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Two thousand years ago, at what was perhaps the greatest moment in the history of the church, that 

moment that was characterized by a remarkable, miraculous gift known as the gift of tongues, a gift 

so obviously an evidence of the Spirit of God, that at the end of that day, over 3,000  people came 

into a relationship with Jesus.  But it does raise some questions:  What was the gift of tongues?  Is 

the gift of tongues still active today?  And is what is practiced as tongues today the same thing as 

what was experienced at Pentecost two thousand years ago?  Those are just a few of the questions 

we’re going to wrestle with the next couple of weeks as we work our way through 1 Corinthians 14.  

It promises, of course, to be a lively discussion. We’ll start this morning; we’ll get through verse 19 

and then finish the chapter in 2 weeks.   

 

It would be very important to me that you understand that this discussion this morning is in no way 

meant to be an attack on the charismatic movement.  There are charismatic churches that go to an 

extreme and I think do great harm to the Gospel, just like there are fundamentalist churches that go 

to an extreme and do great harm to the Gospel.  We certainly can’t lump everybody together in one 

category.  Also two of my closest pastor friends in the city pastor charismatic churches.  They are 

godly men.  I love them dearly.  We love their churches.  We pray for their churches.  We’d do 

anything to help their churches grow and they would do the same for us.  But it is true that we differ 

on this particular area.  And so the intent is to try to explain how we differ and how we arrive at our 

conclusions.  If I happen to do that somewhat enthusiastically, just don’t misinterpret that as some 

sort of an attack.  That’s certainly not my intent.   

 

What do we know so far about the church in Corinth?  Thinking back to where we’ve been, we 

know that there’s a significant problem with spiritual arrogance.  It’s come up over and over again.  

We know that there are groups of people in Corinth who are seeking to demonstrate that somehow 

they are a cut above, that they are more spiritual than the others, and that’s caused all kinds of 

problems.  In chapter 12, clearly some were dissatisfied with their service role because they wanted 

a service role that made them look more spiritual.  So that’s a part of what we’re wrestling with 

here.  We also know there was a problem in Corinth with the Corinthian Christians dragging 

behaviors and practices from the pagan temples into the Corinthian church.  Starting in chapter 6, 

we’ve wrestled with this off and on and seen it manifested in a number of different ways.   

 

In chapter 12, verses 1 through 3, Paul reminds us again, as he opens up this discussion, that there is 

a problem.  He tries to separate out that which belongs in the pagan temples versus that which is 

appropriate in the Church of Jesus Christ.  So it’s good to keep all of that in mind.  In chapter 13 he 

interrupts the discussion to talk about the ultimate manifestation of the Spirit, and that is our ability 

to love one another.  And we pick it up again in chapter 14: 

 

Pursue love,…          It’s a very strong statement—pursue hard after love. 

 

...yet (or and) desire earnestly spiritual gifts… 
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You’ll notice ―gifts‖ is in italics, I think better translated, ―manifestations of the Spirit,‖ or just 

―evidence of the Spirit‖.  

 

...but especially that you may prophesy.  For one who speaks in a tongue does not 

speak to men, but to God; for no one understands, but in his spirit he speaks 

mysteries. (*NASB, 1 Corinthians 14: 1-2) 

 

Maybe this would be a good point just to stop and back up a little bit and define a couple of terms, 

because throughout this passage Paul is going to contrast prophesy with the gift of tongues.  

Prophesy, in the Old Testament, included both the foretelling, which meant predicting of the future, 

and forth telling, which was, ―Thus sayeth the Lord,‖ the declaration of the message of God.  But by 

an overwhelming margin most of the role of the prophet was forth telling, was the declaring of the 

Word of God.  Very little of it was predictive, predicting the future.  You move into the New 

Testament and that’s just true all the more.  The primary role of the gift of prophesy, before they 

had the written New Testament scriptures—in other words to get the theology of the New 

Covenant—was that God spoke through prophets.  So the majority of what the prophets did was to 

stand before them and speak a message from God.  Very little, if any, had to do with predicting the 

future.  What we do know, from this text alone, is the gift of prophesy was always about edifying 

the Body, and apparently was not very spectacular, because it’s very clear as you go through this, it 

is the gift they were kind of moving away from, wanting rather the gift of tongues, which in their 

estimation was a much more spectacular gift.   

 

There are those today who try to redefine the gift of prophesy and make it quite spectacular, which 

misses the point here.  The whole point of the text is they didn’t want this gift; they wanted the gift 

of tongues because they thought that was greater evidence that they were really a cut above.  Now 

with the gift of tongues it’s very important that we define this correctly.  If you go back to Acts 

chapter 2, you find the initial evidence of this miraculous gift called the gift of tongues.  Now the 

word translated ―tongues‖ is the Greek word glossa, from which we get our word glossary.  The 

word clearly means ―language‖ and in Acts chapter 2, Luke lists fifteen different languages that 

were spoken on the day of Pentecost.  So we really have no doubt that the gift was a miraculous 

ability to speak a language you don’t otherwise speak.  And it was so obvious that it was 

miraculous, an evidence of the Spirit, that it had a significant effect on the unbelievers that were 

present.   

 

There is a tendency to think that the idea of speaking in tongues is throughout the book of Acts, 

which is certainly incorrect.  It shows up in chapter 2.  It shows up in chapter 10, in Caesarea 

Philippi, and it shows up in chapter 19 in Ephesus.  Those are the only three places.  If you think 

about what happened at Pentecost, and then you think of the echo that goes out geographically, 

there was another kind of a mini-Pentecost at Caesarea Philippi, and then there was another mini-

Pentecost all the way out in Ephesus.  And as the apostles geographically got farther away, there 

was kind of a re-Pentecost as they experienced the same thing that the people in Acts chapter 2 

experienced.  But we must note that Paul was in Ephesus when they experienced this miraculous 

gift of speaking in tongues, and from Ephesus he is writing back to the Corinthians.  So Paul has 

every reason to believe that the gift of tongues is active at that time, because he has just experienced 

it there with the Ephesians.  And so he’s got a very difficult challenge to balance the reality of the 

legitimate gift of tongues, versus what was going on in Corinth.   

 

One other note that I think is at least worth noting (that makes sense, doesn’t it—a note worth 

noting--laughter) is that the only epistle that mentions the gift of tongues is Corinthians and we 
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know that Corinthians was the earliest epistle written.  It doesn’t show up in any other epistle, 

which would seem to give evidence that initially, when the church was launched, it was a 

miraculous gift, but apparently didn’t seem to be evident on into the first century, because it doesn’t 

show up in Galatians, or Ephesians, or Philippians, or Colossians, or Thessalonians, or Timothy.  It 

doesn’t show up in any of the other epistles except Corinthians, which was written from Ephesus 

back to the city of Corinth.  We also know that what was very popular in the pagan temples, in the 

mystery religions, in Corinth and Greek culture, was this idea of an ecstatic prayer language, 

sometimes referred to as ecstatic babble.  It was the idea that you would go up to the temple and you 

would kind of have an emotional experience, and you’d get in touch with the gods, and out of that 

would come this prayer language.  It’s still practiced in many of the world religions today.  So it 

seems evident by what Paul says in 12:1-3, that is a part of what is being brought into the church.  

So Paul has this difficult assignment of saying there is a legitimate gift, and it is a miraculous gift, 

and he wants to celebrate that, but he also has to separate out that which the Corinthians are 

bringing in from their pagan temples, that can really be learned, and it can be imitated, and it can be 

manufactured.   

 

I think one way you can separate the two in our text this morning is to notice the play between the 

singular and the plural, in other words ―tongue,‖ singular, and ―tongues,‖ plural.  I think, with only 

the one exception that we’ll look at two weeks from this morning, every time Paul uses ―tongue‖ 

singular, he’s talking about that which is being brought in from the pagan temples—this ecstatic 

prayer language, or ecstatic babble.  The reason for that would be there are not different types of 

babble.  Babble is babble; it’s singular.  But ―tongues‖ is a language and there are multiple 

languages, and so that is typically given in the plural.  We’ll try to point that out as we go through, 

but that’s a way to determine, I think, the play between that which he thinks is legitimate versus that 

which he thinks is not legitimate.   

 

So go back to verse 2:   

 

For one who speaks in a tongue (singular) does not speak to men, but to God; for no 

one understands, but in his spirit he speaks mysteries.  
 

Okay, what is he talking about there?  Is he talking about some sort of a prayer language in a 

legitimate way?  I think there are three ways to interpret that phrase ―does not speak to men, but 

speaks to God.‖  One would be to say that Paul is saying this is a legitimate prayer language, that 

even though nobody else understands, God understands.  But as we make our way through the text, 

that position seems very difficult to uphold.  When you start looking at what Paul is saying, it’s very 

difficult to make the case that that’s what he means.  Second is the option that he’s being a little bit 

sarcastic here.  This would not be the first time that Paul has gotten sarcastic with the Corinthians.  

As a matter of fact this would follow a very familiar pattern, where they’re saying, ―This is our 

prayer language to God,” and he is saying, ―OK, even if that’s what it is...‖ kind of tongue-in-

cheek, he goes on to say that it’s very inappropriate in a public setting.  The third option would be 

to understand ―god,‖ small ―g.‖  The Greek isn’t capitalized—it never is—so you can’t tell if it’s 

small ―g‖ or capital ―G.‖  Is it the God, or is it a god?  If you think about what’s happening here, I 

think it’s likely it’s that third interpretation.  I think it’s possible that he is saying, ―You are saying 

that you are speaking to a god,” because he follows that with a statement about, ―It’s mysterious,” 

which would be language from the mystery religions.  So that particular verse doesn’t really make 

the case for the legitimacy of this prayer language. Therefore let’s go on and see what he says. 
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Verse 3: 

 

But one who prophesies speaks to men for edification, for exhortation and 

consolation.  One who speaks in a tongue (singular) edifies himself; but one who 

prophesies edifies the church.  (vs. 3-4) 

 

Now think about what Paul just said in chapter 13: that we are to be motivated by love, and love 

does not seek its own.  So already it’s hard to believe that Paul was saying this special prayer 

language is a good thing, if he follows that by saying it only edifies self, and love does not seek self.  

Love seeks the good of others.  You flip it all the way back to chapter 12, verse 7, when he talked 

about the manifestations of the Spirit, he said, ―But to each one is given the manifestation of the 

Spirit for the common good.‖  In other words, the manifestation of the Spirit is never for self.  It’s 

always for the good of the Body.  It’s always for the edification of the Body.  So, as I said before, I 

think it’s very hard to maintain this idea that Paul is giving legitimacy to some sort of a secret, 

mysterious prayer language.  He’s saying just the opposite; it only edifies self, which seems to be 

contrary to the last two chapters.  

 

Verse 5: 

 

Now I wish that you all spoke in tongues, but even more that you would prophesy; 

and greater is the one who prophesies than one who speaks in tongues, unless he 

interprets, so that the church may receive edifying.  

 

Now you say, ―Okay, what’s the deal there?‖ 

 

Now I wish that you all spoke in tongues, (plural) 

 

This is the first time he has shifted into the plural.  He’s saying there is a magnificent gift.  It’s a 

miraculous gift that is the gift of tongues, and it’s so miraculous he does wish everybody spoke in 

tongues.  But he already told us in chapter 12 that all people will not speak in tongues.  He’s just 

simply affirming and celebrating that this is a miraculous gift.  But he immediately follows that with 

the idea that prophesy is more important because prophesy edifies the Body.  Again it seems hard to 

imagine, if his statement earlier was to give legitimacy to this private prayer language, that he 

would turn right around and discourage that.  You’d think if it was emphasizing prayer, he would 

encourage it, but throughout this text, he discourages it and says this is actually much more 

significant.   

 

Now what does he mean that the one who prophesies, that that is greater.  We just said in chapter 12 

a couple of weeks ago, that there is no one role that’s greater than another role.  In God’s eyes they 

are all equal, equally valuable. So what does he mean? The answer is we have to put a little footnote 

down here:  Those manifestations of the Spirit that edify only self are always in a lower category 

than those manifestations that edify the Body.  So I think he’s making a footnote.  He’s saying 

prophesy—in some way that represents all of the roles that edify the Body—are greater than any 

manifestation that would edify only self…with the exception, ...unless he interprets.  In other 

words, if someone interprets (we’ll get to this 2 weeks from today), everybody knows what is being 

said and everybody is edified.  

 



5 

 

But now, brethren, if I come to you speaking in tongues (plural), what will I profit 

you, unless I speak to you either by way of revelation or of knowledge or of prophecy 

or of teaching? (vs. 6) 

 

So he’s saying, ―If I come speaking the legitimate gift, still what profit is there to the Body if no one 

knows what’s being said?‖  So he identifies four gifts, or four manifestations of the Spirit, that 

emphasize clarity, that speak a message that everyone could hear and understand and be edified by: 

revelation, knowledge, prophecy, and teaching.  Then he uses a couple of interesting illustrations. 

 

Verse 7: 

 

Yet even lifeless things, either flute or harp, in producing a sound, if they do not 

produce a distinction in the tones, how will it be known what is played on the flute or 

on the harp?  

 

He’s saying even a lifeless instrument, like a flute or a harp, if they don’t make distinct tones, 

they’re not making music.  Anyone can blow on an instrument and make noise, but noise isn’t 

music.  As a matter of fact, if there are not distinct tones, we may sound like ―...a noisy gong or a 

clanging cymbal,‖ 13:1.  It seems like he’s kind of putting a metaphor together here.  

 

Verse 8: 

 

For if the bugle produces an indistinct sound, who will prepare himself for battle?  

 

In other words the bugle was used to communicate both ―advance‖ and ―retreat.‖  But if there is not 

a difference in sound, how do you know if it’s ―retreat,‖ or how do you know if it’s ―advance‖?  

The whole point is, if you cannot distinguish the meaning of the sound, there is no point. 

 

Verse 9: 

 

So also you, unless you utter by the tongue speech that is clear, how will it be known 

what is spoken?  You will be speaking into the air.  There are, perhaps, a great many 

kinds of languages in the world, and no kind is without meaning.  If then I do not 

know the meaning of the language, I will be to the one who speaks a barbarian, and 

the one who speaks will be a barbarian to me.  (vs. 9-11) 

 

He says if you’re speaking in this ecstatic prayer language (singular), and nobody knows what it 

means—you yourself don’t even know what it means—you’re really just speaking to the air.  And 

he’s asking the question, ―What’s the point of that?‖  He goes on to say it actually makes you a 

barbarian, or what the Greek word meant was a ―foreigner‖.  If someone came into Greece and did 

not speak their language, they were considered a foreigner; they were considered a barbarian.  So it 

carries this idea that this is someone who doesn’t speak our language; this is someone who is a 

foreigner; this is someone who doesn’t belong.  So if there is a language being spoken and nobody 

knows what it means, not only is it speaking to the air, but it actually begins to divide us between 

the haves and the have-nots, between those who belong and those who are foreigners.  Now we 

become barbarians one to another.  It’s in direct contradiction to everything he told us that the 

manifestation of the Spirit was for, in chapter 12.  The point of chapter 12 was to bring us together 

in unity, not to drive us apart, and turn us into barbarians to one another. 
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  Verse 13: 

 

Therefore, (in light of everything he’s talked about) let one who speaks in a tongue 

(singular) pray that he may interpret.   

 

I think what Paul is doing at that point is kind of calling the Corinthians on their practice.  He’s 

using singular there, so he’s clearly referring to this ecstatic babble, this ecstatic prayer language, 

which is coming out of the Greek temples. What he’s calling them on is, ―Okay, if you’re going to 

do that, then it must be interpreted.‖  In other words, if it’s a legitimate language, and there’s 

someone there that knows that language and can interpret it, that’s the real deal.  But if it’s just 

babble, if it’s just some sort of an ecstatic language that’s made up, there’s no way to interpret that.  

It’s not a language.  So he is in essence saying, “If it can’t be interpreted, if it’s not really a 

language, then it needs to be removed.”  If it is the real deal, we’ll talk in two weeks about how 

they manage that.   

 

Verse 14: 

 

For if I pray in a tongue (singular), my spirit prays, but my mind is unfruitful.  What 

is the outcome then? (vs. 14-15a)  

 

He’s asking the question, ―If I pray and it comes out of my emotion, but it doesn’t engage my mind, 

what’s the point?”  He says it’s unfruitful.  He raises the question, ―What’s the deal with that?‖  

(It’s kind of a loose translation there). He says:  

I will pray with the spirit (the emotion) and I will pray with the mind also; I will sing 

with the spirit and I will sing with the mind also.  Otherwise if you bless in the spirit 

only, how will the one who fills the place of the ungifted say the “Amen” at your 

giving of thanks, since he does not know what you are saying?  For you are giving 

thanks well enough, but the other person is not edified.  (vs. 15-17) 

What’s he talking about there?  He’s talking about if you have this ecstatic utterance, but it doesn’t’ 

engage your own mind, it’s unfruitful.  It doesn’t accomplish anything.  The whole point is, in 

prayer we engage our emotions and we engage our minds.  When we worship (that’s what he’s 

talking about), when we sing we engage our emotions and we engage our minds.  This is a very 

consistent New Testament teaching:  ―You shall love the Lord your God with all your mind.‖  The 

reason that’s so important is because that was contrary to the teaching of the mystic religions.  The 

whole point of the mystic religions, then and now, is that you kind of take your mind and put it in a 

passive mode, and you have some sort of an emotional experience that’s meant to represent some 

sort of an experience with the gods.  And what made Christianity distinct from that is this is 

something that engages our minds.  This is something that engages our will and it engages our 

minds.  It’s not just some sort of an emotional moment that’s stirred up.   

He talks about the fact that, if there is this utterance, but even you yourself don’t know what the 

utterance means, how could anyone else say ―Amen‖?  In other words, how could anyone else say, 

―I agree with that‖?  How could anyone else enter into it?  And he defines it by saying that how 

could the ungifted—meaning those without the gift—even respond to those who supposedly have 

the gift?  In other words he’s making the same case. This now begins to divide between the haves 

and the have-nots, between those who have the gift and those that don’t have the gift.  And so 
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people start thinking maybe they don’t have the Holy Spirit, or maybe they need to pursue this.  

And everything starts getting out of focus and gets very selfish, and so he’s raising the concern.   

He does say in verse 17 that he believes some of them are very sincere, that in their heart they truly 

are thankful, and they are expressing this in a way that they had learned at the pagan temples.  And 

he says, ―You know, it is an expression of thanks in your heart.”   He’s giving them credit for their 

sincerity.  But he’s saying, at the end of the day, it really doesn’t edify the Body because no one 

knows what you’re saying. 

 Verse 18: 

I thank God, I speak in tongues...(plural—he’s back to the legitimate gift again)... 

I thank God that I speak in tongues more than you all; however, in the church I 

desire to speak five words with my mind, so that I may instruct others also, rather 

than ten thousand words in a tongue (singular). (vs. 18-19) 

That’s a really important verse.  Paul again is acknowledging that, yes, he has spoken in tongues.  

There is the legitimate, miraculous gift.  Clearly Paul was a part of the speaking in tongues in 

Ephesus.  I think he’s imagining that some in Corinth would say, ―You know, Paul, you’re just 

jealous. You’re just jealous because you’ve never spoken in tongues, and so you’re attacking us.”  

So he’s coming back; he’s preventing that by saying, ―Hey, I’ve spoken in tongues more than any of 

you.”  But he says, ―I would still rather speak five words with my mind than ten thousand with a 

tongue (singular), in this ecstatic prayer language, this ecstatic babble, that no one knows what it 

means, and it edifies no one but self.”   

So let’s go back and think about what Paul has said.  In the second part of chapter 14 we’ll deal 

with: What do you do with the legitimate gift and how is it managed within the context of the 

church?  What is its purpose?  What is its role?  But for the discussion this morning, I want to close 

just thinking about three specific things.  For starters, I would imagine there are people that are 

going to disagree with my conclusion and that’s fine.  The only thing I would ask of you is that you 

support your disagreement from the Scriptures, not from your experience.  Experience is not a 

legitimate way to determine theology.  So all I’m asking is that you defend your practice on the 

basis of Scripture.   

Is the New Testament gift of tongues still active today?  My answer would be, ―I don’t know.‖  

Many fundamentalist pastors would say that the Scripture says it ceased.  I can’t find anywhere 

where the Scripture says that.  I don’t agree with that.  I think all we have left is to look at the 

patterns of history.  But where I would land on this issue is, we have to define the term correctly.  If 

we’re talking about the New Testament gift of tongues, we’re talking about the supernatural ability 

to speak a language you don’t otherwise speak.  That’s a miracle!  It cannot be faked; it cannot be 

learned; it cannot be imitated.  It’s just a miracle.  Are there places in the world and times in the 

world where God may still choose to do that?  Maybe so.  I certainly don’t want to put God in a 

box.  I don’t know.  But if we begin to define the New Testament gift of tongues as something less, 

as something that can be imitated, something that can be learned, something that is not miraculous, 

something that patterns what is practiced today in many world religions, we’ve made tongues 

something other than what it was in the New Testament and, in my opinion, something much less.  

So if we define it correctly, we really don’t have to argue about it.  If someone begins to speak 

Chinese that walked into the auditorium not knowing Chinese, we certainly would have to stand 

back and think about that.  That’s a miracle!   
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Well what about this ecstatic prayer language, this ecstatic babble that Paul was talking about?  

Well think about it with me. Paul made this statement that they are saying they speak to God, not to 

men.  What’s he saying there?  In the very next verse he says that doesn’t edify anyone but yourself, 

and that seems contrary to what we learned in chapter 12 and what we learned in chapter 13.  Love 

isn’t about serving self.  Love is about giving ourselves away.  The purpose of the manifestations of 

the Spirit is for the common good, not for selfish good.  It seems hard to imagine that he’s actually 

promoting that.  He works very hard in this text to say, ―Really, don’t pursue that; rather pursue 

this.”  If that’s really talking about prayer, why would he ever say that?  When would Paul ever 

discourage more prayer?  He’s also said it’s just talking to the wind.  He’s also said it’s unfruitful. 

So it’s very difficult to make a case from 1 Corinthians 14 that Paul is advocating that practice.  

Some would say in Romans 8:26, the verse that talks about the Spirit is there to take these groaning 

within us that are too deep for words, and intercede and communicate that to God, that to imagine 

that’s the New Testament gift of tongues as prayer language, is really quite a leap.  As a matter of 

fact, in Romans chapter 12 where Paul lists a bunch of the gifts, he lists prophesy, but he doesn’t list 

tongues.  If he meant that in chapter 8, surely that would have made his list, so I just don’t think 

there’s really any way to defend that behavior.   

But lastly, and this I think we can all agree on, is that Paul is very clear that the manifestation of the 

Spirit is ultimately demonstrated in our ability to love one another.  And the manifestation of the 

Spirit, calling us to different service roles within the Body, is always, always, always, for the 

common good.  It’s always to edify the Body.  It’s never for the purpose of edifying self.  The point 

is always to give ourselves away.  When we start coming to worship services in order to have our 

own personal experience, in order to edify ourselves, in order to basically fulfill selfish goals, we’ve 

completely misunderstood the point.  We have completely misunderstood the manifestation of the 

Spirit.  It never, never is about self-edification.  It’s never about selfishness.  It’s always to give 

ourselves away.  It’s always for the common good.  It’s always that we would serve one another 

together to be the Body of Christ, to bring Him glory.  

 

Our Father, we’re thankful this morning for the power of Your Spirit that manifests Himself in so 

many ways through Your Body.  Lord, help us to understand that the ultimate manifestation of Your 

Spirit is love, and love never seeks its own.  It’s to give ourselves away.  It’s to serve for the 

common good.  It’s to edify the Body.  Lord, forgive us for the times when we seek to use Your Spirit 

for some sort of selfish edification rather than seeking Your Spirit’s power and control for the 

greater good of the Body.  Lord, I pray that we as a Body would be characterized as people who 

desire to give ourselves away, to serve one another, Lord, that we would pursue hard after love that 

we might rightly represent You.  In Jesus’ name, Amen. 

 

 

 

 
*Scripture taken from the NEW AMERICAN STANDARD BIBLE 

Copyright 1960, 1962, 1963, 1971, 1972, 1973, 1975, 1977, 1987, 1988, 
The Lockman Foundation.  Used by permission. 

Lincoln Berean Church, 6400 S. 70th, Lincoln, NE 68516   (402) 483-6512   
Copyright 2009 – Bryan Clark.  All rights reserved. 

 



9 

 

 

 

March 7/8, 2009                     Study Questions 

Living Like Christians 

Pursue That Which Edifies the Church 
1 Corinthians  14:1-25 

Pastor Bryan Clark 

 

 

 

Opening Discussion 
 

1. What has been your experience with or exposure to the charismatic movement? 

 

2. Is it fair to characterize an entire movement based on the extremes of that movement? 
 

3. What are your questions or concerns as it relates to what is called ―speaking in tongues‖? 
 

4. If what is practiced today as the gift of tongues is an evidence of the presence of the Holy 

Spirit, how do you explain this same practice in many world religions today who deny Jesus 

as the Savior? 
 

 

Bible Study 

 
1. Review the main points of 1 Corinthians 12, 13.  Review especially 12:1-3.  In what ways 

have the behavior at the pagan temples already created conflict in the Corinthian church in 

previous chapters?    

 

 

 

2. Read 1 Corinthians 14:1-5.  How would you define prophesy and how would you define the 

gift of tongues?  Is there any question that tongues were languages in Acts 2:5-13?  Why 

does a proper definition of terms matter in this study?   (Throughout this chapter notice how 

Paul goes back and forth between the plural and the singular of tongue(s).   While languages 

can be many (14:10) ecstatic utterances (babble by some definitions) is singular.  There 

can’t be various kinds of babble or such utterances.)   
 

 

 

3. What is the difference between prophesy and speaking in an unknown tongue according to 

Paul?  How does this compare with chapter 13?  What would be the loving thing to pursue? 

 

 

 

4. Read 1 Corinthians 14:6-12.  What is the point Paul is trying to make?  What is his 

conclusion in verse 12?    
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5. Read 1 Corinthians 14:13-19.  Compare 12:7.  Should manifestations of the Spirit in service 

roles bring us together in unity or divide between the gifted and ungifted?   What is the 

benefit of praying with your spirit (emotion) but not your mind?  Is Romans 8:26 saying 

tongues are a way the Spirit helps us pray bypassing our minds? 
 

  

 

6. Read 1 Corinthians 14:20-25.  What does he mean that tongues are a sign for unbelievers 

but prophesy is a sign to believers?  What are the implications of this verse to the idea that 

tongues are a fulfillment of Romans 8:26 as a private prayer language? 

 

 

 

 

 

Application 
 

1. Try to go back and write a conclusion for each paragraph. 

a. 14:1-5 

b. 14:6-12 

c. 14:13-19 

d. 14:20-25 

  Put those conclusions together as a summary of 14:1-25. 

 

 

 

2. Regardless of how one defines the gift of tongues, what is Paul clearly saying in this text, 

especially as it relates to chapters 12-14?  What should be our motive for seeking the 

manifestation of the Spirit according to Paul? 

 

 

 

 

3. In your opinion, what is the concern or ―risk‖ in seeking to speak in tongues?  How can that 

be contrary to chapter 13? 
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