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The New Testament gift of tongues is a supernatural ability to speak a language one otherwise 

does not speak.  It can‘t be learned.  It can‘t be taught.  It can‘t be faked.  It‘s a miracle, such a 

miracle that it provides a sign to unbelievers of the presence of God, a miracle so powerful it, in 

part, contributes to what led over three thousand people to come to faith in Jesus on one day in 

Acts, chapter 2, on the day of Pentecost. 

 

Two weeks ago we started our discussion on this topic.  You might say that was Part 1.  This 

morning we wrap it up.  This is Part 2. As we work our way through the book of Corinthians, 

we‘re in 1 Corinthians, chapter 14. If you weren‘t here two weeks ago, I‘d suggest you maybe 

get a copy of the message in order to make sense of the second half of the chapter.  We‘re not 

really going to go back through that material.  

 

Just one note:  We mentioned two weeks ago that one of the challenges that Paul is struggling 

with is trying to balance the reality that the legitimate gift, the miraculous gift of tongues, may 

very well be active in Corinth.  We really don‘t know if it was or it wasn‘t, but it certainly 

could have been.  But balance this with the habit that the Corinthians have, and we‘ve been 

struggling with this since Chapter 6 on, of bringing practices from the mystery religions and the 

Corinthian temples into the worship of God.  And so they‘ve brought this ecstatic prayer 

language, with ecstatic babble, into the church under the umbrella of the gift of tongues. Paul is 

trying to sort out that which is legitimate from that which is illegitimate, and so he‘s walking a 

very delicate line. 

 

We talked two weeks ago about one of the ways to sort that out.  It‘s noticing the plural versus 

the singular—tongues versus tongue.  You think of tongues (plural) because there are multiple 

languages that would represent the legitimate gift. Tongue (singular), since there are not 

multiple kinds of babble, there‘s just babble, tends to be recorded in the singular.  So if you 

watch for that through the text, it‘s very helpful. 

 

The last thing that Paul said two weeks ago, at least where we left the discussion, was that he 

would rather ―...speak five words with his mind...rather than ten thousand words in a tongue.‖ 

With that we can pick it up in verse 20. 

 

Brethren, do not be children in your thinking; yet in evil be infants, but in your 

thinking be mature. (*NASB, 1Corinthians 14:20) 
 

Now the Corinthians have this backwards.  They‘re actually quite mature in evil and they‘re infants 

in their thinking.  Paul has told them this before, all the way back in Chapter 3.  He said, ―You 

know, you people are childish; you're spiritual babies.  I can’t even speak to you like adults.  I have 

to speak to you like little children.‖  And he‘s brought that up multiple times in this study.   

 

The idea of a child, I think, is reflecting that children tend to think the world revolves around them.  
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Everything is about me, me, me, and that‘s a very childish way to think.  Paul is encouraging them 

to think beyond that, to be more mature in their thinking, and that‘s kind of set the tone for what 

follows here. 

 

Verse 21: 

 

In the Law it is written, "BY MEN OF STRANGE TONGUES AND BY THE LIPS 

OF STRANGERS I WILL SPEAK TO THIS PEOPLE, AND EVEN SO THEY 

WILL NOT LISTEN TO ME," says the Lord. 
 

Paul is quoting here from Isaiah, chapter 28.  He refers to the Law which reminds us that the Law 

can be the Ten Commandments; the Law can be the first five books of the Bible; the Law can be the 

entirety of the Old Testament or even all of Scripture.  Here he‘s referring to the Law of Isaiah, so 

he‘s using it in the sense of the entirety of the Old Testament and quoting a passage where we are 

told that God sent the prophet Isaiah to speak to the Hebrew people who were living in rebellion 

against God.  The warning was basically that, if they did not listen and turn from their sin, God 

would have to discipline them.  But they didn‘t listen.  They just kind of brushed Isaiah‘s words off 

as meaningless chatter.  As a matter of fact, right before this quote, the priests said that Isaiah‘s 

words sound like blah-blah-blah-blah.  I mean they were sick of hearing it.  And so God sends a 

strange tongue among them in hopes that these unbelieving Hebrew people would listen, in order to 

get their attention.   

 

Now in Isaiah‘s case, the unknown tongue, the foreign tongue was actually the Assyrian‘s.  God 

allowed the Assyrians to invade the Hebrew people in order to move in and to conquer them, in 

hopes that it would get their attention and they would listen.  He even says here that they didn‘t 

listen, but then he goes on to say what the point is. 

 

So then tongues are for a sign, not to those who believe but to unbelievers. (vs.22a) 

 

So he‘s saying that even in the Old Testament God sent a foreign tongue in hopes that would get the 

attention of these unbelieving Hebrew people.  In the same way, the New Testament gift of tongues 

is a sign.  It‘s a way God, in miraculous fashion, is attempting to communicate to unbelievers, in 

hopes that would get their attention, that they would hear, they would recognize the supernatural 

power of God, and would believe. 

 

Now that verse is very important to consider, because this is the only verse in the New Testament 

that specifically defines the purpose of the gift of tongues and its role! 

 

Two weeks ago we saw that Paul talked about the artificial gift, this ecstatic prayer language that 

only edifies self.  So that would raise the question:  If the gift of tongues only edifies self, why 

would God give it?  The answer is, “Well He didn’t give that private prayer language.  He gave this 

supernatural gift, and its purpose does not edify self.  Its purpose is to be a sign to unbelievers that 

they might recognize the supernatural power of God and believe.” 

 

Now think about that idea of a sign and the ramifications of that.  In order for it to be a sign, it has 

to be unique; it has to be different; it has to be supernatural.  There has to be some sense about it 

where an unbeliever would say, ―That could only be God.‖  Therefore, if they're bringing a practice  
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in from a mystery religion, something that could easily be faked, that could be learned, that could be 

mimicked by people in the pagan temples, that would provide no sign at all.  An unbeliever would 

say, ―That‘s just the same old thing.‖  They‘ve seen it before.  So in order for it to be a sign, it 

would have to be unique; it would have to be supernatural.  There would have to be some sense in 

which the unbeliever would say, ―Now that’s God.‖ 

 

Also the idea of a sign being for the unbeliever would say that this gift makes no sense in a 

gathering of believers.  If its purpose is a sign to unbelievers, then what would be the purpose of it 

when all you have gathered together are believers, especially in some sort of a private prayer 

language that is actually contrary to the very purpose of the gift?  So there‘s a lot of helpful 

information in that one verse.  

 

Notice how hard Paul works to say not only is it a sign for unbelievers, but he‘s actually very 

redundant in saying it‘s a sign not to believers but to unbelievers.  He‘s quite clear there.  So then 

tongues are a sign, not to those who believe, but to unbelievers.   

 

...but prophecy is for a sign, not to unbelievers, but to those who believe.  

Therefore...in light of this information...if the whole church assembles together and all 

speak in tongues, and ungifted men or unbelievers enter, will they not say that you 

are mad? But if all prophesy, and an unbeliever or an ungifted man enters, he is 

convicted by all, he is called to account by all; the secrets of his heart are disclosed; 

and so he will fall on his face and worship God, declaring that God is certainly among 

you. (vs. 22b-25) 
 

There‘s helpful information there, even to the nature of worship.  When the church gathers, we 

gather as the people of God.  Worship is for believers, but in the process of focusing our attention 

and celebrating God, it is possible for an unbeliever to walk through the doors and get a sense that 

God is here, and it would lead to repentance and conviction and the worship of God. 

 

Now what he‘s saying here is if the purpose of the gift of tongues is a sign to unbelievers, but when 

the church gathers together there‘s all this ecstatic utterance going on and no one can tell what it 

means, whether the ungifted (and here again he‘s talking about the have’s versus the have not’s) or 

unbelievers walk through the door, to them it does not seem like God.  To them it does not seem 

attractive.  As a matter of fact it seems like you‘re all mad and the result is they would be repelled 

from the Gospel rather than attracted to the Gospel.  In that environment that so-called gift of 

tongues has the opposite effect of what God intended.  It doesn‘t function at that point as a sign.  It 

functions as a deterrent to the Gospel. 

 

He flips it right around and says, ―But the gift of prophecy, of speaking clear language from God,” 

...and again it reminds us that the New Testament gift of prophecy was not predictive because that 

would make no sense to the unbeliever. But instead it‘s the words of God that speak to his or her 

heart in such a way there‘s a sense of conviction.  There‘s a sense that this is from God, and it leads 

to repentance; it leads to conviction and leads to the worship of God.  And, at the end of the day, of 

course that‘s what it‘s all about. 
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Verse 26: 

 

What is the outcome then, brethren? When you assemble, each one has a psalm, has a 

teaching, has a revelation, has a tongue, has an interpretation.  Let all things be done 

for edification.   
 

He‘s talking about the fact that when the church gathers to worship, different people are involved in 

different ways.  Now this certainly is not meant to be a prescription for worship, where every 

service has to go through this checklist.  He‘s simply saying different people are involved in 

different ways.  But it also should be done for the edification of everyone and it should be done in 

an orderly fashion.  

 

If anyone speaks in a tongue, it should be by two or at the most three, and each in 

turn, and one must interpret; but if there is no interpreter, he must keep silent in the 

church; and let him speak to himself and to God. (vs. 27-28) 

 

It‘s easy to determine from Paul‘s words here that what was going on is many people with this 

ecstatic gift were kind of uncontrollably speaking information that could not really be deciphered, 

could not be understood, and it was turning the gathering, the worship service, into chaos.  So Paul 

is trying to sort that out and again, he‘s walking this very difficult line between a gift that is a 

supernatural, miraculous gift that‘s very legitimate from God, versus that which is being brought in 

from the pagan temples which is causing great confusion. I think what he‘s doing here is the exact 

same thing as in verse 13, and that is he is determining a way to sort out the difference between the 

two different expressions. If it is legitimately a gift, then it should be done by two or three at the 

most, each one in his or her turn, never two or three at the same time, and then it must be 

interpreted.  There must be someone there that would say, ―Okay, I know what was just said,” and 

they would provide that information to the Body, that the Body might be edified.  If there is no one 

there that is able to interpret, then Paul is very clear that he must keep silent.  There is no place for 

that when the people of God gather. 

 

Now I think what he is saying is this: If it‘s truly the gift, it will be a legitimate language and, since 

God‘s intent of that language is as a sign to unbelievers, God would know who‘s in that audience.  

God would miraculously speak that person‘s language.  That person would recognize that this was 

truly a miracle; and, based on the miracle and based on the content; it would lead that person to the 

conclusion that this is God, and hopefully to repentance and an acceptance of the Gospel. 

 

Now the scene would not work out this way where someone speaks in a foreign language, and 

there‘s no one in the audience who speaks that language. So they would have to be silent because 

that would imply that the Spirit of God had made some sort of mistake.  God‘s not guessing on this.  

God‘s not saying, “You know, I thought for sure there was someone here that spoke Arabic...My 

mistake.”  You know if this is truly directed by the Spirit of God, God would know there‘s an 

unbeliever in our midst who speaks this foreign tongue and, as a radical sign to them in order that 

they might believe, God would have someone stand up and speak Arabic.  That person would know 

this person doesn‘t know Arabic.  That‘s the miracle, and they would listen to that message and 

hopefully it would have its intended purpose.  And so Paul is saying, ―If that‘s not happening, then 

it‘s not the real gift.‖ 

 

Now it is possible for someone to stand up and utter some sort of an ecstatic babble, and someone 

else just stand up and say, ―Okay, here’s the interpretation.”  But that could easily be faked and 
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there‘s no reason to think an unbeliever would be impressed by that, because that‘s the activity that 

goes on up at the mystery temples.  And the unbeliever would say, ―Well, that could easily be 

manufactured.”  It would have to be a sense in which that unbeliever would be able to say, ―That 

was from God.‖  Besides, if someone does some sort of an ecstatic language and someone else 

interprets it, that turns out to be nothing different than prophecy.  If that‘s all God intended, then 

why wouldn‘t God just speak directly through prophecy, because it would be the same thing? So 

Paul is sorting out that which is truly miraculous and legitimate and that which is not. 

 

At the end of that discussion he says, ―Let him keep silent in the church and let him speak to 

himself and to God.”  Again one might look at that verse and ask, “Isn’t he affirming this is some 

sort of a private prayer language?”  This would be the same as our discussion in verse 2, that could 

be understood a couple of different ways.  First, if it‘s really prayer, since when do we, in prayer, 

speak to ourselves?  That‘s not the language of prayer.  I think Paul is saying and has said in the 

front half of this chapter: that only edifies self.  You‘re really only speaking to yourself, and the 

translation could be to God, but it could be to any god.  In other words, whatever that behavior is, 

he‘s saying it doesn‘t belong here and you need to keep it to yourself.  I don‘t think in any way 

that‘s legitimizing this as some sort of a prayer language. As a matter of fact, just in chapter 14 

alone, I counted roughly twelve times where Paul tries to diminish the pursuit of tongues and 

encourages them to pursue something else.  If that‘s really a prayer language, where in the Bible 

does Paul ever encourage people to pray less?  Where does Paul diminish the idea of prayer?  If it is 

a prayer language, why would Paul keep saying, ―Don‘t seek that, but rather seek this?‖  So it‘s a 

very hard case to make that Paul is somehow approving or affirming that sort of behavior, even in 

that verse. 

 

Let two or three prophets speak, and let the others pass judgment.  But if a revelation 

is made to another who is seated, the first one must keep silent.  For you can all 

prophesy one by one, so that all may learn and all may be exhorted; and the spirits of 

prophets are subject to prophets; for God is not a God of confusion but of peace.  
(vs. 29-33a) 

 

It‘s also easy to piece together here what is happening related to the gift of prophecy.  Apparently 

multiple people were speaking at one time.  There was kind of an argument, a debate.  Information 

was proclaimed that was not biblically correct, and it was just turning into a chaotic environment.  

We know for a fact there were different factions, different groups in Corinth, and each was trying to 

make the case that they were somehow more spiritual than the other.  We‘ve seen that multiple 

times through this book, and obviously that was coming out in this so-called gift of prophecy.  So 

Paul is sorting that out and saying, ―You know it should be two or three, each in their turn.  And 

understand that just because someone says this is from God, doesn’t make it so.  We need to weigh 

carefully what is said from a prophet and determine if is in alignment with God’s truth.  Anything 

that seems to be out of alignment with what we know God has said is true must be rejected as not 

from God.” 

 

Now again, the gift of the prophet was not predictive. There would be no way to weigh that out.  

Clearly again this is implying that it‘s a word to the congregation from God that must be discerned 

as to whether this is actually God‘s voice or not.  He also clearly indicates here that there was an 

environment where one prophet would speak, then the second prophet would speak, and the first 

prophet would get up and give a rebuttal.  This turned into some sort of a debate, of an argument, 

which of course could never be from the Spirit of God, because the Spirit of God is not double-

minded.  The Spirit of God is not going to argue with Himself.  So that would be a clear indication 



6 
 

this is not from God. So it has to be stopped; it has to be silenced.  God is always going to speak in 

alignment with Himself.  So there‘s no need for argument; there‘s no need for debate. That would 

be another way to dismiss what was happening there. 

 

There‘s quite a bit of discussion as to whether the last part of verse 33 goes with verse 33, or 

whether it‘s actually the beginning of verse 34.  It doesn‘t really change the meaning one way or the 

other.  I think it goes with verse 34, so I‘m going to read it that way: 

 

...as in all the churches of the saints, the women are to keep silent in the churches; for 

they are not permitted to speak, but are to subject themselves, just as the Law also 

says.  If they desire to learn anything, let them ask their own husbands at home; for it 

is improper for a woman to speak in church. Was it from you that the word of God 

first went forth? Or has it come to you only? (vs. 33b-36) 
 

Well you know, I don‘t know where the time goes; but we‘re out of time.  See you next week! 

(Laughter) 

 

Actually these verses aren‘t nearly as difficult as they may seem.  First of all, we want to dismiss 

two extremes.  One extreme is there have been those over the years who have taken these verses, 

pulled them out of their context, and just made them stand alone.  They have done the same thing in 

1Timothy 2, ―Women are not to teach or exercise authority over a man.‖  If you just pull those out 

with no context and say, ―Okay, that’s it.  Sorry Ladies, you’ve got to be quiet,” well what does that 

mean?  You can‘t talk?  You can‘t sing?  I mean what does that mean?  Clearly that is not Paul‘s 

intent.  As a matter of fact, we know from Chapter 11 that is not his intent. 

 

The other extreme would be like a movement today that basically, in order to deal with this section, 

just says, “Paul never said that; somewhere along the way there was a more conservative editor 

that inserted that into the manuscript; that is not Paul’s language.  We just take it out.‖  But it‘s 

helpful to know there is absolutely not a shred of evidence that the manuscripts were tampered with 

in that way.  I mean you just can‘t do that.  So what does he mean? 

 

Paul‘s assumption is that we‘ve read this letter from Chapter 1 on.  His assumption then would be 

that we understand his discussion in Chapter 11.  And in Chapter 11 he clearly said women can pray 

and prophesy in public worship.  So we already know that, as long as they do so with a heart of 

submission, if they're married, to their husbands, and to the elders of the church.  He took that from 

Genesis, Chapter 2, where there are these roles where the man represents God and the woman 

represents the people of God, Christ and His church, and it‘s this living drama that is played out in 

life. So he takes the same thing here.  He even says, ―...as is written in the Law,‖ where I think he‘s 

referring to Genesis 2 again.  He‘s saying, “Okay, remember what we talked about in Chapter 11. 

That’s the reasoning and we’re not going to go back through all that again.”   

 

But apparently what was happening, think about what we just talked about, was that people 

speaking in this ecstatic prayer language, people supposedly with the gift of prophecy, were out of 

control, so the services were turning into confusing, chaotic services.  And so the challenge is that 

somebody needs to stand up and get control of things.  Somebody needs to make sure that when a 

prophet speaks, we weigh it carefully, and if it‘s not true, somebody needs to make mention of the 

fact this it‘s not true.  It‘s not from God.  So there clearly is a mandate that the authority of the 

church needs to step up and deal with this.  It‘s completely out of control. 
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That‘s almost exactly the context in 1Timothy 2 when Paul says women are not to teach or exercise 

authority.  In 1Timothy 2 he is saying it‘s not the role of women to assume the role of the elder and 

take authority over the situation.  That‘s exactly what he‘s saying here.  He‘s saying, ―Okay, this is 

the problem, but it’s not the role of women to step up and to take the elder authority and to stop 

this.”  So the mandate would be for the elders to step up and do their job.  Ladies, that‘s not your 

job.  And he even says that if you have questions, when you get home, talk about it.  And what‘s 

implied in that is: if you‘re in agreement that what you heard, for example if a prophecy was 

incorrect, then talk about it.  Then go to an elder, one who assumes the husbandly role in the church, 

in order that it might be dealt with. 

 

So Paul is just trying to bring order back to the church.  And just like he said in Chapter 11, there is 

a husbandly role in the church, and we call it the role of the elder.  It‘s really their responsibility to 

exercise their God-given authority in order to create an environment where everyone can flourish 

according to their calling, according to their giftedness. 

 

The last part then, verse 36, is really challenging the arrogance of the Corinthians that somehow 

seem to think that they are a cut above, that they are free to do their own thing.  And Paul is 

challenging them on that.  Verses 37 and 38 are very strong: 

 

If anyone thinks he is a prophet or spiritual, let him recognize that the things which I 

write to you are the Lord's commandment. (vs. 37) 
  

Now this is getting back to the core issue that we‘ve talked about all the way through this study.  

There are factions and groups within Corinth who fancy that they are somehow a cut above the 

others; they are spiritually superior to the others.  Spiritual arrogance is the core issue throughout 

the church of Corinth.  So Paul is challenging that and saying if anybody thinks they are a prophet, 

if anybody thinks they are spiritual (that‘s really the core there), if somebody thinks they are more 

spiritual than somebody else, they need to know that what he‘s just talked about in Chapters 12, 13 

and 14 are not his opinion, but rather the very commandment of God.  

 

       But if anyone does not recognize this, he is not recognized. (vs. 38) 

 

It‘s very strong language!  What he‘s saying is that if anyone dismisses the commandment of God 

and says, “Oh, that’s just Paul….we’re going to do it our own way,‖ then that person needs to be 

dismissed, because that is not a person who is spiritual.  That is not a person who is manifesting the 

Spirit.  That is not a person who is in any way representing the Spirit of God within that church.  In 

other words, if God laid out the way it should be, and it‘s that same God who is within them who is 

manifesting Himself among them, wouldn‘t that manifestation be completely consistent with what 

He just said?  Therefore, any behavior that is contrary to that, that is outside those boundaries, could 

never be understood as the Spirit‘s behavior.  Therefore it‘s not recognized.  Therefore it should be 

dismissed.  That‘s what he‘s saying there.  

 

Therefore, my brethren, desire earnestly to prophesy, and do not forbid to speak in 

tongues. But all things must be done properly and in an orderly manner. (vs. 39-40) 
 

I think he‘s bringing chapters 12, 13, and 14 all together with that closing remark.  So let‘s think 

about what we‘ve talked about in the last few weeks.  The gift of tongues was a supernatural ability 

to speak a language you otherwise do not speak.  It could not be learned; it could not be taught; it 

could not be faked.  It was a miracle!  It was such a miracle that it served as a sign, not to believers, 
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but to unbelievers, that they would recognize the miracle that has to be from God, that would lead to 

repentance, that would lead to their receiving of the Gospel.  

 

So the question is, is that gift active today?  As I said two weeks ago, I don‘t know. I don‘t want to 

put God in a box and say, ―No‖. That‘s up to God.  I think if we define it correctly, the answer to 

that question will take care of itself.  If we water it down to something that can easily be learned or 

faked or imitated, then it‘s just confusion.  And that isn‘t the New Testament miraculous gift.  

Leave it defined as the New Testament defines it.  Then the answer to that question will work itself 

out.   

 

Now it might be helpful to know that there was a professor of linguistics from the University of 

Toronto that spent five years traveling the world investigating multiple occasions around the world 

where the gift of tongues was supposedly spoken. His conclusion was that in no environment did he 

find any evidence of linguistic credibility.  In other words, every event that he experienced was this 

ecstatic prayer language.  He found no example of an actual foreign language being spoken.  So we 

would at least say it seems to be extremely rare.  But again, we don‘t want to put God in a box.  If 

God chooses to do that somewhere, He certainly can do that.  But it would need to be done as it is 

outlined in this text. 

 

Could we say that in no gathering of believers is it appropriate for some sort of an ecstatic prayer 

language, multiple people at the same time, spoken without an interpreter?  Yes, it seems very clear 

that would always be inappropriate. What about some sort of a private prayer language?  In my 

opinion, that‘s a very difficult case to make.  Paul has been very clear that only edifies self which, 

according to Chapter 12 and Chapter 13, seems completely contrary to the purpose of the 

manifestation of the Spirit.  He said that it‘s unfruitful.  He said that it‘s talking to the air.  He said 

at the end of the day it only edifies self.  So that seems like a very difficult case to make.   

 

The one thing we do know is there is no biblical evidence whatsoever for ever believing that 

somehow this ecstatic prayer language, or even the legitimate gift of tongues, is in any way an 

evidence of a second blessing or ―more‖ of the Spirit, of somehow having the have’s and the have- 

not’s.  As a matter of fact, the language would say it is just the opposite.  The whole point that Paul 

is making, starting in Chapter 12, is this is a spiritual gift.  You remember we defined those two 

terms.  Spiritual—meaning it comes from the Spirit of God.  Gift---meaning a form of the word 

grace.  Therefore, this is not something that you‘ve earned.  It‘s not something you‘ve deserved.  

It‘s not something that would be evidence that has anything to do with your spirituality.  It‘s a gift 

of God‘s grace.  To turn a gift of God‘s grace into something that somehow demonstrates I‘m 

somehow more than you, would be exactly contrary to what God says the point is. 

 

The point is these manifestations of the Spirit are meant for the common good.  The manifestations 

of the Spirit of God are, on the basis of God‘s grace, the ability to fulfill a God-given role when we 

all come together.  There is no other environment of have’s and have-not’s.  There is no more of the 

Spirit that we have to somehow pursue and see evidence of in some sort of a gift.  As a matter of 

fact, I think we could safely say that if Christians spent more time pursuing the manifestation of the 

Spirit, of giving themselves away, of serving one another, of loving one another, and less time 

pursuing some sort of a personal experience to try to validate their spiritual journey, we would 

change the world.  The danger of believing that somehow this is a manifestation that you have more 

of the Spirit or you have arrived spiritually, not only creates an environment of the have’s and the 

have-not’s, but it also turns your spiritual pursuit into something that is selfish, something that is 

about me and my experience, which is the exact opposite of what these chapters teach.  These 
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chapters clearly teach that the manifestation of the Spirit, the ultimate manifestation is to love, is to 

give myself away, is to do what‘s in the interest of the common good, and is to use my energies in 

the power of the Spirit to serve. We all serve together, all of us equal, in an environment of 

everyone being a ―have”, fulfilling the role that God has given each one of us, that we all together 

would serve God in order to accomplish His mission, in order to bring Him glory. 

 

 

 

 

 

Our Father, we’re thankful for Your Spirit that dwells within us.  We’re thankful that Your Spirit 

manifests itself most dramatically through our decision to love, to give ourselves away, to do what’s 

in the best interest of everyone for the common good.  Lord, I pray that together we would never use 

the gathering like this as a platform for seeking to demonstrate one gift above another, Lord, that 

we would be diligent to be about Your business by serving one another and loving one another and 

celebrating one another, and that our focus would be on the mission that you called us to, Lord,  

and that, at the end of the day, our mission would be for Your glory and Your glory alone.  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. 
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March 21/22, 2008              
Study Questions 
Living Like Christians 

Pursue That Which Edifies the Church - Part II 
1 Corinthians 14:20-40 

Pastor Bryan Clark 
 

 

Opening Discussion 
 

1. Review what you learned in 1 Corinthians 14:1-19.  Bullet point the key thoughts. 

 

 

Bible Study 
 

1. Read 1 Corinthians 14:20-25.  According to Paul, what is the purpose of tongues?  How 

does this purpose line up with the idea of tongues as a private prayer language?  If Paul is 

advocating tongues as a private prayer language, why does he consistently discourage 

seeking this gift and encourage seeking other gifts more? 

 

 

2. Is the Corinthian behavior evidence of spiritual maturity or immaturity?  (see 3:1-3) 

 
 

3. Read 1 Corinthians 14:26-33.  What procedure does Paul outline for public worship?  Why?  

What is allowed and what is forbidden?  Are there any exception clauses?  

 
 

4. Read Acts 2:5-12.  Was the purpose Paul describes for tongues fulfilled at Pentecost 

including the interpretation? 

 
 

5. Read 1 Corinthians 14:24-38.  Would Paul assume we have already read his words in 

chapter 11 regarding women in the church?  Therefore, these words would have to be 

interpreted in light of what has already been said.  Given that, what is this text referring to?   

How is this context similar to 1 Timothy 2:8-15? 

 
 

6. What is Paul‘s stern warning in 1 Corinthians 14:37, 38?  What must we conclude if tongues 

are practiced other than according to Paul‘s instructions? 

 
 

7. Given what we know about the Corinthians, is there any way from this text to make the case 

that tongues are an evidence of one person being ‗more spiritual‖ than another or a mark of 

spiritual maturity?   
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Application 
 

 

1. What should be the true manifestation of the Spirit in us according to 1 Corinthians 12-14? 

 

 

2. What should we pursue and what should we not pursue as a manifestation of the Spirit in us 

according to Paul? 

 

 

 

3. What should be your focus as a Spiritual believer?  What focus would cause us to become 

very  ―Corinthian‖ like? 
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