Titlee So, what isthe Gift of Tongues?

Text: 1 Corinthians 14.1-5

Theme: The definition and role of the gift of tongues
Series. 1 Corinthians #79

Prop Stmnt. If we don’t have the Spirit, we are dead.

Read Text:

The gift of tongues s part of a much larger picture, which iswhat normally makes this
such a challenging subject to tackle in one message. | am hoping that you can think
theologically-holistically with me this morning. In other words, instead of simply being
interested in what my take is on this subject, | am so desirous that you allow the entire
message of the book of 1 Corinthians to be the context that hel ps you see the bigger
picture, because behind much of the argument over the gift of tonguesis a disagreement
OVer more Serious i ssues.

For example, if a person believes that the Scriptures are not truly sufficient to provide us
with al that we need for thislife, but that in addition to the Scriptures, we need a further
word from the Lord, then we have a serious problem. Without an objective basis, aruler,
a standard, an unchanging gauge by which to interpret our impressions, or experiences,
we end up becoming our own authority. So, if my view of God’s sufficient Word that
has been revealed, recorded and preserved is not consistent with God' s view of His
Word, then | am going to be open to things (ideas and thoughts that are contrary to God’s
Word) | ought to be closed to, which will in turn cause me to be closed to the very Word
of God that | must be open to.

We bring to the study of this subject atheology. And Paul addresses this subject to a
group of people who had some faulty theology that we need to remember is part of this
picture. Therewere some people in the church at Corinth who considered themselves to
have spiritually “arrived.” There was a clear problem with those who thought that they
were the spiritually elite, when in reality they were spiritually immature. Thistwo-tiered
version of Christianity is dead wrong. | have dealt with this rather extensively in this
series, so | do not want to belabor the point, but simply put you in remembrance.
Therefore...

1. Your view of Sanctification usually drives your view of the gift of
tongues.

Y our view of how (the process, the steps, the journey, the means) a person becomes a
more fully committed follower of Christ (def. of sanctification) usually (not always) is
what is the bigger issue behind your view of the role and purpose of tongues. Frankly, |
am much more concerned about your view of this subject than | am that you agree with
my position in every detail about the gift of tongues.

There are many people who are very sincere, and very committed to growing as a
follower of Christ. They want Christ to be honored in their lives. They want to please



Him and live for Him and serve Him and they have been taught and believe that speaking
in tongues is an important part of that goal. Let’s acknowledge the obvious. The goal of
pleasing God and living with complete abandonment to His authority is something we
applaud and affirm. | am not questioning the motives, | want usto examine the biblical
text that supposedly teaches that and see if indeed that is what the Scriptures
communicate.

A. View #1 Christianity isa two-step process.
First, you trust Christ and become a Christian, then at another time, you have another
experience where you become filled with God’ s power (fully sanctified, baptized by the
Spirit, disciple)
The basisfor thisfindsits support in the OT story of the exodus to the promised land and
the NT story in the book of Acts. Hereisthe OT pattern that is used as atemplate or a
pattern for the life of abeliever now. (1 Cor. 10.1-5)

Exodus - Joshua

Slavery — Sin

Passover — Salvation

Red Sea — Baptism
Wildernesswanderings— Powerless Christian life
Jordan River — 2" blessing, Holy Spirit Power
Promised Land — Victorious Christian life
Result Conquest and Victory

S0, do you want to live in the wilderness or in the promised land? The NT story is found
in the book of Acts.

Acts 2

Cross Salvation

Upper Room Waiting and praying for the blessing
Pentecost 2" Blessing (tongues), Holy Spirit Power
Result Power, Miracles, Conversions

The results speak for themselves. After the Spirit came upon the disciples as evidenced
by a sound of a rushing wind, tongues of fire on the heads of the believers and speaking
in tongues, 3,000 people were saved in one day. Therefore the patternin Actsisthe
template for Christian experience. In order to have a powerful Christian life, you need to
wait and pray for the Spirit to come upon you in a2™ blessing. For many, if you have
this 2™ blessing, then you will speak in tongues.

There are some other versions of this 2™ blessing theology, that do not demand speaking
in tongues as evidence of it, but some claim that you can get to the point where you no



longer sin. Once again, you have atwo-tiered grouping: those who are fully sanctified
and those who are only partially sanctified. Do you see that this 2-step sanctification
theology is driven by a misunderstanding of the already, but not yet reality for the
believer?

For example, isthere healing in the atonement? Does Isaiah 53.5 not say that “by his
wounds we are healed”? YES!! That blessing was secured for us by Christ. However,
we are not promised that we will receive all of the benefits (namely glorification) of that
before the return of Christ. Already we are in Christ (positionally), but not yet do we
experience all of the benefits. Take Romans 8, for example. We groan, we suffer, we are
weak, we endure, we wrestle, face trouble hardship, persecution and danger. We are
considered to be as sheep to be slaughtered. Andinyet in al these things we are still
more than conquerors through him who loved us, because even though we now,
experience these problems, we are already in Christ and none of things including death,
life, angels or demons can ever separate us from the love of God that isin Christ Jesus
our Lord. We still get sick and we still die (Rom. 8.10), and yet Jesus promised that “He
who believesin me will never die!” Thereisasensein which now, wewon't die
(spiritually) but that promise also includes a physical aspect to it that applies to our
glorified bodies. Already we won't die spiritually, but not yet is that promise fully in
place for our physical bodies. That comes after the return of Christ. Do you see that
much of the theology of sanctification that is taught by some of our “charismatic’
brothers and sistersisin actuality a confusion of the “already but not” yet tension.

Now, go back to the pattern in Acts. If the two-step processis how it is supposed to
happen, then we should expect this to happen to the other people who cometo Christ,
whose stories are recorded in the Bible. Does this happen? By the way, the matter of
speaking in tongues occurs in the book of Acts and in the book of 1 Corinthians. Those
who argue that this gift is clearly not for today like to point that out, sinceif it was
intended to be an ongoing part of the Christian experience would it not be part of the
other letters that Paul or the other apostles wrote? Those who argue that this gift is
clearly for today like to ask how many times does something need to be taught in the
Bible to be important? Good point. We are studying the 1 Corinthians part, let’sdo a
survey of the book of Acts on this subject and see what we find.

In the book of Actsthere are four passages that include something about the gift of
tongues. Acts 2 istheinitial experience of the baptism of the Spirit, both the tongues of
fire and the gift of tongues that was given to some, perhaps al (120) in the upper room.
The next occurrence is Acts 8, where the Spirit came upon the brand new Samaritan(half-
Jew/half-Gentile) believers who had been raised to believe in only the Pentateuch as their
Bible. Thethird occurrenceisin Acts 10 where Cornelius (Roman —full blooded
Gentile) along with many in his household come to faith in Christ. This event (Acts 10)
led to the confrontation in Acts 11 between Peter and the Jewish believers who accused
him of eating with Gentiles. The final occurrence of tongues appearsin Acts 19, wherea
group of disciples of John the Baptist are caught in what D.A. Carson calls “akind of
salvation-historical warp.” In the first occurrence (Acts 8) tongues is not mentioned
explicitly, though | think that it was part of the event.



Acts8

Preaching

Salvation

Water Baptism

(break)

Prayer and Reception of the Holy Spirit (w/ evidence — assumed)

This scenario seems to support the 2™ blessing view.

Acts10

Preaching

Salvation/Reception of Holy Spirit (w/ tongues)
Water Baptism

This scenario does not support the 2" blessing view.

Acts19. 1-7

Salvation (earlier)

Water baptism (John’s)

(break)

Prayer and reception of the Holy Spirit (w/ tongues)

This scenario can be argued by both sides, but seemsto be a very unique situation that
cannot be used as a pattern, since these people knew the message of John the Baptist
about the Messiah and Christ and believed it. But, they had not heard about the coming
of the Holy Spirit, though because of the preaching ministry of Apollosthey probably
knew of the death, burial and resurrection of Christ.

The danger with looking at these events for the purpose of trying to find out if they
support a 2" blessing view and is therefore a template for the “normal” Christian life and
expected experience or not is that we end up missing what Luke' sintent was in writing
this entire book. The book of Actswas not written to argue for or against the operation
of tonguesin the life of the believer for today. Keep in mind that Luke istracing the
story of the gospel and church of Jesus Christ from Jerusalem, to Judea, to Samaria and
then to the uttermost regions of the world. It starts out Jewish and becomes more and
more Gentile all the time. Asaresult, the early church istransitioning racialy,
economically, and geographically. Along the way, the leadership and the people are
struggling to figure out what their relationship with the OT law is now supposed to look
like. Along with that, what is the relationship between the Jews and the Gentiles
supposed to look like in the church?

There were many other placesin Acts where the preaching of the gospel brought about
the conversion of people without any mention of the gift of tongues. In fact Luke records
many examples of people being full of the Holy Spirit where no mention of tonguesis
made. But again, Luke’'s main point in writing Actsis not to give us atemplate for the



Christian life, but to show that the gospel was a movement away from Jerusalem to
Rome, from Jews to Gentiles, from Israel to the world. The only time when believers
were waiting for the Holy Spirit to come upon them was in Acts 2 which was in direct
obedience to the instructions of Christ. Thereis no other example of a person becoming
afollower of Christ, then waiting and waiting and hoping and praying to be filled with
the Spirit. When there is a gap between salvation and filling, it is not that the people are
waiting and longing for it. 1t happens when the apostles come and are first hand
witnesses and participants of the pouring out of the Holy Spirit on entire groups of people
who were not waiting for the Spirit.

B. View #2 Christianity isa one-step process. (w/ ongoing maturing)

In all of Paul’swritingsto the early church and particularly in his books that deal very
specifically with the doctrine of Sanctification, Paul makes no mention of a two-step
process. Some of have tried to teach this from Romans 12.1-2, but they build a
theological tower on aflimsy grammatical argument that cannot support the structure. In
other words, Paul teaches that a person who becomes afollower of Christ, then begins the
process of growing, maturing, and spiritually developing in a process that does not
conclude until that person iswith Christ.

Some have concluded that while Paul makes no room for a two-step process, but Luke
does. So...takeyour pick. Find a system that works for you! That may sound appealing
to the post-modern world of Christianity today, but it iswrong. Luke does not teach a
two-tiered approach to sanctification. He is giving an account of how the gospel spread,
and how the Spirit of God worked to expand the church racially and geographically in a
way that forced the early Jewish believers to widen their view of the church of Christ and
the kingdom of God. The kingdom of Christ isbigger than you. Hereisthe
unmistakable evidence for it! Look at these people speaking in tongues (Samaritans —
Acts 8; Gentiles— Acts 10), just like the 120 in the upper room on the day of Pentecost.

There are two dangers that | want to navigate our theological and experiential ship to
avoid. Thefirst danger iswhat | think many Charismatics run into when they attempt to
read into the historical accounts of Israel and Acts a pattern for their individual
experiences of Christian growth. There are lessons to be learned and marvelous truths to
embrace, but we dare not go beyond the purposes of Scripture and try to make it say
something that it was never intended to say. On the other hand, non-charismatics can
look at these four accountsin Acts and conclude that tongues were only given asasign
when the Spirit initially came upon a group of people, and no where else in the book of
Acts are tongues mentioned as being part of the regular life of the church. But, in making
that observation, it seems that some have concluded that the Spirit came and that wasiit.
Hold the phone! Christ came, lived, died and ascended. The Spirit came with power and
did not leave. Heisstill here. He did not smply get the church going and then
disappear, He came and stayed. His ministry characterizesthisage. The age of the
church isthe age of the Spirit.  Luke does not tell us of the expansion of the church to
the Samaritans and then to the Gentiles for the purpose of showing how each individual
believer is supposed to get power for their spiritual battles. To preach that isto abuse the



text and to frustrate your people by painting a picture that does not exist. Infact, each
time Luke mentions tongues, it is a corporate experience by a new people group and not a
private experience by one individual believer. By the time we get to Corinth, it does
appear that the picture has changed dlightly. There, tongues are more individualistic, may
be used in private, and if used in public, have to have atrandator, while Luke says
nothing of the presence and purpose of atrandator in his accounts.

But, on the other hand, there is nothing in Luke's gospel that would suggest that
evidences of the Spirit’s ministry, including speaking in tongues are over and done with
either. Lukeis not writing a dissertation defending the gift of or attacking the abuse of
tongues. Heis showing that in this age of the church, every person who comes to Christ
is part of anew group, a new nation, anew family, a new people who are marked by and
characterized by the Holy Spirit and enjoy His personal presence and involvement in
their lives.

Now, | recognize that | have not yet answered the two big questions of: What exactly are
the gift of tongues and are they for today? | am not avoiding the subject, but please re-
read this sermon this week in preparation for next week’s message. No text and no truth
in the Bible stands alone. They are all connected and they all inevitably point to Christ.

Those of you from a charismatic background have perhaps seen how this gift has been
oversold and held up to be something that it was never intended to be, while those of you
from a background that was influenced strongly by areaction to the charismatic
movement have been scared to death to touch anything that seems the least bit emotional
and experiential.

| do not believe that the Bible provides for a 2™ blessing theology. But | do believe that
that it provides for a2™, 3, 4™ 5" g™ 7™ 8" etc. blessing theology. When Paul said in
Eph. 5.18, that we are to be filled with the Spirit, meaning, be ye continually filled with
the Spirit, many non-charismatics have been content to point out what it does not say. It
does not say one and done or the 2™ time is the charm. What does it say? It saysthat we
areto live with under the personal influence of the Spirit of God all of thetime. But,
what that ends up sounding likein real life, isthat living under the influence of the Spirit
isbasically no big deal. If wereally believe that, then we must expect that reality of the
Spirit of God to change the way we believe and live. Why isthe command there in the
first place? Isthe command in Eph 5.18 to be filled with the Spirit not there because it is
possible for usto live as if we are empty?

Yes, it is dangerous to base your spirituality on the endless pursuit of emotional and

mani pul ative experiences. It isjust as dangerous to live amediocre Christian life that
does not hunger and thirst after Christ, that does not pant for God like a deer panting for
water, that does not passionately pursue him with all that I am. It is extremely dangerous
to live a compartmentalized and “normal” life where we have planned everything out so
well, that we don’t need God. Thetruthis, if we don’'t have the Spirit of God, we and
this church are dead, even if we think we are alive.



