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NfiZfiRENES& TONGUES 
We, the Church of the Nazarene. are 

s tan ding at an exciting and challenging cross 
road. As a result of our dedicated proclama
tion of t he message of holiness. we now see 
before us t he poss ibil ity of becoming an in
ternational church. This possibility carries 
with it, however, a very serious respons i bi l -
i ty of seeking to deter mine what things are 
essential to the doctrine and st ructure of 
th e church and what things are relative to 
particular cultura l manifestations. These 
determinations will be both intricate and time 
consuming but are necessary if we are to be
come an international church. 

In l ight of this responsibility I would 
l ike to turn our attention to a recent state
ment by our church leaders concerning "speak
ing in tongues" (Herald of Holiness, Oct. 15, 
1976, pg. 4). The statement reads: 

It is our considered judgm e nt and rul ing 
that any practice and/or propagation of 
speaking in tongues either as the evidence 
of the baptism wi th the Holy Spir i t or as 
a neo -p entecostal ecstatic prayer language 
shall be int erpr eted as inveigh ing ag ai nst 
the doctrines a nd usages of the Church of 
the Nazar e ne (Par. 25, Sec . 3). 

To understand this statement, it is ne
cessary to summarize the explanatory para
graphs following it . Briefly, it is stated 
that 1,e believe holiness is the central mes
sage of the Bible and that it must figure into 
our interpretation of all Scripture. On the 
basis of this emphasis and a thorough study 
of Scripture. we believe "that the Biblical 
material supports one authentic gift--a lan
guage to corm,unicate the gospel and not an 
unknown babble of sounds." Also, no "gift of 
the Spirit" is gi ven to every Spirit - filled 
Christian and thus no "gift" can be an evi-

dence of t he Baptism. Therefore, "We have 
concluded t hat what is being pra ct iced and 
promoted today is not the true spiritual gift 
and therefore not to be condoned by our 
church." The statement proceeds to counsel 
those who desire to practice or promote 
"to ngues," i n the two senses 1 is ted above, to 
seek fel lowship elsewhere . It then closes on 
a somewhat ironic note, stating that we don't 
believe that those who disagree are neces
sarily unchristian but that we feel this 
limitation is necessary for our church so 
that we can "most effectively fulfill our 
mandate to spread Scriptural holiness." 

It is not my intention here to debate the 
judgment that the two expressions of "t ongues" 
are false. Regarding the first expression, 
even most pentecostal theolog ians will admit 
that this idea is unbibli cal and an expression 
of "Pentecos ta l folk theol ogy" (a t ra p into 
which holiness doctrine has fallen at times 
also). Regarding the second expression, I 
believe the Biblical material and psychologi
cal considerations would support the position 
that it is a false "expression"--at least as 
it is popularly expressed. 

My intention, rather, is to consider the 
attitude and doctrine of the church involved 
throughout the article. Concerning the atti
tude, why is the statement worded in a tota1 ly 
negative fashion? In the discussion it is 
admitted that there is a Biblical doctrine of 
a "gift of tongues" which had a valid expres
sion at least three times in the Book of Acts. 
And, I would venture the guess that most of 
us would admit the possibility of a valid ex
pression even in our day. To deny this would 
be to limi t God. So, why doesn't our state
ment admit this possibility? We have the 
right and responsibility to discern true and 

(CC>O' t . page ]) 



Once in a while in a person's life there appears a book of more than 
passing significance. Be Your Whole Self by Maxie Dunnam is that kind of 
book. Written in an era of social and personal fragmentation, Mr. Dunnam 
points the way to wholeness and joy . The author, out of personal struggles 
and insight, speaks to those of us who are tired of t he rat race, empty 
routines, emotional deserts and surface relationships. He purposes to lead 
the reader into deeper motivations and the experience of God-given joy. 
Maxie Dunnam carefully indicates the source of wholeness to be in the reality 
of God in the perso n's life, t hus avoiding a book of mere moral ism. 

The author's message is a "gentle confrontation" as he points to some 
tender areas that indicate unwholeness in our lives, and forces us to choice 
and decision. Be Your Whole Self is for those who honestly want to break 
the negative cycle of their lives and begin growing tm•1ard the whole person 
God intended . 

--E. Dee Freeborn 

tongues ... 
false expressions of a gift, but not th e right 
to deny or ignore the poss i bi 1 i ty of a Bib l i
ca 11y supported gift. I do not know what 
th is true expression would be, but I am not 
willing to exclude its possibil ity from my 
formulation of doctrine. 

No doubt, as perceptive readers, you are 
now raising the objection that one can disre
gard a "gift" for pragmatic ecclesiastical 
reasons without denying it's possibility of 
valid expression. I agree. but this brings 
up the second point which I wish t o consider 
--namely, the doctri ne of the church involved 
in t he statement. 

More correctly, I am concerned with the 
"Doctrine of a Denomination" inherent in the 
article. Particularly in the closing para
graphs, it is evident that the position es 
poused is that the Nazarene .Church is content 
to 1imi t its scope of membership and activity 
to a set of criteria that are not necessarily 
equivalent with the totality of Biblical cri
teria . That is, we do not deny that a Chris
tian could spea k in tongues (validly or in
validly) and still be a Christian. only that 
he could not be a Nazarene . How does this 
type of thinking relate to our belief in the 
centrality of holiness and our desire to be 
an international church? 

If we truly believe that holiness i s a 
vital, central teaching of the Bible and a 
needed corrective to inadequate theological 
systems; and, if we see our mandate as the 
spreading of holiness throughout the world. 
then we must accept the responsibility as a 
denomination to actively seek to relate that 
holiness to al 1 of the different cultural and 
intellectual expressions of our world. To do 
anything less is to deprive our world of a 

message they need and to risk turning our de
nomination into one of those impotent groups 
that spend all their time discussing their 
message among t hemselves and never spreading 
it. 

Regarding our concern to be an intern a
t ional church. t he same considerations come 
to bear, but even more intensely. To be an 
international church. wemust require a11 the 
essentials relat ed to truly being a Christian 
church, yet, we must be careful not to require 
of one culture something which is relative 
to another culture only. Regarding the state
ment on tongues this becomes especially im
portant, for if there is a valid expression 
of the "gift" for our day. it will most likely 
be expressed in cross- 1i ngua l minis tries. If 
such an expression does occur, do we exclude 
it fro m our denomination just because some 
false expressi ons have arisen in another cul
ture? That would be like denying Biblical 
healing because some have exploited it in a 
fa lse express ion of the gift--not relating it 
to the development of a holy life. 

Essentially, what I want to say is that 
an acceptance of the mandate to spread the 
message of holiness to our entire world car
ries with it the need to be actively involved 
in every way Biblically acceptable to spread 
this message. Also, our desire to be an in
ternational church demands that we carefully 
distinguish between absolute requirements 
and culturally relative ones. 

Concerning t he iss ue of "speaking in 
tongues" it is my belief that the Bible sup
ports the possibility of a valid expression 
of this gift and that our church should also 
admit this possibility t heologically. I also 
believe. however, as a holiness denomination 
especially, that it is our responsibility to 
caref ully distinguish between true and false 
expressions of this and other gifts. In this 
way we can be a more comprehensive and vital 
voice for holiness in our world.

3 --Randy Maddox 


