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The Pentecostal movement originated at the dawning of the 20" century and has
spread rapidly to this day. Identified by the “baptism of the Holy Spirit” and gifts such as
speaking in tongues, prophecy, and healing, the Pentecostal movement, though constantly
growing, remained in its own denomination. This all changed in the 1960s as the ideas of
Pentecostalism crossed over into the mainstream denominations of the Christian church.

» This charismatic movement, as it came to be called in the mainline denominations,
continued to spread rapidly through established churches. It began in the Episcopal
Church and eventually spread to Roman Catholicism as well as Lutheranism. Clergymen
and laymen in the Lutheran Church Missouri Synod (LCMS) as well as the Evangelical
Lutheran Church in America (ELCA) embraced this movement. This is not surprising
due to the size and variety of beliefs within these large church bodies. However, this
movement also crept in, on a much smaller level, into the more conservative and
doctrinally consistent Wisconsin Evangelical Lutheran Synod (WELS). One
congregation in particular was uniquely and seriously affected by the birth of the
charismatic movement in the 1960s and 1970s. The WELS congregation, Our Savior
Lutheran Church in Pomona, California, was literally torn apart because of charismatic
tongue speakers in their midst. By the grace of God, Our Savior also experienced a
strengthened unity that coincided with a recommitment on a congregational and
individual level to the Word of God as the only source for doctrine and comfort. This
recommitment led to a proper understanding of the work of the Holy Spirit and a full
dependence on Jesus Christ as Savior.

Why did these things happen at Our Savior in Pomona? This is surely a question

only the Lord can answer, but by reviewing the background information of the



charismatic movement and the WELS mission work in California and by the recollections
of those involved we will set forth to give a brief history of the tongue speaking incidents
in Pomona. We will also look at the effects this incident had on those involved as well as
their lasting impressions nearly 35 years after the events.

Father Dennis J. Bennett is credited as the father of the modern charismatic
movement. While some clergy in the mainline denominations had been practicing their
own gifts in private, Bennett, an Episcopalian priest, was the first to make public his own
experience with tongue speaking. On Sunday, April 3, 1960 Bennett announced to his
congregation, St. Mark’s Episcopal Church, in Van Nuys, California, that he had received
the Baptism of the Holy Spirit and it manifested itself in the gift of tongues, which he had
been practicing in private with a few other members. This public announcement tore his
church apart and by the third service on that Sunday moming he had decided to resign his
position at St. Mark’s. He later moved to a new parish in Seattle which was much more
amiable to the charismatic movement and continued to make a name for himself in
Washington. However the results of Bennett’s revelation started to be felt in California,
the rest of the country, and the world. Many other clergy in other mainline
denominations said they received the Baptism of the Holy Spirit and began to practice the
charismatic gifts of tongue speaking, healing and prophecy.’

Even a WELS mission congregation in Pomona felt the effects. Our Savior in
Pomona was one of the first missions started by the WELS in California. For many years
of the Synodical Conference, the LCMS and WELS had a gentlemen’s agreement
regarding missions in the west. Missouri would take care of California’s mission field

and Wisconsin would focus on Arizona. As the split between Missouri and Wisconsin



approached, Wisconsin began to do mission work in California. There were
congregations organized in Tarzana and Santa Monica in 1952.2 One of the missionaries
who was instrumental in the early California years for the WELS was Pastor Paul Hem.
Our Savior in Pomona was organized as a congregation under his leadership in 1958.° A
school was opened and the congregation began to grow. Pomona was only forty five
miles away from Van Nuys where Father Bennett’s 1960 announcement of his
charismatic tongue speaking had set off a firestorm. So as Our Savior grew as a WELS
mission, the charismatic movement also spread in Southern California. It was in this
environment of charismatic fervor that the young mission in Pomona found its home.
This would prove to have an effect on this young congregation very soon after the
charismatic movement began.

It is difficult to point to an exact date when Our Savior in Pomona began to run
into difficulties with the charismatic movement. But it is believed to have had its
beginnings while Pastor Hein still served the congregation. Some pastors in the area
remember hearing of an incident of tongue speaking during a service at Our Savior in the
middle to late 1960s. A member recalls the incident this way. “During the service a lady
stood up and said something. I didn’t know what it was. I couldn’t understand her and it
happened fast. There was a little bit of a disruption and then it was over.”* The woman
was Mrs. Elizabeth Sundberg. This incident was perhaps the only one that occurred
while Pastor Hein served the congregation. Written records of this incident being dealt

with were not available. Perhaps it was such a new phenomenon that no one knew how
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to handle it. Another member remembers that Pastor Hein asked Mrs. Sundberg if she
could interpret her message. She said that she was able to interpret. Pastor Hein
apparently dealt with it quietly according to the member.” It soon became evident that
while this was the only public occurrence in the early years, privately the charismatic
movement was spreading through a group of members in the congregation. It was not
until a few years later under Pastor Daniel Sabrowsky that more incidents occurred and
the number of people involved came to light.

Pastor Daniel Sabrowsky was installed at Our Savior in Pomona on August 27,
1967. Pastor Sabrowsky recalled a few individuals in particular who were involved in
tongue speaking during his tenure. He remembers that Betty Nelson, a member at Our
Savior whose husband, Charles, was chairman of the board of elders, was focused on
emotions and looking for something “a little more exciting” at church. He also
remembered that Mr. & Mrs. David Mishler, who had been going through some troubled
times, became involved. Mrs. Sundberg the woman who was involved in the original
incident during Pastor Hein's ministry was also involved. One incident, which occurred
in the early 1970s, he recalls vividly. “We had an evening Bible class and she stood up
and started speaking in what she said was tongues. She didn’t know what she was saying
and there was no other interpreter. I could go to that church today and point out the seat
she was sitting in.”® Pastor Sabrowsky seemed to indicate this woman was Mrs. Betty
Nelson. Another member recalls the incident involving a different member. Principal
James Dallmann remembers that incident also. "Mrs. Sundberg, who was just a

wonderful woman, asked if she could say something at the end of a meeting. She stood
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up and said something that no one understood. That was the only time I heard tongue

""" After this public display, Pastor Sabrowsky knew

speaking while I was at Our Savior.
that this “obviously couldn’t go on,”® and they “had to put a stop to it.” However, he
didn’t know quite how to deal with it. He realized it was a unique problem to have
especially in a conservative church body such as the WELS There was really no
precedent for dealing with this kind of problem in the WELS at that time. Although the
phenomenon had certainly been written about in the Northwester Lutheran, this was the
first time it had to be dealt with on the congregational level.

This was the only time tongue speaking occurred in a public setting at church
during Sabrowsky’s ministry. But it was certainly enough. Pastor Sabrowsky remembers
that their were people in the congregation who were upset by the incident, people who
were wondering about it, and people who were sympathetic to the movement. As he
recalls very few were sympathetic, most were upset because they understood it wasn’t a
good thing. After finding out who was involved, Pastor Sabrowsky and the board of
elders together with a few other men began to meet with the people in question. In some
meetings with Betty Nelson, Pastor Sabrowsky recalls hearing her speak in tongues two
more times. Each time he asked what she said and she could not tell him. She just said,
“It was a message God gave her and she had to say it, she couldn’t even give the gist of
what she was saying and she couldn’t control when it started.” Pastor Sabrowsky
realized that this gift was of no value and, therefore, it was different than the gifts of the
Apostolic church which were for the edification of the congregation. He discovered that

her “gift” was mostly used in private prayer.
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One of the first recorded actions taken by the pastor and board of elders was the
sending of a letters on Apil 12, 1972 to certain members including: Mrs. Virginia
Duncan, Mrs. Betty Nelson, Mr. & Mrs. David Mishler, Mr. & Mrs. Roger Sundberg, and
Niles Sundberg. These letters asked seven questions dealing with the charismatic
movement. One of the questions included a quotation from the Lutheran Confessions
which the congregation promised to uphold in its constitution. “Comment on this
statement: ‘Accordingly, we should and must constantly maintain that God will not deal
with us except through his external Word and sacrament. Whatever is attributed to the
Spirit apart from such Word and Sacrament is of the devil.””'® A meeting of the pastor
and elders as well as congregational president John Parlow and Principal James Dallmann
was held with Mr. & Mrs. David Mishler, Mr. & Mrs. Charles Nelson, Mrs. Virginia
Duncan, and Mrs. Elizabeth Sundberg. At this meeting Pastor Sabrowsky wamed them
of the dangers of falling into Pentecostalism and the false doctrines associated with it.

In the midst of these discussions, on May 5, 1972, a letter was sent by Mr. Otto
Kirmsse to Milwaukee. The letter was addressed: “WELS, 3512--W. North Ave.
Milwaukee, Wis. 53208 Attn: (Doctrine).”” This letter was sent, apparently, because no
official WELS doctrine on tongue speaking was available. The letter simply asked for
“the stand of WELS regarding speaking in tongues (not necessarily Pentecostalism).”"?

Wisconsin Synod President Oscar J. Naumann responded to Mr. Kirmsse on May 11,

1972. His letter included an article by Dr. Siegbert Becker which appeared in the
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Northwestern Lutheran entitled “A Look at Pentecostalism.”" This letter was important
as President Naumann’s words were used later by those sympathetic with the tongue
speakers to defend their position.

Some other steps were taken before Pastor Sasbrowsky left. More letters were
sent to the families involved. A conference paper by Pastor Marcus Nitz on tongue
speaking was discussed. A paper by Pastor Sabrowsky on being filled with the Holy
Spirit was also discussed and made available to the members involved. Pastor
Sabrowsky also continued to meet privately with the families involved to show that what
they were doing in tongue speaking was not Scriptural. When Pastor Sabrowsky took a
call to Wisconsin Lutheran High School in the summer of 1972 the situation was “pretty
well over and done with” as he puts it. By this he meant, “At least they were not acting
publicly.” Overall Pastor Sabrowsky remembers telling those involved that this behavior
could not go on publicly. That seemed to be his main goal. He was “pretty sure it would
continue to go on in private as prayer.”'* He never forbade them from doing this and the
church took no disciplinary action against those involved.

On July 10, 1972 Our Savior Lutheran Church held a farewell service for Pastor
Daniel Sabrowsky. On July 16 of the same year Pastor Hermann John, who was serving
Prince of Peace Lutheran, Yucaipa, California, started to serve the vacancy at Our
Savior. This marked a change in the way that the tongue speaking in Pomona was
handled. During the seven months in which Pastor John served this vacancy dramatic
events took place which would effect every member of the congregation.

When he arrived Pastor John was unfamiliar with the situation. The charismatic
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movement in Pomona was not common knowledge among the area pastors. So the first
time Pastor John really heard anything about it was when he was asked to serve the
vacancy. When Pastor John began serving he heard a report that Betty Nelson had told
Pastor Sabrowsky that Pastor Hermann John would be helping the congregation solve the
tongue speaking issues.'” This was told to Pastor Sabrowsky before he took the call to
Wisconsin Lutheran High School and before Pastor John was asked to serve the vacancy.
Pastor John had the impression from this information that these people seemed to have
the power of the girl in Philippi (Acts 16:16£f) who could tell the future and out of whom
Paul cast the devil. The first meeting of the board of elders with Pastor John took place
on August 10, 1972. It seemed that the board was ready to take some further action at
this time but Pastor John was given time to learn more about the situation. A quotation
from the minutes of that meeting reads: “Action, in regards to the Charismatic movement
within our church, was tabled until Rev. H. John has had time to review the past action of
the elders in this regard, as well as visit the principals involved.”'¢

After this meeting Pastor John immediately began to meet with those involved in
the charismatic movement. From these meetings he was able to eventually unfold how
the movement began and how it spread throughout a segment of the congregation’s
membership. All of these meetings took place from August, 1972 until December, 1972.
Pastor John and the elders visited each person involved individually on more than one

occasion. Pastor John used papers on tongue speaking, articles from the Northwestern
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to call a new teacher and Mrs. Nelson came into my office. It was almost like she was in a trance. [
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Lutheran”, and Present Time, as well as the paper “The Conversation of the Devil with
the Dying Christian” in his counseling with the tongue speakers. Throughout this time
period he also used the pulpit to preach against the falsehoods involved with the
charismatic movement. One sermon in which he mentioned that unscriptural tongue
speaking was a sin and of the devil prompted a letter from one of the tongue speakers to
the Synod requesting the removal of Pastor John. All along the tongue speakers
maintained that their gift was Scriptural and that the Wisconsin Synod did not condemn it
in their stated doctrine.

What follows is a brief survey of the meetings between Pastor John, the elders,
and the principals involved. This survey focuses on intewiews with Mr. & Mrs. David
Mishler, Mr. & Mis. Charles Nelson, as well as Mrs. Elizabeth Sundberg. None of this
information was given in confidence.

On August 13, 1972 Pastor John met with David Mishler in the church office. In
this first meeting Pastor John explained the Scriptural meaing of tongues and told Mr.
Mishler that the tongue speaking movement of today is of the devil. Mr. Mishler was not
very pleased with Pastor John and became a bit hostile at one point telling Pastor John to
“shut up.”"® On August 17 of the same year Pastor John mailed Mr. and Mrs. Mishler a
copy of Present Truth, a magazine which explained the Scripture teaching on the
charismatic movement, as well as a paper entitled “Pentecostalism and the Jesus
Movement Refuted.” After realizing that Mr. Mishler was in no mood to talk or listen to
him, Pastor John asked Mr. Kurt Weckworth to talk to Mr. Mishler for him and show him

the errors of his thinking on tongues. Mr. Weckworth visited with Mr. Mishler in his
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home on two different occasions, apparently making no progress. 19

Pastor John was able to gather a few insights as to Mr. Mishler’s beliefs at the
time of the initial interview. He believed strongly in the Baptism of the Holy Spirit. He
said that when one has received the “full blessings of the Spirit,” he does not have to be
urged or commanded to witness. He does it spontaneously. These “full blessings”
occurred only after someone experiences the outpouring of the Holy Spirit, which
apparently comes immediately without God’s chosen means of grace. He said his sins
were forgiven after he had his experience, though he changed his idea when he was
shown that they were forgiven on Calvary. Mr. Mishler also revealed that he believed
each person has a choice in conversion, that is, one can choose to reject or accept God’s
invitation. He identified tongue speaking as evidence of faith in others. To him speaking
in tongues was an emotional outburst which came when reflecting on the great love of
God. He said that he had had this feeling inside of him for a while and he wanted to let it
out but did not until someone told him that what he felt was the gift of tongues and that
he should not suppress it. Mr. Mishler described his experience of speaking i tongues as
“emptying himself entirely,” that is, a complete lack of control, and then “the Spirit takes
over.” He remembered reading a Lutheran author who said, in regards to problems in the
church and in life, “Don’t you do it. Let God do it.” After that, he said he just let go and
wham! This feeling came upon him. Mr. Mishler said he knows the experience is from
God and not Satan because, “he just knows it in his heart.” His assurance of the‘
goodness of this gift was based on his own feelings about the gift. 2

On October 5, 1972 Mrs. Carol Mishler met with Pastor John in the church office
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on the subject of tongue speaking. She was given the paper “Seeking After a Sign” and
two reprints from the Northwestern Lutheran showing that the WELS does not consider
the modern tongues speaking to be Scriptural. About two weeks later Pastor John talked
with her again in the church office. He read the paper “On Tongues,” (a comparison
between what the Bible says and what these Lutheran tongue speakers say), and showed
her from Scripture that her tongues speaking does not match the tongue speaking in the
Bible.”

At this meeting Pastor John was able to learn the history of the tongue speaking in
the Mishler family. As with many of the meetings Pastor John began with the question,
“If you should die now where would you go?”” Mrs. Mishler responded that she was
“sure she would go to heaven because Jesus died for my sins.”*

Mrs. Mishler then explained her family background focusing on the events in the
recent years. Her mother was Lutheran and Mrs. Mishler had grown up in a Wisconsin
Synod church in Wisconsin. She married David who was not a member of a church. He
was confirmed by Pastor Hein in 1964. They both were quite active at Our Savior and
regular in communion attendance.”

Mrs. Mishler remembered that in 1970 Mr. Mishler was working on the
stewardship program and reading “The Stewardship Call” by Waldo Werning. While he
was reading he began to laugh. When Mrs. Mishler had asked him what he was laughing
about, he said it was nothing. However, from that time on, he became quite enthusiastic
about religion, stopped cursing, and became diligent in Bible reading. This new found

religious zeal seemed to cause a problem in the household. Mrs. Mishler and Pastor
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Sabrowsky did not know how to handle it. Their former regular attendance at
communion now dropped severely, becoming almost non-existent during 1971 2

In March of 1972, Mrs. Mishler went into her bedroom alone and told the Lord, “1
give up.” She completely surrendered everything to him. She also prayed that if
speaking in tongues would help any, she would like to have that gift. She remembered
talking to another member about tongues prior to that night. Mrs. Mishler had also heard
tongue speaking before. It was on this night, alone in her bedroom, that she had this
strange feeling inside her which she could not describe. She felt it was the Holy Spirit
within her wanting her to talk to God in the language God was giving her. She then
opened her mouth and began to speak in tongues. She did not say anything about this to
her husband, but about two weeks later she learned that her husband had also begun to
speak in tongues about the same time she did. She claimed to not have known about her
husband’s tongue speaking until after she had received the gift.”

Mrs. Mishler believed that this tongue speaking was God’s gift to her. She felt
that whenever she got “this feeling of the Holy Spirit inside of her” she should go ahead
and speak. In fact, she reported that when she does not speak when she has this feeling,
she is displeasing God. This tongue speaking was not an everyday occurrence for Mrs.
Mishler, but she noted that her daughter had heard her speaking in tongues.?

Though she said she did not look at tongue speaking as her assurance of salvation,
but seemed to indicate that when others speak in tongues it gives evidence that they are

Christians. Mrs. Mishler could not identify what benefit the tongue speaking gave her.
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She said that was not important to her. She strongly believed this was a gift of God and
she refused to give it up unless she was convinced from Scripture that it was not so. To
her the possibility of this happening seemed very slim.?’

On October 29, 1972 Mr. & Mrs. Mishler were invited to discuss the matter with
the elders and the pastor at the church office. Mr. Mishler refused to come saying, “the
doors of his house were open at all times for such a discussion.””® Finally, on November
5 of the same year Mr. Mishler met again with the elders and the pastor at the church
office. Mrs. Mishler was invited to the meeting but said that she had met with the elders
once before (April 26, 1972). She said they “knew her position, and that it was still the
same, so she saw no purpose in meeting with them again.”?’ At the meeting, he was
shown from Scripture that his tongues speaking does not match the gift of tongues of the
Bible. One other interesting piece of information gained from this meeting came from a
comment Mr. Mishler made. “When Mr. Mishler said that a heathen who loves his
neighbor will not go to hell, he was shown from Scripture the error of such an idea.”"
After the meeting two papers, “Seeking After a Sign” and “On tongues” were sent to his
home.

On November 30, Pastor John met again with Mrs. Mishler in the church office
for about an hour warning her about following signs and lying wonders. Mr. Weckworth
attended the meeting at Mrs. Mishler’s invitation. This appears to be the last of many

. . . 3
attempts to warn the Mishlers of the dangers of the charismatic movement. :

On August 16, 1972 Pastor John met with Mrs. Betty Nelson in her home for over

1
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three hours. During this meeting he explained to her that her tongue speaking was not
identifiable with the gifts of tongues found in the book of Acts. On August 18, Pastor
John mailed to Mrs. Nelson Luther’s words on Mark 16:17-18. He also sent her an
excerpt from a sermon dealing with the gift of healing, since she claimed to have this gift
also.*?

From this initial interview Pastor John was able to gain some insights into Mrs.
Nelson’s experience with tongue speaking. Apparently, Mrs. Nelson had received the
gift of tongues after speaking with Mrs. Sundberg about it. After she had spoken with
Mrs. Sundberg she prayed for the gift and went into a “trance” for about an hour which
included uncontrolled talking to her husband and to Pastor Sabrowsky. Mrs. Nelson
remembered being afraid and unable to perform even simple tasks, such as counting
change at the store. Mrs. Nelson was of the attitude that tongues made someone a better
Christian. She was very critical of the Lutheran church concerning Bible study and
“feelings of the Spirit’s presence.” She believed that the tongues spoken in Acts and the
tongues spoken of in 1 Corinthians were different. Mrs. Nelson used outward signs to
judge whether things were from God. She used an example from her life. She had
stopped praying in tongues for a while but had experienced sickness and other problems
until she resumed her use of tongues. Then everything went well again and she had
courage to witness her faith. She knew that her tongues had to be from God because she
prayed to God to protect her from anything of the devil.?

Mr. Charles Nelson was present at all of the elders meetings prior to October 29,

1972 whenever tongue speaking was discussed. During one of these meetings he was
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given the Present Truth magazine which dealt with what Scripture says about modern
tongue speaking. On September 26, 1972 Pastor John met with Mr. Nelson in the church
office. At this meeting the paper “Seeking After a Sign” was read and discussed. Mr.
Nelson also received a few pages from Prof. Gerlach’s paper explaining 1 Corinthians
12-14. During this meeting, Pastor John learned about Mr. Nelson’s tongue speaking.

Mr. Nelson agreed with most of the paper “Seeking After a Sign.” He made it
clear that he did not pray for tongues as a sign to assure him of Christ’s forgiveness. He
was sure of his salvation before he ever spoke in tongues. The reason he asked for the
gift of tongues was simply that the Bible calls it a gift of God. He figured, “Why not
have it?” He came into this gift through prayer. He prayed one night and was convinced
that God would answer his desire. A few nights later when he was praying he said, “I
don’t know what else to say, but if there is anymore you wish to say, go ahead.” It Was at
this point that he began to speak in tongues. Mr. Nelson said that the gift makes him feel
closer to God, more diligent in Bible reading, and it gave him courage to witness. He
also said he never really thought about the gift of tongues before his wife began using it.
After this he began to desire the gift also.™

Mr. Nelson made it clear that he would never worship with tongue speakers of a
different faith. However, he hesitated to say that a tongue speaker might not be a
Christian. He wasn’t willing to admit that an unbeliever who speaks in tongues was
given the gift by the devil. Nelson seemed to realize the dangers of speaking in tongues
which included trusting in this experience rather than the means of grace and the dangers

of causing others to doubt their Christianity. For this reason, Mr. Nelson did not speak
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about his religious experience with anyone except for his wife and Pastor Sabrowsky. He
believed that the signs given to the Apostles in the Bible are for Christians of all time.
However, he realized that his gift had no value to other Christians. He said that it was
valuable to him. He could not understand what he was saying but the experience edified
him in some way.>

In this meeting he also revealed his feelings about the congregation. Nelson felt
that the congregation as a whole was dead. He thought that the congregation was not as
active in spiritual matters as it should have been. He expressed doubt as to whether the
other members of the congregation would be able to go into the home of another and
speak about God’s Word. He also spoke of the high delinquency of the recently
confirmed. He openly wondered “what the school was doing wrong” because it didn’t
move its graduates to a more active Christian life. He felt that speaking in tongues
helped him with this, but he stopped short of saying that if the rest of the congregation
spoke in tongues it would help them. However, at a congregational meeting he said that
he would like to bring tongue speaking into the church.*®

On October 22 of the same year Pastor John and Mr. Weckworth met with Mr. &
Mrs. Nelson at the Nelson’s home. They discussed a paper comparing what the Bible
says with what Lutheran tongue speakers said. The paper “On Tongues” was read and
discussed to show that Scripture does not condone the tongue speaking which was done
by the Nelsons. At this meeting Mr. Nelson also claimed to have the gift of healing.*’

On October 29 another meeting took place between Pastor John, the board of

elders, Mr. & Mrs. Nelson and Mr. Raymond Duncan. Circuit Pastor William Godfrey
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was also in attendance. At this meeting the church leadership along with Pastor Godfrey
demonstrated from Scripture that the tongue speaking going on at Our Savior was not the
same as the tongue speaking found in the Bible.*® This is the last available record of the

meetings between the church leadership and the Nelson family.

On September 26, 1972 Pastor John met with Mrs. Elizabeth Sundberg at her
home for about an hour. When asked if she thought she would go to heaven if she died
today she said, “I hope s0.” When asked for her reason she responded by saying that she
hoped her faith in Christ would be acceptable to God. During this meeting Pastor John
and Mrs. Sundberg discussed the paper “Seeking After a Sign.” Mrs. Sundberg agreed
with most of it until they came to a section regarding outward evidence. She said that the
reason for seeking a gift of the Holy Spirit was not for the assurance of salvation but out
of a desire to have what the Bible says is ours. She said that anyone can have the gift if
they really want it and sincerely trust in God to give it to them. Sundberg said that she
believed that anyone who spoke in tongues was a Christian. She said that even if such a
tongue speaking person would deny the doctrine of salvation by faith alone the person
must somehow be a Christian. Apparently to her tongue speaking was a sure evidence
that someone was a Christian, even if his outward confession denied it. Mrs. Sundberg,
however, denied seeking the gift for personal assurance that she was a Christian.*

Mrs. Sundberg agreed with Pastor John that a person should not look to the
experience of tongue speaking as assurance for salvation. She did not think that tongue
speakers seek the gift for this reason. She believed that there were such things as lying

wonders but denied that tongue speaking was one of them. She had received her gift by
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praying to Christ, and “Christ does not give a stone for bread.”® She believed that
tongues were not a selfish gift to ask for, even if they edified no one else, but simply
something the Bible says is ours to have.

Some of the statements she made in regard to how the Holy Spirit works seemed
to indicate a misunderstanding of the means of grace. While she agreed that eh Spirit
works through the Word alone, she seemed to mean that the Spirit works in other ways,
but as long as the results agree with the Word than it was truly the Spirit working. She
agreed that no fellowship existed between those who believe in salvation by faith alone
and those who believe in salvation by works. However, she did not agree that other
doctrines were a matter of fellowship.41

Pastor John learned that Mr. & Mrs. Sundberg had spoken in tongues even before
joining Our Savior in Pomona. Mrs. Sundberg mentioned that she spoke to Pastor Hein
about it before joining. The Sundbergs did not belong to a church while they were
children. They were brought to the Christian faith by an elderly man. This man spoke in
tongues and so the Sundbergs also began to speak in tongues. Mrs. Sundberg told Pastor
John that all of her children were also able to speak in tongues. She said that she had not
taught them but they had heard their parents praying in tongues at night.*

In regard to the children, Pastor John recalled an instance that happened in
Sunday school. The Sunday school teacher was teaching the children to pray. The
children would take turns offering prayers in class. On a Sunday when it was one of the

Sundberg children’s turns, the child attempted to pray in tongues. He began and then

% From “Extent of Dealings with Tongue Speakers”
** From “Extent of Dealings with Tongue Speakers”
*! From “Extent of Dealings with Tongue Speakers”
*2 From “Extent of Dealings with Tongue Speakers”
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stopped saying, “I can’t do it as good as mommy does it.”"" This seemed to indicate that

they had learned it from their parents at home and were trying to put it into practice. This
certainly was not a gift for them.*

Overall she wanted the gift of tongues to help her live her Christian life. She
believed that it was part of the full outpouring of the Holy Spirit which enabled her to be
a better Christian and a better witness to her faith. She made no comment when Pastor
John told her that it was the message of the cross that gives that power.*’

From these meetings it was apparent that the idea of tongue speaking had come
into the congregation through the Sundbergs. From them it had spread to a few other
members and friends in the congregation. From these interviews the pastor and elders
were able to understand the issue and how it arrived. The members involved had more in
common then their friendships. Pastor Sabrowsky recalled that the members involved
had other “issues” which they were dealing with. Pastor John was able to learn more
about these issues from his interviews. All of those who spoke in tongues had learned
about it from someone else. Those involved had not desired the gift until their spouses
had gained it or someone else had spoken to them about it. Those who had received this
“gift” had also been going through other difficulties in their lives at the time they
received the gift. They were facing emotional stress and family problems as well as

problems at church. None of the members miraculously were suddenly the gift but

received it only after hearing about it from someone else and then praying for it. Often

** From personal interview with Pastor John

* Pastor John recalled another incident involving the Sundbergs. Apparently one of their children was
sick. Pastor John found out about this on a Sunday morning, so he offered a prayer at the church service.
The child’s parents became angry with Pastor John because they said they possessed the gift of healing and
wanted to take care of it themselves.

* From “Extent of Dealings with Tongue Speakers”
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times these prayers included “emptying one’s self” and “losing self control™® as well as a
trance like state.

It was clear to Pastor John and the other members of the congregation that the
tongue speaking going on in their mist was not Scriptural and was very harmful. The
danger to the other souls in the congregation was great. The danger to the souls of the
tongue speakers was also great. Yet, after patient and loving encouragement and
admonition no change had taken place and the congregation decided to act. Our Savior
held a voter’s meeting on December 3, 1972. The topic for this meeting was tongue
speaking. This meeting was continued the following week on December 10. At this
meeting the congregation voted to remove from fellowship Mr. & Mrs. Charles Nelson
and Mr. & Mrs. David Mishler, by a vote of 19-3.*’ It was made clear that this was not
an excommunication. Nor was this a judgment of their saving faith. It was a recognition
of their tongue speaking as something contrary to Scripture and a warning of the
tremendous danger that this would cause to their spiritual welfare. An announcement in
the bulletin for December 17, 1972 recounted the act of love which was carried out by the
voters a week earlier.*®

The leaders of the congregation had hoped that this act of warning would stop the
turmoil in the congregation. They hoped that the warning offered to the Nelsons and
Mishlers would cause these families to see their errors and return. Pastor John and the
elders also hoped that this would serve as a warning to others of the dangers of the
charismatic movement and cause them to renounce these ideas completely. This

December voter’s meeting, however, did not mark the end of the turmoil at Our Savior in

¢ From “Extent of Dealings with Tongue Speakers”
* From “Bxtent of Dealings with Tongue Speakers”
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Pomona. Many other members left the congregation. Not all of these members were
tongue speakers. Some were sympathetic with the movement. Others felt the families
involved had not been treated fairly. Problems and questions continued within the
congregation.

Pastor John received a call to serve at St. John’s Lutheran Church in Tarzana. He
would eventually accept that call and was installed in Tarzana in March of 1973.%
However, the months preceding his departure were still eventful.

Throughout the months that followed many within the congregation and those
now removed from membership questioned the decision that had been made. On
February 1, 1972 Mr. Robert Papsdorf wrote to WELS President Oscar Naumann asking
him for permission to make Naumann’s letter in response to Otto Kirmsse (see above)
available to the congregation. Some in the congregation wanted to use this letter to
defend the tongue speakers and condemn the actions of the congregation’s voting
assembly in regard to the Nelson and Mishler families. They believed that President
Naumann’s letter would lend support to the tongue speakers as long as it was done in
private.

On February 8, 1973 Pres. Naumann wrote to Pastor Herman John. An excerpt
from the letter follows:

I am more than willing to have my letter of May 11, 1972 to Mr. Otto H.

Kirmsse, Jr., read to the congregation if this will serve to quiet the

disturbance that this matter has brought into the congregation. But I

gathered from what was said on Christmas Day after church and in

conversation with you that some people conclude from my letter that |

would have not proceeded as the congregation did in dealing with the

. . 5
tongue speakers. I cannot understand how this can be found in my letter. 0

8
** See Addenda
* From personal interview with Hermann John
50 :
From personal correspondence with Pastor Hermann John
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A copy of this letter was also sent to Mr. Papsdorf.

In response to this letter, Pastor John wrote to President Naumann in order to
clear up the misunderstandings some members of the congregation may have had with
President Naumann’s original letter of May 11, 1972. In the letter Pastor John asked for
clarification on the meaning of some of President Naumann’s words. One of the
questions he asked was whether those who claim to have the genuine gift of tongues but
do not actually have it should be given the advice to speak to themselves and to God in
private.

In a letter of February 21, 1973 President Naumann responded to Pastor John’s
inquiries. An excerpt from that letter follows:

Any one claiming the ability to speak in tongues today is, in my opinion,

seeking personal glory and recognition for himself. He is claiming that he

has been blessed by God with a gift that others have not received.

Pointing to himself, in that manner, that person is certainly not being a

faithful witness to Christ nor is he glorifying Christ. My answer to your

question under (1), Pastor John, is an emphatic, “No!” We should not

condone in our members that which is not worked of the Spirit of God.

My advice was to have them keep silent. What they call tongue-speaking

today is not a gift from God. What they erroneously consider a gift, is no

gift at all, and it serves no wholesome purpose. But the possibility

remains that humble and sincere people have been misled by a false

prophet and it becomes our duty to rescue them from his clutches.”!

Along with this letter, President Naumann enclosed another letter which was to be read to
the congregation if Pastor John felt it would serve to aid their understanding. In that
letter President Naumann wrote:

I subscribe fully to what both Dr. Becker and Prof. Gerlach have written.

If my letter appears to contradict either author, I must have expressed

myself unclearly...It is my strong conviction that I should not become
involved in the affairs of the Pomona congregation. The congregation has

51 .
From personal correspondence with Pastor John
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a responsible pastor, and the district has responsible officials.”

President Naumann’s words regarding Dr. Becker and Prof. Gerlach refer to their
statements included in Pastor John’s February 12 letter to President Naumann. These
statements come from some of the articles which Pastor John used in dealing with the
tongue speakers. The statements clearly condemn the present charismatic movement as
unscriptural.*?

In February of 1973 Pastor John also began a series of Sunday afternoon Bible
classes at Our Savior in Pomona. The Bible classes served to further the congregation’s
understanding of tongue speaking in Scripture and its relationship to the plan of salvation.
Many attended these classes, including those who had been asked to leave the
congregation and those who had left of their own will because of the tongue speaking
incident. On February 11, 1973 the first class in the series was held. The topic of this
first class was “God’s Plan of Salvation.” This class reviewed for the congregation how
we are saved because of Christ alone, and how our faith is a gift of God which the Holy
Spirit strengthens through the means of grace. The second class, which was held a week
later, was on the topic “Power for Christian Living.” This class reviewed the Christian’s
life of sanctification which flows out of justification. It also emphasized how every
Christian has God’s Holy Spirit within him and that the Spirit’s work is connected with

the means of grace. The third class, held on the following week, was an “Explanation of

> From personal correspondence with Pastor John

33 Dr. Becker’s words as quoted to Pres. Naumann: “Anyone who knows what the Bible says on the above
subjects knows that such attitudes and beliefs are not the work of the Spirit of God. We can only conclude
that where laxity of doctrine prevails, glossolalia can scarcely be considered the manifestation of the Holy
Spirit’s presence.”

Prof. Gerlach’s words: “When speaking in tongues does not serve the purpose of edifying, it has no place in
the church. Then it does not unite, it divides. Then it is not a tool of the Spirit, but of Satan.” “As far as
the charismatic movement is concerned, it is apparent from a testing of the spirits that it is not a

24



1 Corinthians 12, 13, 14.” This class focused on the gift of tongues in the Apostolic
church in regard to their reason and purpose for existing. Many recall these classes as
quite beneficial, but those who had left did not return.>*

The WELS statistical report shows that Our Savior in Pomona had 169
communicants and 45 children in school in 1971. In 1972 there were 149 communicants
and 50 children in school. The 1973 statistical report shows the dramatic effect the
tongue speaking incident had on the congregation in Pomona. In 1973 Our Savior in
Pomona reported 72 communicants and 30 children in school.” The congregation was
literally torn apart by what occurred in the years of the tongue speakers. It was fruly a
traumatic experience for all involved, those who stayed and those who left. However, the
congregation would eventually experience growth and recovery under later pastors.

After Pastor John left for Tarzana, a retired pastor by the name of Luther Voss
served the vacancy in Pomona. Pastor Voss formerly served as a chaplain in Vietnam.
Between the time that Pastor John left and Pastor James Humann arrived as the next full
time pastor, Pastor Voss had a real calming influence on the congregation. His tenure
with the congregation was beneficial and his leadership allowed Our Savior to get back to
normal after the uproar which had occurred. By the time Pastor Humann arrived
everything was settled and there were not reoccurrences during his ministry in Pomona.

The events which took place in Pomona in the early 1970s tore a small WELS

congregation apart. It certainly was a very traumatic time for the members of Our Savior

Lutheran Church. The events are still recalled vividly today by some of the members.

phenomenon of the Spirit. It is a movement which distorts God’s truth into another gospel. Therefore we
cannot regard its tongues speaking as authentic.”

** See Addenda for copies of these Bible studies

% From WELS statistical report from Pastor Hermann John
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While the remembrance and responses vary for each individual all involved agree that it
was a troubling and painful incident. But it was also one that provided an opportunity for
growth, reevaluation of personal faith, and a recommitment and dependence on God’s
Word. Nearly 35 years later those involved reflect on these events, what they felt then,
and what they feel now about what occurred. What follows are some of the current
reflections of key individuals involved.

Some of the members reflected on why they thought the situation arose in the
congregation. Principal James Dallmann remembers arriving at Our Savior in 1971. He
speaks of what was going on in the congregation at the time. “After being there a few
weeks my wife and I looked at each other and said, ‘I don’t think we’re in the WELS.”” 6
He noted that there were fifty dead orange trees on the property, the playground was in
disrepair, and there were problems with the budget. The spirit and zeal to do God’s work
was very low. It appeared as if the Lord was not blessing this congregation during this
time. It appeared to Principal Dallmann that Pastor Sabrowsky had become very
discouraged with what was going on at the congregation.

The tongue speaking had already started when Dallmann arrived. It seemed to
him that there was a need that was not being fulfilled, the people were discouraged and
this 1s where their desire for tongues came from, in order to fill the void they felt in their
spiritual life. This perhaps showed itself in the fact that some of those involved with the
tongue speaking were from the discouraged church leadership, a chairman of the
congregation and school board members. These people were looking for new ways to
improve the zeal in the congregation. They had seen what was going on in the

charismatic movement, which started nearby, and desired those kinds of blessings for Our
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Savior. However, this was not the place to look for zeal to do God’s work. This can only
come from the gospel message. The congregation would learn through this painful
situation to go to the Word again and again.

John Parlow, the president of the congregation at the time of the tongue speakers,
felt that the tongue speaking arose from the charismatic movement in the area as well as
the lack of catechesis for new members. He believed that the people who were involved
had not grown up in the church and had not received the foundation they needed to
distinguish the dangers of false doctrine. Parlow remembered that the school served as
an outreach tool, bringing families into the church. He thinks that there could have been
more efforts for education of the adults so they would have a firmer basis in the faith. At
this time the congregation really didn’t have a “religious tone.” By that he meant that it
had become more of a club built around the school and athletics, etc. There was not a lot
of Bible study that went on. He called it a “Sunday morning church.” That was the
extent of participation by the people. This situation of apathy in the church left it
vulnerable for something like this to happen. “It was really partly our fault as a
congregation. We could have done a better job with teaching new converts and giving
them a better foundation in the faith. We were really happy to see people in church on
Sunday. Unfortunately, for many, that was good enough.”’

Parlow also pointed to the young age of the WELS’ mission program in

California. “At the time of the tongue speakers, I’'m not sure our Synod had the right

56 . . .
From personal interview with James Dallmann
57 F | 3 . . N E
rom personal interview with John Parlow



people in place in the mission churches. I think today that those in these positions are
better prepared for the mission congregations.”

Some members reflected on this trying situation and the traumatic effect it had on
their lives. One member said, “Not many people really like to talk about it. Some people
left the congregation not because they were tongue speakers but because they didn’t like
how the situation was handled.”” Another member believed that situation was blown out
of proportion. “Not very much really took place. I was quite upset when the families
were voted out of the congregation. I didn’t think they needed to vote the people out as

long as the people weren’t doing anything (leblicly).”6O

Many left the church and never
came back because of the way the situation was handled. Another member who stayed
said, “I was so upset that I would have left and gone to another WELS church if there
was one in the area.”’

Mrs. Carol Mishler, one of the tongue speakers who had been a life-long WELS
member, remembered the experience as being very painful. “It was as if my
congregation had turned its back on me. It was very traumatic. Ihad been a member of
the Wisconsin Synod my whole life and then to have this happen was a hard thing,”**
Still today she is convinced that she received a special gift of God. She believes she still
possesses this gift but doesn’t really “use” it. “It was just something that happened to a
number of us back then. It wasn’t really a big deal. I remember when it happened to me

[the tongue speaking] I had an incredible feeling of comfort. I remember repeating over

and over again, ‘Holy Comforter stay with me. Holy Comforter stay with me.” I knew

8 From personal interview with Parlow

% From personal interview with member. Name withheld per request.
% From personal interview with member. Name withheld per request.
%' From personal interview with member. Name withheld per request.
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that it was from God.”® Mrs. Mishler didn’t believe that what they believed was
incorrect. She believes that it was different and people did not know how to handle it.
She reflected on all the trouble this caused the congregation. “Sometimes I think I just
should have kept it to myself as a private thing. I should not have told Pastor Sabrowsky
because it scared him and I don’t think he knew how to handle it. Maybe if I wouldn’t
have told anyone what happened it wouldn’t have caused a problem.”®*

John Parlow reflected on being a relatively young man and a leader of the
congregation and the trouble it caused him. “It absolutely hurt me. Ihad questions on
why I got into this so far. I felt I was in over my head and overwhelmed. It seemed like
we looked for help but none was there. I didn’t crack up or anything, but did it hurt me?
Emotionally? Yes. Physically? Yes. But did it hurt my faith? No, it strengthened it.”®

James Dallmann remembered that it was a difficult time for those who held to the
truth to stand up for it. “The other people stood back and didn’t say anything. It was a
small congregation. Even the good people who knew something should be said didn’t at
first.”®® Dallmann also recalled the animosity that formed between those trying to warn
of the dangers of tongue speaking and the tongue speakers. “Another member, a very
Christian lady, sent a letter to the Synod because they blamed Pastor John for causing
problems. Some of the people who signed the letter were pillars of the church. There

was probably some influence by the tongue speal<ers.”67

%2 From personal interview with Carol Mishler
% Mishler

@ Mishler

% From personal interview with Parlow

5 From personal interview with Dallmann

57 Dallmann
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Mrs. Rachel John, Pastor John’s wife, also recalled that this was a difficult time
for her husband. “I remembered that he would come home and be visibly upset by what
had happened. I would listen to him and wanted to support him and let him unload what
was bothering him.”® She remembered that some of the comments made to him during
his interviews were quite unpleasant. “I don’t remember exactly what they said to him,
but it was not nice. They made some biting comments to him. He tried not to let it affect

69 Mrs. John said it got so bad that she sought some

him, but it affected me.
encouragement. “I remember at one point calling the mission board chairman, Pastor
Hochmuth, to speak with him about it. I wanted to keep our home a safe haven for my
husband and not let him know how it was affecting me.””°

It is obvious from speaking with those who were members of the congregation at
the time of the tongue speaking incident that both sides experienced pain from the events
that took place. One can see the truth of that statement by these recollections and the
number of people who left the congregation. This also proved a time of great growth and
recommitment to the Word for those involved. It served to strengthen their faith. To the
faithful it was truly a refining fire. Parlow recalled, “There are always challenges that
come with congregations and there are things you have to go through. This situation
taught me not to question God’s way of doing things. Just trust him. Though, it was
emotionally trying God gets you through it with his Word.””" He remembered just how

great of a danger God had rescued the congregation from. “The tongues speakers edified

themselves instead of glorifying God. As we got into the discussing what the tongue

% From personal interview with Mrs. Rachel John
9
Rachel John
7 Rachel John
! From personal interview with Parlow
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"2 Parlow noted that they

speakers believed, Christ became less and less important.
didn’t reject Christ as Savior, but somehow downgraded him. “Christ was still the
Savior. But he wasn’t the Savior like we think of him. Christ is the Savior, but [ have
gifts and that is more important. They really thought that their gifts were more important
than Christ. Just ask them they would tell you that.”””

Parlow noted that the Bible studies which were given during this time were
beneficial. “The classes were beneficial to everyone and really strengthened their faith.
The congregation grew from this. After the incident the congregation became very
united.”™ Others also recalled the Bible studies and how they strengthened the people.
Principal Dallmann remembers how the people who had once remained silent stepped up
when they were needed. “The people who knew what was right and remained silent
really took over the leadership of the congregation. John Parlow became chairman at a
young age and really took the bull by the horns.”” Dallmann recalls the final meeting.
“After we had discussed that there was a need to separate if these people [the tongue
speakers] didn’t recant there was a silent prayer. Following the prayer a motion was
made and seconded to make this separation. When it came to a vote those men who once
had remained silent stood straight up, they didn’t hesitate.”’® This was an important
moment for the congregation. They were not willing to compromise the truth. They
were not willing to compromise God’s Word.

Pastor John echoed these sentiments. “Depend on the Word of God. Always be a

little suspicious of emotions and feelings. Hold to the promises of God which are only

72 From personal interview with Parlow

7 Parlow

™ Parlow

7 From personal interview with Dallmann
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found in his Word. The written Word is where our confidence comes from. That is what
we depend on. Don’t look at what is inside of you. Look back to the Word.”"" This
perhaps is the lasting lesson of this incident.

James Dallmann emphasized the importance of faithful work by God’s
representatives. “The Lord blesses you when you do his work faithfully. If we don’t
problems creep in. If we aren’t faithful with the Lord and his Word, if we don’t take a
stand against those who oppose God’s Word we will certainly not be blessed.”’
Dallmann also pointed out the importance of Christian education for children and adults.
“People need to be given a good, solid foundation in the faith. That is of utmost
importance. Iremember a situation in Washington where a pastor tried to lead his
congregation away from the synod. The people there were such solid Christians that not

" Another lasting lesson from the tongue

even their pastor could lead them astray.
speaking incident in Pomona is the importance of Christian education. Education 1s so
important so that people may know the truth, stand on it, and stand against those who
oppose it.

The charismatic movement at Our Savior in Pomona literally tore this small
‘congregation apart. Though this was a very difficult time for all involved the situation
also served a positive purpose. While we cannot know his ultimate purpose and hidden
will, it is obvious that the Lord used this situation to serve his people, to strengthen them

with lessons only learned through experiences, experiences which drove them to his

Word. In that Word they found the only place for assurance, the only place for comfort

7® From personal interview with Dallmann

"7 From personal interview with Hermann John
78 Dallmann

” Dallmann
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and zeal. In the center of that Word they found Christ. It was not as if they had never
found him or didn’t know him before, but now they knew him better, to their benefit and

to his glory.

33



Bibliography

Anonymous Members of Our Savior Lutheran in Pomona. (2006, November-December)
[Telephone interviews with Jonathan D. Quinn]

Bennett, Dennis. “God’s Strength for this Generation,” from
hitp://www.emotionallyfree.org/dennis-strength.htm. November 30, 2006.

Clement, Arthur J. The Pentecostals and Charismatics. Northwestern Publishing House,
2000.

Dallmann, James. (2006, November 21) [Telephone interview with Jonathan D. Quinn]

John, Hermann. (1973, February 12) [Written correspondence with Pres. Oscar I.
Naumann]

John, Hermann. (2006, November 27) [Telephone interview with Jonathan D. Quinn]

John, Hermann. “Extent of Dealings with Tongue Speakers” [Notes taken from
interviews with the tongue speakers, 1972]

John, Rachel. (2006, December 7) [Telephone interview with Jonathan D. Quinn]

Kirmsse, Otto H. (1972, May 5). [Written correspondence with the Wisconsin
Evangelical Lutheran Synod]

Mishler, Carol. (2006, December 15) [Telephone interview with Jonathan D. Quinn]
Naumann, Oscar J. (1972, May 11). [Written correspondence with Otto H. Kirmsse, Jr.]

Naumann, Oscar J. (1973, February 8) [Written correspondence with Rev. Hermann
John]

Naumann, Oscar J. (1973, February 21) [Written correspondence with Rev. Hermann
John]

Nitz, Marcus. “On Speaking in Tongues” [A portion of an essay delivered at the
California Pastoral Conference, Jan., 1972]

Papsdorf, Robert A. (1973, February 1) [Written correspondence with Pres. Oscar J.
Naumann]

Parlow, John. (2006, December 4) [Telephone interview with Jonathan D. Quinn]

34



Sabrowsky, Daniel L. “What Does It Mean to be Filled with the Holy Spirit” [Delivered
at the Pastor-Delegate Conference, Reformation Lutheran Church, San Diego, CA
1972]

35



ADDENDA



v/ Py
K4

‘Whoever, therefore, teaches the true doctrine, hut
doesn’t. warn against false- doctrine, and against wolves
in “sheep’s clothing, is not a faithful steward of the .
mysteries of God, not a faithful watchman on the walls
of Zion. Rather, as the Word of Gtod says, he is a wicked
servant, a dumb dog, a traitor. Certainly, none of our

“Please explain ‘what is really meant hy ‘“alking in

tongues.’ There is much talk of it mow even among
Lutherans and all claim a Biblical basis for the practice
or ‘gift,’ as they feel it is. My understanding has always
been that the occurrence related in the Bible meant that
all assembled were given a common language, enabling
them to understand each other as they had come from
diverse places and each had his own language until the
miracle ocemrred. The present belief seems to be that
it is a special communication with God and a sort of
‘transported’ feeling.” This is not the first reader to
inquire- about this subject,

We shall not be able in ca brief article to examine
everything that Scripture says about speaking with
songues nor how Seripture has been understood by vari-
our people. We shall, however, take note of some points
it will be well fo remember.

What Happened on Pentecost

On Pentecost Day the outpouring of the Holy Spirit
wag accompanied with the gift of speaking “with other
tongues” (Acts 2:4). In a miraculous manner it hap-
pened that “every man heard them (the disciples) speak
in his own language” (v. 6). This is not called a special
language different from other human language. It was
that each heard what was said in his own language.

Other Instances of Speaking With Tongues

Speaking with tongues is also referred to in two
other places in the Book of Acts. When Peter preached
to Cornelius in Caesarea, the IHoly Ghost fell on those
who heard him, and Peter and the others with him
“heard them speak with tongues and magnify God”
(10:46). Later when Paul preached at Ephesus to some
people who had never hefore heard of the Holy Ghost
and knew only -the haptism of John, “The Holy Ghost
came on them; and they spoke with tongues and prophe-
sied” (19:6). These two examples, however, tell us noth-
ing as fo what this “speaking with tongues” was like.

In his First Letter to the Corinthians Paul refers to
the gift of tongues at greater length., There are various
references throughout chapters 12 to 14

All the Same Kind of Speaking?

One question that arises is whether these other oc-
casions of speaking with tongues refer to the same kind
of speaking as occurred on Pentecost Day. Some believe
they do. Others point out that in I Corinthians we are told
that “he-that speaketh in an unknown tongue speaketh not
unto men, but uwnto God: for no man understandeth him”

6
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pastors want to be traitors to their Savior, who placed
them into the ministry.

S0 don't criticize your pastor when he does his job,
which also includes labeling a lie a le, but thank God
for him, and follow Lis advice, and avoid all false teach-
ers and false teachings. Kenveta W, VErTZ

Topic: What Does the Bible
Say About Speaking
With Tongues?

(14:2). I the congregétion is to benefit from his “speak-
ing,” either he himself or someone with the gift of in-

terpretation must explain what he said (vv. 5,6,27).
This gives the impression of a speaking that does

not involve the mere use of any ordinary human language.

How Important Was This Gift? ,
How important a spivitual gift was this? St. Paul
makes no reference to it in any other letter. Even when
he writes to the Romans about spiritual gifts in chapter
12, he says nothing of speaking with tongues. And in
writing to the Corinthians he mentions it last among the
gifts listed (I Cor. 14:27,28). Although he recognizes
this as a gift of the Holy Spirit, yet he is concerned {hat -
the Corinthians should not value it above prophesying
(vv. 5, 19). “But covet earnestly the best gifts,” Paul
tells the Corinthians (v. 31).

“Tongues Shall Cease”

Furthermore, we are told that “charity never faileth;
but whether there be prophecies, they shall fail; whether
there be tongues, they shall cease; whether there be
knowledge, it shall vanish away” (13:8). In the following’
verses it is evident that prophecies will fail, that knowl-
edge shall vanish away “when that which is perfect is
come” (v, 10), that is, at Christ’s return on the Last
Day, But concerning tongues we are simply told that
they shall cease. There is nothing to indicate that they
will, however, continue until “that which is perfect is
come,” ‘

Some Questions We Must Ask

In view of what we can learn from Scripture about
speaking with tongues, these are some valid questions
we must ask about those who claim such gifts today. Is
the description in the Scriptures so clear that the un-
intelligible gibberish that is considered speaking with
tongues can without doubt he recognized as this spiritual
gitt? Can there be certainty that this gift is continuing
in view of the statement that it would cease? Do not
those who claim to have this gift usually view it as a
special, higher gift? Does not that make it suspect? Dues
it not tend to downgrade the simple, clear proclamation
of the Gospel?

Rather than concerning ourselves about this lesser
gift, may we covet earnestly the best gifts. Not some un-
intelligible sounds, hut the clear, simple, understandable
words of Scripture will thrill our hearts. Not vague,
doubtful, meaningless sounds uttered in a state of -high
emotionalism, bul the swre proclamation of the Gospel
of forgiveness in Christ will strengthen faith, comfort
the sinner, lead to salvation. ARMIN SCHUETZE

THE NORTHWESTERN LUTHERAN



What It Ys

When the 1oly Spivit was given
to the carly Christiang alter the as-
censlon of the Lord Jesus, Iis com-
ing was accompanied by outward
sigins —the sound us of a rushing
mighty wind, cloven tongues as of
fire, and the abilily to speak in lan-

puages which the disciples had never,
These were real languages,

learned.
“undorstond by people who had come
from ey different, rogions of thoe
Roman cpive,

Modern 'entecostalism, which origi-
natedt b the furn of the fwenticeth
cenlury, teaches (hat the Holy Spirit

A LOOK AT

Church

Sof Chri. Union  {Inc.)
CU.8A., und scoves of other bodies :
cime inlo existence. .

stHE makoea His presence known by

Bl for
the one

atthwat wipnn,
P e

all practleal
nhovae nll hy

which He in supposed to mintfest 11

wirking ia pdossalalia, or
with fongues. A sccondary mark ol
His presence in many Pentecostal Tel-
lowships i the pift of miraculous
healing,  Whalever difference  one
may find among Pentecostal churches,
some of which are Trinitavian and
some  Anti‘Irinitarian, all of them
are  agreed  thal the “full Gospel”
must include speaking in fongues.

Origin of the Movement

Pentecostal  churches in America
are nwmbered by the dozens. Most of
them drace their origin (o the work
ol Charles Parham, who conducted
o Bible sehool in ’an('kn, Knnsas, nnd
fo Willian Seymionr, n blaek evango-
Hat, wha had been Leadned by Pars
oot and who conduelod the fnmous
Azurn Streol. Mingion in Lo Angroley
fons iy yenrs, Both of thesoe inen
bk peeent stevenn o "oty Bphil hope
tam consdating mininly I Lthe hoe
nfowal of the pift of “onpooes”

fnrly  eanvertn to
werr onvotriped toopo hoek to Thely
awh o ehtredns and o indvodues 1he
hlessinps of  “loly
When thebe efforin were nol appreeds
stod, they bepan 1o’ forn Ponteeontal

Spielt hopthon ™

spenling”

comrepntionds, which had o tendeney @

to proup themselven nround the pers
s of nome oudalnnding teader, In
flide wny e Awaeblen of clod, 1
Clieede ot tody the Wotsgunee oy
pel Mbiston, the Pontocoilal {Tollion
Churels, the Ponlecontal Amomblioy
of the Warld, the Pentecontnl Chureli
ol G o Ameseden, the Uniiad Pento:
contnd Chaeel, thae Pagloeoning 10
Bnpized Holinems Choreh, the Apon
Tolte Overcombing Jaly Clirety of God,
thee Nntlonnl David

Lurrmmame 20, 1071
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Penteeontalinn .
Al wordm "Men, women nnd “elils
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Antecedenin of the Movemaent

Penfeeoptalisng, anderslood an eme-
phasis on oulward evidences off tha

Spivit's  working, 1§ nof something
new, IBven  lhough Paul said  that
“Conpues  shall  cease,”  and  even

though the phenomenon of glossola-
jin scems Lo have disappeared very
early, yet Montanus, a herelie of the
seeond century, who claimed to pos-
gess  the  gift - of  prophecy, also
claimed for himself and others the
il of tonpues.

In America, the “vevivals” of the
cighteenth and nineteenth cenluries,
led by Jonathan dwards and George
Whitefield and their successors, were
also characterized by outward, visible

displays  of  “Spirit” power, ‘“Iloly
Inughs,”  "holy  barks,” and ‘“holy
Jorky e terms which  are  gelf-ex-
plunnlory--

{hete nen, i
<

Sueh sipnn wore looked for, prayed!
for, mud wino promised by the car)y
Pentecostal  preschers, One ol thoes
ftent Jeaders of  the movement
peribed aoweceastul enmp o meeting In

neremmbng,  shouting,  praying,’!
lenping, daneing, and Folling proste |(¢~. §
under God's  overwhelming power
Warnderfull" Sueh exceesses are usunls
ly disconrnited by second and {hml
penceation Pentecostals,

How Are Wo o Judpet
Aol ly The Maphiit! Dhisk jiro-

e glondolatin and hoading mirnelod

I
cmighly wind

(o idenlify, A
Lhat, enan be hemed by
il cloyven tonpoes nn of flrae noeen
hy all, fdantiftnble Linganpes aodor-
mhowsth by hundeeds of people, hegling
thut fn Invariably, ¢ffeelive ~ Lheso
nre manifestations never produced by

nol vaty rusihing

‘Corinthians

Soal
She

omentalistice,

Lhe deily of Christ,

Jollowed the preaching of

hyd

maodern Pentecostalism. Modern plos-
solalin often is the tresall of sells
hypnosis and occasional -healing mir-
acles may be nothing more than sub-

7 jective sel- (l('( Lplmn

teachns in I
he diseusses
Spirvit, the only trae
Basigs of judgment ig the conlession
faith made by those who claim
Spivit for themselves, And heve
Pentecostalism [ails the lest, While
the movement is generally funda-
insisling  on such doc-
trines as the inspiration of Scripture,
and (he reality
of  miracies, Penfecostalism allows
the widest divergencee on most other
relifiowa and daetrinnl questions,

¢ I(nu 1y
where

Paul
1

Aoy

But, as

the gifts of the

leavly  Dentecostalism was charace-
torized by  dissension  mnd o sehisn,
Churcehes separated from eaech olher
aver the question ol bright necktes
o the length of womoen's skirls,
Questions of Biblical: doclrine were
seldom involved. 16 is plso noteworthy
that woinen preachers, such as the
notorious Aimee Scmple Mcelberson,
have been among the most success-
ful evangelists of th movement,

The Penfecostal seel accepls pre-
millennialism as one of its funda-
mental doctrines, Most Penlecostalists
are also Arminian in’ their theology,
that is, they deny the tofal inability
of men to come to Jesus hy their
awrn reason or htl(‘l])’“l The elflicacy
of the sheraments i
nied hy them,

H

nivarsally de- ;é

Many of the carly dissensions and
wehisimg are deplored by modern tead-
arn of the movement; and efforts o
unite the various brahehes of Pente-
costalism are “apparently  fnding
niteh suecess, But Pentecostals admit
that sueh unity is achloved on the
hanks of “love™ and not on (he busis
of apreement in doctrine, There is
oulspoken  apreemoent Lo avoid  all
controversial questions and Lo allow
cnch person Lo hoeld Lo his own opin-
fon, The movement is therelore os-
L osentially nnionistie.

Pl

[IRTRIEEE

Anyone who ltonoswn awhat the
an o Ihe phove sndgeets

Chat saeh ptidiedes canl hedieis
nol the work of Lhe Spivt of Gad, Wao,
can only conclude that ‘where Jaxity
of dactrine prevails, glossolalia can
nedreely he consldered (e manifestae
thon ol tho Holy Spiril’y presence,
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Henry €. Hitz

Why Continue
The Ecumenical Courtship?

Bishop Underscores
Ecumenisnm’s ‘Nots?

Steubenville, Ohio — (NG) — Steu-
henville’s Bishop John King Mussio
emphasized that ccumenism flows
from Christ, not from the plans of
men,

.- “In the light of what it is not

‘ecumenisni gives us a good picture
of what in reality it is—a conscienti-
ous and personal striving to fulfill
intour life and in that of those about
us Christ’s prayer that we all might
e one, as He is in the Father and
the Father in Him.” '

Bishop Mussio lined up the “noty”
in ecumenism like this:

@ A gradual whiltling away of our
Catholic Faith in order to fit it into
some manmade picture puzzle of
Christian unity.

® A compromise of basic doctrine
to meet another compromise.

e A thing that will thrive on the
evisceration of the Chuareh’s author-
ity to please those who dispute that
authority.

& A ferm {0 signify for any Chyis-
tian the espousal of what he con-
siders to be wrong.

e Strange prophecies and brink-
manship practices which perplex the
~minds of reasonable Catholics,

s A freedom of disputation that-

calls into question the fundamental
truths of our Maith.

e A cialogue that strives to break
down rather than strengthen a man’s
faith in the Divine Word,

e A concept that encourages a
slighting of the teaching and declara-
tions of ooy spiritual superiors, the
Pope, and the hishops.

® An opening of the window- to
the night, where only shadows maove,
and darkness gradually takes over,

e Arguing about religious posi-
tions.

e  Another word for proselytism.

© The dishonor of a violated
Taith, the cowardice of g belrayal
of religious conviction, or the tran-
sient enthusiasin nourished by nov-
elty.

e A notion that we may now
participate actively in the worship
of others.

Jung 14, 1964

e A gadget that enables us lo
talk glibly of understanding and co-
operation, while allowing the indi-
vidual to wallow in prejudice, hias
and the pride thal divides.

¢  Defeatism.

e A device Tor world reavrange-
ment,

Operation U'nfd(M‘sl:aﬂrli-ng/v.
April 12, 1964

Speaking In Tongues

Vine  Evangelical Tree Church
(Minneapolis) has heen expelled from
the denomination because its pastor
and some members engage in speak-
ing in tongues and other practices
“Pentecostal in nature,” according to
The Sunday School Times of Decem-
ber 28, 1963.

The Twin Cities seem to Dbe suffer-
ing from an epidemic of glossolalia
[speaking in tongues]. A staff writer
for the Minneapolis Sunday Tribune
reports in the issue of December 22,
1963: “Some estimate that hundreds
of church members — Lutherans,
Episcopalians, Methodists and others
-~ are attending prayer meetings at
which tongues are spoken ithroughout
the Twin Cities aven. Most of the
meetings are in homes hecause the
denominational churehes tend to he
suspicinus of tongues speaking.”

“There are,” contindes the same
writer, “some 50 Pentecostal churches
in the Twin Cities avea with perhaps
8,000 members to whom tongues
speaking is nothing new., What is
new, and somewhat amusing (o their
Pentecostal brethren, is the appear-
ance of tongues among the more
formal denominations.”

To one somewhat acquainted with
the Twin Cities clergy it is a shock

“to learn the names of some of the

men  prominent in  this  fanatical
movement.
Faith healing is combined with

tongues speaking. A woman aftlicted
with cataracts was told by one of the
pastors that “a hoy received sight
in a glass eye at a previous meeting.”

One of the leaders says there may
be five or six praver meetings on a
Friday night, and others throughout
the week. “To avoid disrupting their
churches,” says our reporter, “Twin
Cities tongues speakers do their

enthusiastic  wilnessing  a
in homes mostly.”

meetings

Speaking in Tongues is a helpful
paperback on  {his subjeet. ., J.
Stolee is the author, and Augshurg
of Minneapolis is the publisher,

The following story, printed in the
February 1964 issuc of Sudan Witness,
reveals heart-hreaking experiences in
the especially hard feld of Muslim
wissions and should serve to remind
us of the need of intevcession for our
workers in foreign lands.

Heartbreak in Arabia

A reminder that missionary work is
not always victory and joy

Aden, Arabia: Out of {hese sun-
swept deserts in 620 A.D. came the
prophet Muhamed, with his ‘revela-
tions” from Allah and the declara-
tion, “There is no God hut Allah, and
Muhanuned is Ilis prophet.”  With
this  shahada (witness) emblazoned
on their standards and ringing from
their lips, the Arab hordes swept out
of Arahia’s sandy peninsula, pushing
westward across North Africa to the
very threshold of Burope, and eagt-
ward to the confines of China, n
his cradle and heartland of Islam
the evil one does not easily let go
of his subjects.

And so, when a group of six youwng
men  walked down into the hlue
walers of the Gulf of Aden in 1959
and identified themselves with Christ
in baptism, our Jjoy knew no bounds.
Al last, alfor years (since 1946) of
toil, the cross was struggling upward
against the forces that had held it
captive  for centuries. The CT'0ss
would yet fly above the crescent of
Islam!

We sent word home. “Pray! Pray
that this will grow!” The helievers
grew in the Word. They loved their
fellowship. They gave frecly of their
frugal  means. Their  testimony
sounded out into the city, and our
hearts rejoiced. But wnknown to us,
the thunderclouds were gathering,

The first young convert left Aden
for the United Kingdom. He had
gone through much persecution.
Perhaps he wanted respite ., . and

(Continued on puge 190 )
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ON TONGUES SPEAKING

What the Bible Says

PURP

1. & sign to confirm (verify) that %he word
. preached by the Apostles wes God's Word,
“The Lord,.confirming the word with signs
following.® merk 16:20,

2, (Aots 2:4ff. Pentecost) A gign by which
God showed that the promised Comforter

(the Holy Spirit) had come, "This is thet

which wag spoken by the prophet Joel.”

3, (Acts 10:344,-46 Cornelius) A sign by which
God showed that the Gentiles were to be
included in His gift of salvation, "God bere
them witness giving them the Holy Ghost even

a8 He did unto us.,” Acts 15:8.

4o (hots 19:6 At Ephesus) 4 gign by which
God showed that the ®Baptism of John" is
now to be replaced by the baptism in Jesus!
name,
5, (1 Cor.12-14 At Corinth) Containing a
revelation given by God to be interpreted
for the sdification of the people assembled.
"let all things be done unto edifying.” 1
Cor,14:26, "If any man speak in an unknown
tongue..let one interpret." 1 Cor.14:27.
#To the edifying of the church.® 14:12.

6. A glgn of God's rejection to those who

will not believe His words, "Tongues are
for a sign, not to them that believe, but
to them that believe not.® 1 Cor.,14:22.

7. "Tongues shall cease." 1 Cor.13:8. Now
- that the Scriptures are written, God hes

no need of confirming signs, nor of speaking
to people apart fron the Word.

Yihat LutheranTongues Speakers® Say

GSE

1. Help in times of difficulty. "Lord, 1
have a problem in my family. If ton-

gues will help me, then I would like to

have the gift of tongues .

2, Evidence of being controlled or "fill-

ed" with The Spirit., "bince I have
received "“the gift of tongues”, I feel
closer to God, have more courage to wit-
ness, more desire to read my bible." "Was
previously frustrated because of lack of
spiritual power and ability to serve the
Lord effectively." "Looking for signs of
spiritual life since the church seemed
spiritually deed.”

3. Evidence that the gther person who
speaks in tongues has the Spirit of

God and must therefore he a Christian,

even if he is a Catholic priest.

4. "The Bible calls it g gift so why not
have it." '

5. Evidence of the "latter rain® - the
outpouring of the Spirit in the last

days,(This is a misunderstanding of the

prophesy of Joel. Peter explains it cor-

rectly in Acts 2:16 when he says its ful-

fillment began on Pentecost.)

HOw RESEIVED

1. Pentecost: God gave the gift suddenly -

no previous preparation, prayer, desire,

or training.

2. Cornelius: The gift came while Peter was
preaching the Word,~ No previous prepara-

tion, prayer, desire, or trainiog.

3. At Ephesus: “ithen Peul had laid his hands
upon the * - No previous preparafion,

prayer, desire, or training.

4. No feeling of ecstasy upon receiving the
gifto

5, No prayer that others might receive the
gift of tongues,

L
2

Had a desire for the gift of tongues.

Heard tongues speaking from sofwone
else first.
Prayed for the gift of tongues.

Emptied self completely of all self«
control.

Improves with practice. (4 kindergart-

ner when asked to lead a prayer in

class, began speaking syllables, then

shook its head and said "Oh, I can't do

it like mommy does. kiommy says it is a

gift from God,")

6, Feeling of ecstasy upon first receiv-
ing the Y"gifth,

7. Prayer that others might receive the

ngifth,




-
\ihat the Bible Says

;o HCH

reaiivin g

Controlled. "God is not the author of
. confusion,” 1 Cor.14:33

"Let your women keep silence in the chur-
ches." 1 Cor.l4:34

Not to be used in public without an in-
terpreter, If there be no interpreter,
let him keep silence in the church; and let
him speak to hims®lf and to God." 1 Cor.l4:2

4e Least of all the gifts of the Spirit.
7 "In the church I had rather speak five
‘words with my understanding..than ten thou-
sand words in an unknown tongue."™ 14:19,
"Covet sarnestly the best gifts." 13:31.
"He that speaketh in an unknown tongue edi-
fieth himselfs but he that prophesieth edi-
fieth the church," 13:4,
“"Except ye utter by the tongue words easy
to be understood,..ye shall speak into the -
air.,” 1 Cor.l4:9,
(Self-edification may be a by-product of
the gift, but it should never be the goal.)

$. In Acts, every tongues speaking was in
a foreign language.
In 1 Cor. the tongues spesking is not
defined.

6, God speaks to us in His Word, amd no

other way tocay. "Faith cometh by heering,
and hearing by the Word of God," Rom,10:17,
"The sword of the Spirit, which is the Word
of God," Eph,6:17.

7. The Word of God is owr solid foundation,
Human feelings are “sand", and therefors
not trustworthy.

3.

CONCLUSION:

What Lutheran "Tongues speakers” Say

JSHD

1, Uncontrollable by some when first
received,

2, Women have spoken in tongues in the
church service,

3. Tongues speaking is often done in the
presence of others without inter~
pretation,

4o Gift of tongues desired instead of
and in preference to the greater gifts

which serve to edify the church.

Gift used for self-edification,

5. "Tongues" is a combination of vowels
and consonants not understood by the,
person speaking or the person hearing.
(Note: speaking in a foreign language
never previously learned by the speaker
gannot he faked, However speaking in
gibberish or in unknown sounds can easils
be simulated by anyone. Examplve; the kin
ergartner neking sounds and then saying
"Oh, I can't do it like mommy does,")

6. Hany tongues speakers think thal God
is able to communicaste direotly with
them apart from His written Word.

7. Some have 2 feeling within that the

Holy Spirit within them wants to talk
to God in the language God has given to
them, They feel thet God is displeased
if they do not spesk in tongues when the
feeling is present,

God says, "Beloved, believe not every spirit, but try the spirits whethe

they are of God: because many false prophets are gone out into the world
1 John 4:1, From the above comparison, v.e conclude that the tongues speaking done
anong Lutherans today is not the gift of tongues as was given by God to the Apostles
and early Christians as recoreded in Acts and 1 Corinthians. The téngues spesking
today is either satanieally, psychologically, or artificially produced. Therefore it
must be renounced if one wishes to remain faithful to Christ and His Word,






May L1, 1972

Mr. Otto H. Kizrmsse, Jr.
8204 San Gabriel Canyon Rd.
Azusa, California 91702

Dear Mr, Kirmsse:

Herewith T am forwarding to you a copy of the Sept. 26, 1971, issue of the
NORTHWESTERN LUTHERAN. On page 317 you will find an article by Dr. Siegbert
W. Becker of our Seminary. The title is A LOOK AT PENTECOSTALISM, but there
is a great deal said about glossolalia, the speaking in strange tongues.

At the same time I am sending a photocopy of page 135 of the NORTHWESTERN
LUTHERAN of April 23, 1972. There Professor Carleton Toppe comments in his
editorial "Soundness in Missouri' about the charismatic movement in the Mis~
souri Synod and quotes approviogly several statements from an official study
by Missouri's Commission on Theology and Church Relations concerning this so-
called charismatic movement. I do not have their entire statement at hand,

Qur Commission on Christian Literature, which is meeting in my conference xoom
at this very hour, is planning to publish a booklet on this subject, but it is
not as yet ready for distribution.

I believe I. Corinthians 12, 13, and L4 speak very clearly on this subject.
The gift that we should covet or ask for above all is Christian charity, which
is genuine Christian love. This is set forth in Chapker 13.

Chapter 14 s:uates: "Follow after charity znd desive spiritual gifts, but rather
that ye may prophesy.” Here 'prophesy' means to teach and proclaim the Word of
God. 1t does  not mean to predict the future. It means proclaiming God's Word
so that it can be clearly understood by those who are listening.

The next verses state "2, For he that speaketh in an UNKNOWN tomgue speaketh
not unto men, but unto CGod: for no man understandeth him; howbeit in the spirit
he speaketh mysteries. 3. B&t he that prophesieth speaketh unto men to edifi~
cation, and exhortation, and comfort.”

Verses 9 and following are very significamt: "9. So likewise ye, except ye
utter by the tongue words easy to be understoed, how shall it be koown what is
spoken? for ye shall speak into the alrx.... 1l. Therefore if I know not the
meaning of the voice, I shall be unto him that speaketh a barbarian, and he that
speaketh shall be a barbarian unto me.... 13. Wherefore let him that speaketh
in an unknown tongue pray that be may interpret.... 1&. I thank my God, 1 aspeak
with-tongues more than ye all:s 19. Yet in the church I had rather speak five
word$: with my understanding, Lhal by my voice T wighl leach olliers also, than ten

thousand words in an unknown tongue.'




Mr. Otto H, Kirmsse, Jr. 2 May 11, 1972

The soundest advice for today’s so-called speaking in tomngues is found in vexses
27-28: U27. 1f any man speak in an unknpwn tongue, let it be by twe or at the
most by three, and that by course, AND LET ONE INTERPRET. 28. But if there be
no interpreter, let him keep silence in the church; and let him spesk to himself,
and to God.”

Why should any congregation use twice the amount of time reguired to proclaim a
message? Why should we first have our pastors read an 0ld Testament text in He-
brew and then in English so that the congregation may lknow what he was saying in
Hebrewl We have him right from the moment he opens his mouth use the language
that all present can understand.

The same would certainly hold for any one who claims the ability to speak im strange
tongues. Let that person speak to himself and to God IN PRIVATE, but mot in the
church or the Bible class where no one can understand what he is saying.

This advice of God through His Apostle Paul is very sound, And I am surxe that
most of those claiming the ability to speak in tongues will socon be discouraged
if they must do so in private. They will ggow tired of listening to themselves
even as the congregation or their own famiiy would weary of listening to sounds
that tell no ome anything.

Let us always remember: On that first Pentecost Day, the Apostles and disciples
spoke in real languages and were understood by those who had come to Jerusalem for
the festival. God wrought a special miracle that day to speed the spread of the
Gospel to many lands. For those who heard the disciples said: “We do hear them
speak in our tongues the wonderful works of God." Acts 2:11.

I hope this will prove helpful,

Sincerely yours,

Oineay /A Maignann




EVANGRLIC

OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENY
Rev, Oscar J. Naumann
3512 West North Avenue Milwaukee, Wiseonsin 53208

Office: 445-40622 Residence: 463-6071
February 21, 1973

The Rev, Hermann John
31785 Yucaipa Blvd,
Yucaipa, California 92399

Dear Brother John:

Your letter of February 12 has been received, In my letter of February

8 to you, I wrote that my letter of May 11, 1972, to Mr. Kirmsse could

be read to the congregation "if this will serve to quiet the disturbance."
The February 8 letter was addressed to you because you, as the vacancy
pastor, must make the decision,.

The conditional clause suggested that my letter of May 11, 1972, may not
serve the cause of peace. That letter was written in response to a re-
quest that came to the Synod office asking for the WELS view on ''speaking
in tongues.'" The letter was not intended as a practical guide for a spe~
cific discipline case. When I wrote the letter, T was completely unaware
of any such specific discipline case. If I had been, I would have de~-
clined to become involved,

I subscribe fully to what both Dr. Becker and Professor Gerlach have writ-
ten. If my letter appears to contradict either author, I must have ex-
pressed myself unclearly.

It is my strong conviction that I should not become involved in the af-
fairs of the Pomona congregation. The congregation has a responsible

pastor, and the district has responsible officials.

It is my hope that this will take care of any problems my letter may have
caused in the specific case of discipline.

Once more let me wish you the Lord's richest blessings as you begin your
ministry at St. John's, Tarzana!

In Jesus Christ,

Oscar J. Naumann

Q%g:v%%esident I. G, Frey
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Intro.: (Questions to answer) 1. If you would die today, are you sure yvou would J24e)
to heaven? -

24 If you would die today and stand before God and He would ask you: "hy should I

let you into My heaven? What would you say?

T. God i our Judze

1. God's Law demands Perfection. "Be ye therefore perfect, even as your Father which
. is in heaven is perfect.” (att.5:48).

“Cursed is every one that continueth not in all things which are written in the book

of the lew to do them,"” (Gal.3:10),

"4 certain lawyer stood up, and tempted Him, saying, Mester, whet shall I do to in-

herit efierncl 1life? He said unto him, Whet is written in the law? how readest thou?

And he answering seid, Thou shalt love the Lord thy God with all thy heart, snd with

all thy soul, cnd with all thy strength, and with all thy mind; and thy neighbour sas

thyself, And He seid unto him, Thou hest answered right: this do, and thou shalt live."

(Luke 10:25-28,)

2. ALL HAVE SIMNED AL ARE GUILTY BEFOLE GOD. "For all have sinned, and come short of
the glory of God" {(Rom.3:23),

“That every mouth may be stopped, end all the world may become guilty before God,"Rom3:19

3. ALL ARE CONDEMNED EY GOD AND SENTENCEL TO ETERHAL PE&TH, "For the wages of sin is
death® (Rom.6:23),

“Therefore as by the offense of one (Adam) judgment came upon all men to condemnation®

(Rom.5:18),

“Know ye not that the unrighteous shall not inherit the kingdom of God? Be not de-

ceiveds neither fornicators, nor idolaters, nor adulterers, nor efféminate, nor sbusers

of themselves with mankind, nor thieves, nor covetous, nor drunkards, nor revilers,

nor. extortioners, shull inherit the kingdom of God,* (1 Cor.6:9-10),

4o NO _ONE CAN ESCAPE ETER$AL DEATH BY HIS OWN DOING, “Therefore by the deeds of the
law there shall no flesh be

justified (declared innocent) in His sight” (Rom.3:20).

"It is the gift of God: not of works, lest any man should boast,® (Eph.2:9),

“You have been severed from Christ, you who are seeking to be justified by law; you

have fallen from grace® (Gal,5:4 NASEH),

"Enter not into judgment with Thy servant: for in Thy sight shall no mean living be

justified (declared innocent)® (Ps,143:2).

RESULT: If left to ourselves, we would all perish,
LI, God is our Savior

1. ALL AKE LOVED BY GOD. “For God so loved the world, that He gave His only begotten
. Son." (John 3:16),

MAnd the angel seid unto them, Feur not: for, benold, I bring you good tidings of

great joy, walch shall be to all people,” Luke 2:10),

“For mine eyes have seen thy salvation, which Thou hast prepared before the face of

all people." (Luke 2:30-32).

2. GOD THE SON TOOK THE PLACE OF ALL. "Jesus Christ the righteous: and He is the pro-
pitiation (peyment) for our sins: and unot for

our's only, but also for the sins of the whole world," (1 John 2:2),

“Surely He (Jesus) hath borne our griefs, and carried our sorrows: yet we did estecem

Him stricken, smitten of God, and afflicted, But He =as wounded for our transgressions,

He was bruised for our inlquities: the chastisement of our peace was upon Him; and



W MAr ML MOLLPOD WO QLT LITHLBU, ALl WE LIKE SNeep nave gone astrays we have turned
every one to his own way; and the Lord hath laid on him the ixd ity of us all.YIs.83:4-6,
“Behold, the Lamb of God, which talketkh away the sin of the worh ¥ (John 1529). '

3. ALL AFE JUSTIFIED (DECLARED FORGIVEN) BY GOD. "All have ginned, and come short of
the glory of God; being justified
freely by His grace through the redemption that is in Christ Jesus® (Rom,3:23-24),
"Therefore as hy the offence of one (Adam) judgment came upon all men to condemnationy
even so by the righteousness of One the free gift ceme upon all men unto justification
of life," (Rom.5:18-19),
"God was in Christ, reconciling the world umto Himself, not imputing their trespasses
unto them...For He (God the FPather) hath made Him (God the Son) to be sin for us, Who
knew no sing that we might be made the righteousness of God in him,* (2 Cor.5:19,21),

RESULT: In God's sight everyone is forgiven. The door of heaven is open to all,

ITI. Taith is Needed

1, "BELIEVE ON THE LORD JESUS CHRIST AiD THOU SHALT EE SAVEDY (fcts 16:31), “God so

‘ loved the world, that He
gave His only begotten Son, that whosoever believeth in Him should not perish, but have
everlasting life.%(John 3:16).

2. NOONE IS ABLE TO WMAKE HINMSELF BELIEVE IN JESUS.

Wie are by nature spiritually blind: “Eye hath not seen, nor ear heard, neither have
entered into the heart of men, the things which God hat prepared for them that love
Him," "The natural man receiveth not the things of the Spirit of God, for they are
foolishness unto him, neither can he know them because they are spiritually discerned®

(1 Cor.2:9,14).
We are by nature spiritually dead: "You were dead in trespasses and sins® (Eph.2:1).
Wle are by nature egnemies of God: “The carnsl mind is enmity ageinst God® (Rom,.8:7).
"I believe that I cannot by my own reason or strength believe in Jesus Christ, my Lord,
nor come to Him." (Luther's Small Catechism, meaning of 3rd Article of Creed).

BESULT: If left to ourselves, we would all perish, "He that believeth not is condemned”
(John 3:18),
IV, God is the Author of Faith

l. GOD THE HOLY SPIRIT CHEATES FAITH IN PEOPLE. “No man can say thet Jesus is the Lord
but by the Holy Ghost®™ (1 Cor.12:3).

"But God hath revealed them unto us by His Spirit: for the Spirit searcheth all things,

yea, the deep things of God.""Now we have received, not the spirit of the world, but

the Spirit which is of God; thet we might know the things that are freely given to us

of God,* (1 Cor,2:10, 12),

“Turn Thou me, and I shall be turned; for Thou art the Lord my God" (Jer.31:18).

2. GOD THE HOLY SPIRIT USES THE MEANS OF GRACE (The Gospel in Word and Sacraments) TO

CREATE FAITH, “Whosoever shall call upon the name of the Lord shall be saved. How then
shall they call on Him in whom they have not believed? And how shall they

believe in Him of whom they have not heard?..So then faith cometh by hearing, and hear-

ing by the Word of God" (Hom,10:13ff),

“Sanctify them through Thy truth: Thy word is truth." “Neither pray I for these alone,

but for them also which shall believe on Me through their word.! (John 17:17,20).

"Being born again, not of corruptible seed, but of incorruptible, by the word of God,

which liveth and abideth forever.”(l Pet.1:23).

"Go ye into all the world, and preach the gospel to every creature.” (iMark 16:15),

Baptism is being *born of watller and of the Spirit" (John 3:5),

"The wasning of water by the Word" (Eph.5:26), God's gracious %ord, connected with

water, makes Baptism what it is.

"Through the Yord and Sacraments, as through instruments, the Holy Ghost is given, who
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3, GOD THE HOLY SPIRIT CREATES FAITH IN THE ELECT (Those chosen by God before the
foundation of the world).

uBlessed be God and Father of our Lord Jesus Christ, Who hath blessed us with all

spiritual blessings in heavenly places in Christs According as He heth chosen us in

Him before the foundation of the world, thet we should be holy and without blame be=

fore Him in love: Having predestinated us unio the adophion of children by Jesus Christ

to Himself, according to the good pleasure of His will, to the pralse of the glory of

His grace” (Eph.1:3-6),

Miho hath saved us, and called us with an holy calling, not according to our works,

but according to His own purpose and grace, which was given us in Christ Jesus before

the world began® (2 Tim.1:9).

“Lut we are bound to give thanks alway to God for you, brethren beloved of the Lord,

because God hath from the beginning chosen you to salvation through sanctification of

the Spirit and belief of the truth, whereunto He called you by our gospel." (2 Thess.2:13),

"and as many as were ordained to eternal life believed" (Acts 13:48),

(Upbelievers are lost, not by God's fault, but by their own doing. "The Lord is not
willing that any shouvld perish, but that all should come to repentance’ (2 Pet.3:9).
n0 Jerusalem, Jernsalem, thou thet kdllest the prophets and stonest them that are sent
unto thee, How often would I (Jesus) have gathered thy children together even as a hen

gathereth her chickens under her wings, and ye mould not." (Matt 23:37).)

4o GOD THE HOLY SPIRIT KEEPS A PERSON IN THE FAITH, "An inheritance incorruptible, and

undefiled, and thet fadeth not
away, reserved in heaven for you, who are kept by the power of God through failth unto
salvation® (1 Pet.l:5)

"Briefly stated, then, the doctrine of predestination is this: Whatever God has done,
is doing, and will still do for us during our life on earth to bring us to faith in
Christ and to preserve us in this faith unto eternal salvation, is not a matter of
chance; neither is i% motivated by any personal merit and worthiness, or better con-
duct, which God foresaw in some people; but God has from eternity purposed and planned
it, and by grace for Christ's sake He has chosen and predestinated us to salvation
before the foundation of the world," (4 Summary of Christian Doctrine, Koehler, p.182),

RESULT: Faith in Christ is the work of God, not of man,

CONCLUSTON: Our salvation from beginning to end is entirely the gift of God. “For by
grace are ye savad through faith; and that not of yourselves: it is the
gift of God: not of works, lest any man should hoast ¥ (Eph.2:8-9),

Ao o Y=t

WORDS TO PONDER: "Jesus loves me, this I know; for the Bible tells me so,”

L Questions for Discussion

1. How can a person know for sure whether he has forgiveness of sins?

2, What should a person do if he begins to doubt whether he is forgiven?

3, How can & person know whether his faith is the genuine, saving faith?

4. What is wrong with this statement: "You can receive Christ right now through prayer.
5, (Discuss the two questions in the Introduction).

i ?

NOT FOUND ANYMORE "Blotting out the handwriting of ordinances that was against us, which
was contrary to us, and took it out of the way, nailing it to His
eross" (Col,.2:14). If you believe that Christ has suffered for you and redeemed youy
you can say: "If Christ has my sins, I do not have them anymore, He has taken them
away from my heart and my conscience, When Christ has taken my sins upon Himself they
are written neither in Heaven nor on earth. They are laid on God's Son and only on Him",
~ Mertin Iuther -



[ Intro: (‘ueetions to answer): 1, Do you have the Holy Hpirit in you right nowt
2, If your ansver is "yes", how do you know tha® you have the Holv Spirit in Yous
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ew: PAID IN FULL FOR YOU. The act whereby & sinner is “made right" with God the

Bible calls ¥ justification,” God declared the whole
world righteous when dis Son died on the cross. He removed the debt which gvery sinner
owed but could not pay. Jde credited to the zceount of every sinner the perfect right-
eousness of Cnrist, his bubstitute.

Perhaps tals cen be illustreted by means of ¢ little story, It is said that =t one
time denry Clay owed 310,000 to a benk in Kentucky. A number of sympathebic friends,
knowing kr. Clay wes troubled over his inability to pay, secretly raised the money and
guietly peaid off the deft., when s, Clay lster came to the benk to discuss ais large
indebiedness, the cesnier stertled him with the unsxpected ann uncement: "wr, Olay,
you don't owe this bank & cent, Your account hes been paid in full." "why, how am I
to understend youi" wr, Clay exclaimed, '.ell," said the cashier, "a nunber of your
friends heve ralsed a sufficient sum and have peid off y.ur debt for you, You don't
ove tnis benk a thing.” Tesrs rushed into Mr, Clay's eyes, and unable to speak, he
welked away. dis heart was overwhelmed by the joy of a grest deliveraunce from a crush-
ing debt. “when he went to bed that night :r. Clay knew that, at long lzst, he was
"right" with his bank, not because of anything he haed done, but because of something
Solmeone elsé had done for him, :

bo it is with our salvetion, "And He (Jesus) is the propitiation (payment) for our
s:ng, and not for ourfs only, but also for the sins of the whole world.® (1 John 2:2),

T. The Problem

& person becomes dissetisfied with his spiritusl life, He begins a quest for power to
live a better Christian life. where does such power come from?

I, The Solution
A, NO PLRPLCTION IN SEWCTIFICATION
1, Justificetion is aluways perfect, but Sanctification remains imperfect here on earth,

Sanetificstion doliness of life which follows conversion, The imward renewal of man,
which follows faith in the forgiveness of sins, by which he turns his
back on sin end serves God in doing good vorks,

Paul, the Christisan, laments: "For I know thet in me (thet is in my flesh,) dwelleth
no geod things for to will is present with me; but how to perform thet which is good
I find not. For the good thet I would I do not: but the evil which I would not, that
I do. Now if I do thet I would not, it is no more I thet do it, but sin thet dwelleth
in me,..0 wretcied man thet I am! who shall deliver me from the body of this death?

LI thank God through Jesus Christ our Lord. So then with the mind I myself serve the
law of Godj; but with the flesh the lew of sin." Rom,7:18fF,

Formula of Concord (Lutheran Confessions): "There is a great differerce psrceptible ..
among Christians not only in this, that one is weak end another strorg in the spirit,
but each Christian, moreover, experiences in himself thet at one time he is joyful in
spirit, end at another fearful and alarmed; at one time ardent in love, strong in
faith end hope, &nd at another cold and weak.," (Triglot p,907),

2. boripture denounces perfectionism. "If we eey th t we have no sin, we deceive our-
selves, znd the truth im not in us..If we say
thit we have not sinned, we make him a liar, end His word iz not in ug.,” 1 John 2:8,10,
"For there is not a just man upon esrth, thet doeth good, end sinneth not.? Eee.7:20,
3. e pirive for perfection. "ol as though I had elresdy attained, either were already
perfect, but I fellow after (wress on)." Phil,3:12.
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1, Christ in me, (Look up John 15:1~5,; The Vine and the branches),
"T am crucified with Christ: neverthsless I live; yel not 1, but

b
Carist livetn in me: and the life which I now live in the flesh I live by the faith

of the Hon of God, who loved me, and gave himself for me.,” Gal,2:R0.

"I san do all things through Christ waleh strengtheneth me." Phil,4:13. 13.
"For it is God which worketh in you both %o will end to do of His good pleasure," Phil,2:
#yuhet? hnow ye not thet your body is the %emple of the Holy Ghost which is in you,

waich ye have of God, and ye are not your own?” 1 Cor.6:19,

“T 1e fruit of the Spirit is love, joy,. pease, longsuffering, gentleness, goodness ,

faith, meekness, temperance." Gal,5:22.

2. Battle between flesh and Splrit. "walk in the Spirit, and ye shall not fulfil the
18t of the flesh, For the flesh lusteth against

the Spirit, wnd the Spirit against the fleshs and theee are comtrary the one to the

ather: so that ye cannot do the things thaty ye would.” Gel,5:16,17.

"o 1f ye live after the flesh, ye shsll die, but if ye through the Spirit do mortify

s depeds of the bedy, ye shell live, For as many as are led by the Spirit of Ged,

they are the sons of God." Rom 8:13,14.

G, WHO HAS CiRIST & AIS dOLY SPIRIT IN HIMY

1. Received in Holy Baptism. "Ye are all the children of God, by falth in Christ Jesus.
For as many of you as have been baptized into Christ have
put on Christ,” Cal.3:R6,27,

"RKepent and be baptized every one of you in the name of Jesus Christ for the remission

of sins; snd ye shall receive the gift of the Holy Ghost," Acts 2:38., (By His Word and

through Beptism the Holy Ghost comes into our hearts with His gift of faith in the for-
giveness of sins.)

"hccording to His mercy God seved us, by the washing of regeneration and renewing of

the rdoly Ghost, which He shed on us abundently,” Titus 315,

"Teceived ye the Spirit by the works of the law or by the hearang of faith?"Gal,3:2.

2. kemains in all who believe in Jesus ag Savior and Lord.

NPhat Christ way dwell in your hearts by faith.'" Eph.3:17.

"o man can say that Jesus is The Lord, but by the Holy Ghost.® 1 Cor.l2:3.

WKnow ye not thet ye are the temple of God, and that the Spirit of God dwelleth in you?"
1 Cor.3:16.

D. 40w THE JOLY SPIRIT GIVES POWLR FOR AOLY LIVING

1. Reminds us of Christ's love for ug. “"For the love of Christ constraineth us," 2 Cor.
5314,

"I beseech you therefore, brethren, by the mercies of God, that ye present your bodies

& living sacrifice, holy, acceptable unto God," Kom.12:l,

Yo love dim, beceuse de first lovedus," 1 Jghn 4:19.

2. buffet the flesh - God's grace is sufficient. "and lest I should be exalted ehove
measure through the ebundance of the

revelations, there wes given to me a thorn in the flesh, the messenger of Satan to

buffet me, lest I should be exalted above measure. For this thing I besought the Lord

thrice, that it might depert from me, And He said unto me, Ly prace is sufficient for

thee: for iy strength is made perfect in weakness. .iost gladly therefore will I rather

glory in my infirmities, thet the power of Christ may rest upon me. Therefore I take

pleasure in infirmities, in reproaches, in necessitles, in perserutione, in distresses

for Christ'ssake: for when I am weak, then am I strong.” 2 Corel”:7-10.

3. The Holy Spirit does this work through the word of God. "The sword of the Spirit,
waich is the word of God." Eph.6:17.
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WFpom a child thou hast hnown the doly Scxiptures, which are able to meke thee wice
unto salvation through faith which is in Carist jesus. 411 Scripture is given by in-
spiration of God, and is profitable for doctrine, for reproof, for correctlon, for
instruction in righteousness: That the man of God may be perfect, throughly furnished
unto all good works," 2 Tim,3:15-17.

(Note from Section D,1 how the .oly Gpirdt uses the Word to reaind us of Christ's love.)

Luther says: "The resl sword is this, that you are strong end firm in the feith, If
with your heart you take hold of the word of God and cling to it in faith, the devil
cannot win, but must flee, If you can say: ‘This my God hath said; on this I take my
stand,! you will see thet he slinks eway, end with him will depert the sluggishness,
the evil desives, anger, miserliness, melancholy, snd doubt. Eut the devil 4s sly; he
will not have y»ou put your trust in the Wword znd reaches out to wrest it out of your
hand; if he can make you lazy, 80 that your body becomes unfit and f£illed with knavish
desires, ne will soon wrest the sword out of y.ur hand, He thus hed his way with Live;
she had God's word, and if she hed clung to it, che would not have fallen, Eut when the
Aewil saw that she held the word so loosely, he tore it out of her heart, so that she
igh go of it; end thus he had wol, (2 Cor.11:3) Tmus 5t. Peter has sufficiently in-
structed us how we are tu fight the devil, Running to gnd fro uill not do, nor any
work that vou mizht perform; what is needed is that you ol.ng to the word by faith.

" hen he domes and would drive you into despondency because of your sin, just take hold
of the wWord of God which promises forgiveness of sins and take thaet to heart, then

ne will soon have to leave off." (Quoted frim Pieper III, p.17).

4. Summary a) knowledge of Christian truth comes only from the word: "If ye continue

in My word, then are ye my disciples indeed; end ye shell know the truth,”
John 8:31,32, b) Faith and regeneration is worked by the Holy Ghost through the Words
‘WBeing born agein..by the word of God,” 1 Pet,1:23, ¢) The Spirit is received through
the hearing of faith (Gal.3:R), d) Power of God comes from the word of God: "For the
preaching (vord) of the cross is to taem thet perish foolishness; but unto us which
are saved it is the power of God. 1 Cor.l:18.

L, DAEGER OF SEPARATING THE SPIRIT FRCM TiE WORD

1. In the realm of pature, €heist is present and rules everywhere, also apart from

the word, "By Him all things consist.W Col.1l:17.
2. But the reanission of sins for Christ's sake and faith in this renission, regener-
ation unto spiritual life end all the spiritual gifts connected with it, God will give
only through the means of grace He has ordained, throvgh the Word of the Gospel end
the Gacraments. Hence actually everything thet is regarded as brought about by the
iloly Ghost without the word is fictitious, #3iilusory,” "self-produced.” The experience
one has, or imagines, wit out the means of grace is not the product of the Holy Ghost,
but is "man-made.” (Pieper III, p. 136).

“Therefore we ought and must constantly maintain this point, thet God does not wish
to Geal With us otherwise than through the spoken word end Sacraments, It is the
devil himself whatsoever is extolled as Spirit without the word &nd the Sacrament
(Luther: Triglot p.495).

GUESTIONS FOR LISCUSSION

1 & 2. (bee questions in introduction)

3, what advice would you give this person:"I feel frustrated because, in my life, 1
have a lack of spiritual power and ability to serve the Lord effectively.”

4+ Wihet dengers do y.u see in this request: "] have asked the Lord over and over for
a miracle in my life, but so far it has not happened, What does one do to see a
miracle beside pray?”
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The Corinthian Problem

For light on the tonzues movement, «¢ must turn Lo the most deteiled statement
in the Bitle on the subject: I Corinthiens 12; 13 snd 14, This section is much
quoted by the Pentecostsle in support of the movement; yet, oddly enou,h, it wes
not written in suport of the ift of tongues but, rether, to put the gift of tongues,
cs then employed, in the proper place and perspective, Paul was writing to & troubled
conzregetion, answering a letter in walch questions hed been ssked about some of
their problems, amon. wiich was this on the gift of tongues. Quite appsrently, then
es today, the . ift of tongues had become a viry divisive element in the Corinthian
church. Taose wno hed it not only felt, but also gave indicstion thet they tuou. ht
taemselves superior to those wio (1¢ not heve the gift. Then, es todey, there was
strife, diesension ¢nd apparent lovelessness in cesling with the problem-~-lovelese-
nese on both sides, but especiclly disturbing ss 1t wes revialed by those who supposedly
had received the Holy bpirit into their hearts end lives, It is in introducin: this
cnswer to a specific question va the subject that Paul writes, "Now concerning spir-
ituel sifts, bretiaren, I do not went you to be wninformed.” snd now let us just
touch the highliszhts of the section,

who nes received the Jdoly oSpiritt Paul szys, "...no one cen say 'Jesus is Lorc!
except by the Holy Spirit" (12:3), In other words, everyone who believes on Jesus
¢85 Lord end Seviour can be sure thot he hes been beptized with the Spirit. de does
not need some special menifestetion of the Spirit's presence in his life. This is
one of the sad tninm s of the Pentecostal movement. It not only ,romotes @ Christian
community civided into two clusses (those who h:ve the ;ift &nd those - ho do not ),
but it elsu raises doubts in the minds of meny of those who do not have the :ift as
to vhether they aere truly Christian.

Pzul then points out that there is & veriety of the gifts of the SHpirit, all
given by the same Spirit (12:4-11) ¢nd ypiven for the comwon good (12:7). ide enum-
erotes these 1ifts of the Lpirit as (1) the uttersnce of widdom, (2) the utherance
of knowled.e, (3) feith, (4) yifte of heelin., (5) the working of miracles, (6) pro-
phecy, (7) the sbility to distinguish between spirits, (&) tongues end (9) the inter~
pretution of tonjuec, Note thut of the nine rifts, tongues and releted interpreta-
tion wre listed lest s lecet of all, I connot believe taect this 18 &n zccicental
listin, on Peults pssrt, for leter in the chepter (12:20-30) Paul _ives the list in
enother wey:V...Go¢ hee appointed in the church fixst apostles, second prophets,
thirc teweir rs, taen vorkers of mirscles, thea aealers, helpers, administrators,
spcekers 10 verious kincs of tonvues. dre all wzpostles? Lre &ll prophets? fLre &ll
teachers: Lo 21l “.ork mirecles?Y Do all possess ifte of healin:? Do o¢ll speck with
tonguwest Lo sll dinterpret. In short, [ sente thet Psul tectfully tries to minimize
the gift of tongues amony all the ifts thet the Spirit gives. He condemne, cs it
were, by the use of feint praise,

In the next section of I Corintaisans 12, Pazul uses als 1llustrution of the church
s the body of Christ, in whieh czea member, with the perticuler | ifts given by the
opirit, contributes t the ell-bein” of the wiole body, Usuelly treated out of con-
text merely es 2 Cescription of the mewbers of the church orking topether in Christ,
in context this revecls something of the problem thet the Corinthians were experiencing
and the problem experienced in mocern congregations when the tonues wmovement hus
entered in. In summery of the section, Paul scys, in effect, thet it is the puroose
of the eye to see, the c¢ar tc heer, the tongue to spesk, etc, If all members of the
body were to heve the scme function, then the body itself ¢ uld not funchion., The
eye cannot therefore descise the {20t because it cennot see, nor dere the tonsue lord
it over tae nose becsuce it cunnot spesk. God wisely mude the body, Paul secys, Pthet
there may ve no citcord in the bod , but thet the members may hive the scme cerve for
ne snnthert (12308 Yot we find “n fhe tancnee orvemant o fandanasy an Fha e vt AR
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Aristiens, to think themselves superior to all others end their gift the wost im-
portent pift ia ftne body of Christ. This attitude, perhaps more than anything else
~in the tongues movement, &ccounts for the emotional opjosition to, «nd rejection of,
the movement by those who du not heve the zift, Paul does not heve that high regeard
for the gift of tongues, After enumereting the gifts of the Spirit for the second
time, with the pift of tongues at the end of the list, he concludes the chepter: "but
cernestly desire the higher gifte. anc I will show you ¢ still more excellent way."
(12:231)

With thet, Paul euberks on hisg oncerful chapter on love--love so wpperently
lacking in the situction in Corinth--one of the threce grestest of God's gifts (faith,
hope and love), .nd the grestest of the three. Here wé must comment that we cannot
but prey thet sll Christiens mi ht be disturbed sbout their soiritusl condition and
seek improvement of the seme, Here e cannot nelp but comment thst the cure can be
known--end it is not the j3ift of tongues, but it is love. Here ne cennot help but
c.muent: let not the spirituslly cisturbed prescribe to God the :ift of tongues as
the cure, but seek from Go¢ the incresse of love for God en¢ for fellow mzn by the
incwelling pover of the vLpirit of God.

Edifying the Church

It is in 1 Corinthisns 14 thet Psul mekes his wost telling statements on the
subject of the ift of tongues. “iake love your aim, .nd esrnestly cesire the spir-
ituel jifts, especielly thet you may prophesy" (v.l)--not thet you may heve the gift
of tonyues but thet you may proghesy--thet you mey h:ive the zbility to teaeh, exhort,
¢dnunish, comfort «¢nd build up one enother in your Christisn feitn sand love, “For
one who & esks in ¢ tongue specks not to men but to God; for no one uncerstonds him,
but he vttere mysteries in the bpirit, In the other hand, he who prophesies specks
to men for taeir upbuilcin- end encours: cment :nd consoletion, He who specks in a
tongue ecifies himeelf, but he who Jrophesies edifies the church, Now I ant you all
to spesk in t.ngues, but even more to prophesy. He who prophesies is greatcr than he
who specks in tungue:, unless some one interprets, so thet the clurch mey be edified?
(ve. 2=5), The ’entecostsls here find encourcgement for speaking In tongues but
ignore the fact thet Puul culls the gift of prophecy sre.ter. I here find the apostle
Paul spe. king, as .e say, with tonsue in cheek, minimizing & practice in the Corin-
thian congrerction thet is not com.ion to the Ciaristisn church but which h:s been
teken over in Corinth from the mystery religioms of the dellenists.

Whet coes the gift of tongues contribute to the kinddom of Christ? Those who
heve the zift will tell yon how woncerful it mckes them feel, 10w it hes incressed
the dimensions of their spiritual life. It coes sive thew evanselistic zeal--%to pro-
pagete their Pentecostel form of reli. ion, It does lesc them to search the Seriptures-
~to filter the beriptures through their biss to find whet they cen interprat to
support thneir pursuit of the gift of tongues. Evangelistic zeal end love for FEible
study, properly cirected unc employed, ie souwethin e could wish to see more of IO
&ll Christiens. Then they woulc be less srone to be s. ept up by every passing error
and religious fud such a6 tae tongues movement.

What does speaking in tongues contribute to the church? Paul says: “Now, brethren,
if I come to you speckinz in ton ues, how shell I benefit you unlesg [ bring you some
revelaetion or knowled e or prophecy or tecching? If even lifelecs instruments, such
5 the flute or harp, do not :ive distinet notes, how »ill snyene know hat is
played? An¢ if the bugle gives an incistinect sounc, who will et ready for bettle?

S0 wita yourselves; if you in & tongue utter g ech toed s not dntellizible, how will
enyone know whet is said? For you will be speching into the sir. There cre doubtless
meny cifferent langusges in the .orld, c¢né none is without meenings but if I do not
know.the mezning oi the langusge, I €hell e & foreizner to the specker anc the
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J the bpirit, etrive %o excel in builGing up the church” (vs,6~12), Further comment
[s herdly necessury except to note thet Paul states that our gosl in zll thet e do
in the body of Chriet, tne caurch, shoulc be directed towzrd building up tiae caurche=
to win taose who heve not yet received the pospel, to build up the faith, knowledge,
love end life c¢f those who huve been brought into the fellowsnip of the church through
the power of the Lpirit in the prewsching of the gospel.

Grow Upt

The next section of 1 Corintaians 1 conteins words much quoted by the Pentecose
tals, Paul says, "I thank God thet I spesk in gongues more then you all,.." (v.18)
veey Poaul spesks in tunzues } but Paul coes not say thet he specsks in ecstatic utter-
znces as do the Pemtecostils. 48 en educeted ane well=-trasveled men, I heve no Coubt
thet Psul could gay thles literelly, referring to known lanzuszes of the world in
walch he &8 conversent. but let us concede that he i ht have spoken in jongues in
the Pentecostal sense. Then hear the worcds in the context in which they have been
written: "Therefore, he who speeks in a tongue should pray for the power to interpret,
For if I pray in & tongzue, my spirit prays but my mind is unfruitful. Winst zm I do do?
I will prey with the spirit end I will prey with the mind elso; I will sing with the
spirit end I will sinj with the mind elso. Otherwise, if you bless with the soirit,
how cen «ny one in the position of an outsicer say the 'Amen' to your thanksziving
when he coes not knou “het you are saying? For you mey give thenks well enow h, but
the other men is not ecifiec. I thank God thet I spesk in tonzues more than you &ll;
nevertheless, in courch I would rather spesk five words with my mind, in orcer to
ins truct others, then ten thousand words in z tongue" (vs. 13-19).

The Pentecostals feel that they heve stteined s)iritusl meturity when they heve
atteined the gift of tonzues. Tals wekes them superior to the s siritual b:bes who heve
not yet received the ift. How coes Paul rele the gift with regerd to soiritusl ma-
turityt He continues, "Erethren, do not Le children in your thinking; be babes in
evil, but in thinkin: be meture® (v. 20). Thet is @ reprimend ! de is telling the
Corinthisn tongues-speakers: You ere being childish ! Grow up! He hed implied the same
thing in 1 Corinthigns 13:11: “When I was & child, I spoke like a cnild, I thought
like « child, I recsoncd like & cnild; when I bec.me & men, I geve up caildish ways,”

Psul continues in explaining why the . ift of tongues was given in the sarly church
&8 on the firct Chrictisn fentecosts ¥In the lew it is .ritten, 'EBy wen of stringe
tongues anc by the lips of foreipners will I speck to this prople, snd even then they
will not listen to me, seys the Lor¢,' Thue tonzues are a sign not for believers but
for for unbelievers, wiile prophecy is not for unbelievers but for believers. Ir,
therefore, the whole church sssembles snd ull speek in ton ues, cnd outsicers or une-
believers enter, .11l they not ssy thet you are med? but if &ll Prophesy, =nd an
unbeliever or outsicer enters, he is convicted by =11, e is celled to sccount bty ell,
the secrets of ais newrt are dlisclosed; «n¢ so, ralling on his face, he 211 orship
Got &nd ceclare thet God is reilly smon. you' (L4¥21-25). The tongues~speakers use the
prophecy of Isaian 2u:11 as & prophecy of tongues-speszling, but Paul does not ructe
the prophecy ¢s & propheey of specking in tonjues-~ihich it is not. die ewphasis is on
the thought thet &1l the spesking in unintellizible words will convert no one:® '...
even taen they .1ll not listen %o uwe...' " As originelly recorced, the words sre nothe
ing but @ ronouncement of judpment upon Israel, Isreel would not listen to the Pro=
phets sent by God. de would bring foreign inveders and opppessors upon her. But not
even these speekers of foreizn langusges would persusde Israel to listen to the pre-
cepts of God,

On the {irst Christisn Centecost, epealking in tonsues unknown to the speskers Jdid
convert 3,000 to feith in the Lord Jesus. Eut the ton;ues spoken ere known %o the
forei:ners gathered in Jeruselem, end the converting oower was not in the fact thet
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;he disciples spoke in t.ongues unknown to themcelves, but in the fach thet they
proclsimed tne wonderful wors ol God tarouzn the Lord Jesus Christ for the redemp-
tion of the world from sin :nc eternsl cemp:stion. tcﬁQW%-m in unintelligible sibber
ish can only zntsgonize the unbelieving snd contributes nothi = to the s.iritusl
growth of the believer. believers are benefitied by, ' nd wwwmwam jers cre converted
by, the gift of oropnecy, whlch procleims Jesus Christ es the world's only hope for
salvation.

GOD'S HELPING HANDS

Christ hes no hends but our hends
To ¢o dis work tocey,

He has no feet but our Wmmﬂ
To lead en in His way;

He has no tongue but our tongues
To tell men how He cied;

de has no help tut our help
Te bring them to dis side,

What if our hands sre busy
With other .ork than Hist
What if our feet ere walking
where sin's allurement is?
what if our tongues are speaking
Of things His lips would spurn?
dow cen we hope to help Him
Unless from dim e leszrn?




