every
body, so do not feel there is something 
wrong with you if you don't have ambition 
for it, or guilty if you do not have pos
session of it. 

2. The Galilaean disciples and the listeners 
(Parthians, Medes, Elamites, Mesopo
tamians , the people of C appadocia, 
Pontus, Asia, Phrygia, Pamphylia, Egypt, 
Libya, Cyrene, Rome, Crete, Arabia and 
other Jews) were enabled to speak and to 
hear in the language of these in a 
miracle of communication. 

A mode rn illustra tion is the circle of the 
Security Council of United Nations. A 
representative addresses the whole 
group in his particular language. The 
delegates hear in their own languages. 
This is effected by electronic equipment 
and by translators. If this is possible 
today, how much more was it possible at 
Pentecost when the Holy Spirit presided 
in the hearts of men. 

3. There is no such thing as as "unknown 
tongue." If it is unknown, it is not a 
tongue (or language). If it is a tongue 
(or language) it is not unknown. 

4. The New Testament people who were 
filled with the Holy Spirit spoke in undel'
standable languages. 
( 1 ) Peter ( Acts 4 : 8-12) 
(2) Peter and John (Acts 4:31) 
(3) Stephen (Acts 7: 55 ,56) 
(4) Paul (Acts 9: 17-20) 
( 5) Barnabas ( Acts 11: 24) 
(6) All the disciples (Acts 13:52, 14:1) 



5. When Paul said, 11 1 thank God I speak with 
tongues more than you all" (I Corinthians 
14: 18) he meant one of two things, or 
both: that the miracle touch was yet upon 
him, enabling him to repeat Pentecostal 
communications, or that his knowledge 
and missionary travels had enabled him 
to speak to more different nationalities 
than any of the Corinthians could do. In 
either or both, he understood what he 
said and the people who heard him unde,:.. 
stood what he said. 

6. Use of the "unknown tongue" was an 
inferior practice (I Corinthians 14: 1-4). 

7. Speaking in the known tongue was far 
superior (I Corinthians 1414,26b). 

8. In public worship there were sharp limi
tations which are not generally followed 
by tongue speaking groups today ( I Cor
inthians 14: 23-40). 

JESUS - OUR EXAMPLE 

The greatest single argument against 
· "speaking in the unknown tongue" is 
Jesus Christ. 
( 1) Jesus was born of the Spirit ( Luke 

1 l 35). 
(2) Jesus was filled with the Spirit 

(Luke 4: 1). 
( 3) Jesus was baptized of the Spirit 

(Luke 1: 22). 
(4) Jesus baptized with the Spirit (Mat

thew 3: 11, Mark 1:8, Luke 3: 16, 
John 1:33). 

In all of thes e HE NEVER SPOKE IN AN 
"UNKNOWN TONGUE" NOR EVEN SUGGESTED 
rHAT THOSE BLESSED BY HIS EXPERIENCE OR 
rEACHINGS SHOULD DO SO. 

Jesus was more nearly a product of the Holy 
Spirit, more nearly identified with the Holy. 
Spirit, exhibited more of the presence of the 
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Holy Spirit, was better acquainted with the Holy 
Spirit and talked more about the Holy Spirit 
than any other individual the world has known, 
yet he never spoke incoherently nor recom
mended "tongues." The common people heard 
him gladly because they understood him 
clearly. 

With parts of the Bible in more than 1, 100 
languages and dialects today, we don' t need a 
repetition of the Pentecost miracle, so far as 
speaking in tongues is concerned. 

Instead of seeking the so called "unknown 
tongue" we had better use these known tongues 
we have. 

11 Let the redeemed of the Lord say so" 
(Psalm 107: 2). 

11 1 had rather speak five words with my 
understanding, that by my voice I might teach 
others also, than ten thousand words 1n an 
' unknown tongue"' (I Cor. 14: 19) • Unless I 
have math failure, that figures ou~ to a ratio of 
1 : 2,000; one understandable word worth more 
than 2,000 words in an "unknown tongue.'' These 
Biblical odds are convincing enough to me that 
I'm going to play the game by the statistics. I 
want to speak my word in a way that people can 
understand my word, and in response follow the 
real Word, whose very coming made Him 
KNOWN. 

1Clllford l"SM, "Wh,t About the N.w Pen
lecott.ll11117," 84ptl,t '""' R,ft,cto, (Nov. 
10, 1966), p. 3. 



318 REVELATION AND GOD . 

There is then no coldness or dulness in th~ me_eting. The 
church that makes out its program of wors~ip. without refe~
ence to the Holy Spirit forgets what worship 1s and what_ 1t 
is for. Frequently it is looked upon as a means of entert~m
ing or pleasing the people rather than as a mean~ of pleasmg 
and adoring Christ as Lord and buddrng up his body, the 
church. Woe to the church when the esthetic and the enter
ta ini ng take the pl ace of the spiritual in its worship! Only _so 
much of the esthetic and entertaining should be allowed as will 
serve the ends of the spiritual. 

We are not to infer from this that a church service will be 
sp iri tual by vir tue of the fact that it is informal. A service 
m:iy be carefully planned and intelligently directed and be 
spiritual. Spirituality is not synonymous with uncontrolled 
sentiment, nor with spontaneous combustion. God works 
through man's intelligence as well as through his fee lings. 
P au l says that God is a God of order, not of confusion ( I Car. 
14 : 26-33) . But in all of the planning for a service and in 
the di rection of it, divine guidance should be sought and spirit
ual a ims and ends be kept uppermost. 

, - e,~ _..spicitltttl--gifts, Paul puts emphasis on the 
V supremacy of the ethical over the miraculous and the physi

.:aJ. 
10 

This is clearly seen in I Corinthians, chapters 12-14. 
It is well to remember that these three chapters constitute one 
discussion on sp ir itual gifts. Whatever the gift of tongues 
may have been at Corinth, Paul does not consider it the su-
preme gi ft ; in fact, he rather depreciates it. He insists that 
tal king does no g ood unless one talks so as to be understood 
or has some one to interpret for him. Paul does not believe 
in an uncontroll ed emotionalism in religion. He says emphati
ca lly that the g reatest thing is love. The greatest thing that 
G_o cl can . do for any man is not to give him the power to talk 
with tongues· or to work miracles but it is to make him a lover 

?f his fe llow man. Patient, suffering love is the greatest thing \ 111 the world. 

"- T hose people today who insist that what Christians need 
fi rst of all is a restoration of the power to work miracles and 

10 

See Jones, Stanley, Tl,e Christ of Every Road, p. 71. 
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January 16, 2003 

Lesa Branch 
P.O. Box 153 
Ozona, Texas 76943 

Dear Lesa, 

Thank you for you request for a copy of last Sunday 
morning' s sermon. It is quite a compliment when a 
member shows such interest in their pastor' s messages. 

If you were not present Sunday evening when I spoke 01 

Islam, Christianity, and the Current Crisis 
perhaps you would like a cassette recording of that 
message. I will gladly give you one. 

I am gathering other material to send to you- in fact it is 
too much to fax, therefore I shall mail it to you. 

In the meantime, I am equally interested in your 
understanding of the subject I addressed Sunday 
morning. Take a moment and e mail to me your 
thoughts concerning the Person, the Deity, and the Worl 
of the Holy Spirit including what you believe about His 
involvement in the current expression of ecstatic 
utterances. Your doing this will greatly help me in 
forwarding relevant material to you. 

I am looking forward to your email. If you do not use e 
mail you may fax your material to 659-0997. 

My email address is JeroldMcBride@msn.com. 

Yours in His service, 

a~ rJ<, 711~&-r ~-4, 
~~ ;~cBride 


