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2) Restoring the Wet Church 
 

RESTORING THE WET CHURCH (Part two)  
 
An attempt to restore the wet church  
Or from the Welch’s dry church to the wet church of the New Testament 
 
“May the wine go straight to my lover, flowing gently over lips and teeth”.  
(Song of Songs 7:9).  
 
According to Jesus, the preachers who are welcomed in a house should  
“Stay in that house, eating and drinking, whatever they give to you” (Lk 10:7).  
The wine is not excluded.  
 
“Never abandon the old friends;  
you can never find a new one who can take their place.  
Friendship is like wine; it gets better as grows old”. 
(Sirach or Ecclesiasticus 9:10) (Second century BC).   

INTRODUCTION 

In the previous article we tried to analyze how the obsession against wine started among 
American Puritans teetotallers. In this second article, we will see the consequences for that new 
wrong teaching and other aspects related to it.  

 

AN IMPORTANT DISTINCTION 
 
Before going deeper in the subject, it is important to make a clear distinction between hard core 
spirit or aquavit and wine. For example, whisky, vodka, schnapps, grappa, saké and tequila have 
usually 40 % degree of alcohol or more, while wine has 10 or 13 %. It means that wine that has 
three or four times less alcohol than aquavit. Wine is a tonic for our health, while to take hard 
core spirits is like taking three or four times more of a prescribed medicine. Taking a medicine 
three or four times more than prescribed could mean poisoning us. That is the difference between 
wine and whisky; there is no comparison among the two beverages. 
 
We can say that wine, after the water, is the most representative beverage of the Bible (Ge 14:18. 
Nu 28:7. De 7:12-13. Jdg 9:13), a gift from God (De 14:26-27. Ps 104:15. Ec 9:7. Am 9:13-14. 
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Ze 9:17), a miracle from Jesus at the wedding banquet in Cana (Jn 2:6-11) and a tonic for our 
health (1 Ti 5:23), but it could be negative for those who abuse of it.  
 
For the irresponsible abusers, who cannot control themselves, wine could become also a mocker 
(Pr 20:1) and a bit of a serpent (Pr 23:30-32). However, those examples should not be used for 
those who drink wine moderately during the meal or who take the medicine according to the 
prescription.  The ideal should be to drink a glass of wine with the meal, two glasses a day. For 
classes I do not mean the gigantic American glasses used for soft drink and plenty of ice cubes.  
 
Unfortunately, some people are drinking more or exaggerate and that is not good, but some 
people exaggerate in many things, even drinking water. A recent research has proved that the 
excess of water produces the gout.     
 
If we avoid everything that other people could exaggerate or die for, we should do nothing; no 
eating and drinking or climbing and swimming or riding on a bicycle or driving a car.  It is not 
fair to preach in the church that all members should not drive the car because certain people die 
driving too fast. For the same reason, is not fair to preach that we should all abstain of drinking 
wine because some people are abusing.  That is not a correct way to preach the Gospel and in 
that way we handicap the missionary work. In few words, the abstainers are those who 
exaggerate in the prevention and there are different ways to exceed in certain things.   
 
We should accept also the fact that we are different and that some people support better the 
alcohol than others whose head turns already at the first glass; therefore, each one should listen 
attentively to his own body.  
 
Lord Brummell or Beau Brummell (1778-1840), the famous English dandy, was drinking four 
glasses of wine and he was never accused of being a drunkard. However, Lord Brummell was 
not used to drive a car. It is true that certain persons support better alcohol than others, but even a 
strong person who is used to drink wine since his youth, after four glasses usually his sight 
becomes blurred and his reflexes are slower.     
 

PREVENTING THE SCURGE OF ALCOHOLISM 
 
It is out of question that wine is a good and healthy beverage. Taken in moderation, wine is a 
good beverage because it makes people to rejoice and to praise the Lord. It is a healthy beverage 
because it prevents and cures certain diseases (1 Ti 5:23). Wine can prevent even the scourge of 
alcoholism. In fact, alcoholism is less spread in the countries where people are used to drink a 
glass of wine during their regular meal. In few words, the moderate consumption of wine 
becomes the antidote of alcoholism.          
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This principle was known for long time, “I rejoice, as moralist, at the prospect of the reduction of 
the duties on wine, by our national legislature. It is an error to view a tax on that liquor as merely 
a tax on rich. It is a prohibition of its use to the middle class of our citizens, and a condemnation 
of them to the poison of whisky, which is desolating their houses. No nation is drunken where 
wine is cheap; and none sober, where the dearness of wine substitutes ardent spirits as the 
common beverage. It is, in truth, the only antidote to the bain of whiskey”. Thomas Jefferson 
(1743-1826), President of the United States. 
 
Where people can sit together and drink a glass of wine without being judged badly by their 
fellows citizens, usually there are less social conflicts, as it is said, “Wine is an extraordinary 
social lubricant”, by Jean Clavel, French winery historian. 
 

OVER PROTECTION IS NOT PROTECTION 
 
It could appear a paradox but it is true. Those young people, whose parents have always kept far 
from the water, run more the risk to drown than those who have learned how to swim because 
they do not panic when they fall into the water. Those young people who have been educated by 
their parents to the moderate consumption of wine, usually, can resist better to the temptation of 
drinking too much by social drinking; they do because they have been immunized since their 
youth. The moderate consumption of wine functions like a vaccine. It looks like a paradox but it 
is true; a little drop of smallpox, when a person is healthy, prevents the future smallpox disease. 
It is the same, a little glass of wine with the meal keep the alcoholism away.  
 
Those teetotallers who have been over protected since their youth are like those who exceed with 
hygiene or who exceed in the sterilisation. Those who always sterilize everything and their hands 
four or five times a day with sanitizer, finally, they destroy the capacity of their body to form the 
antibodies and to defend itself from the infections. Doing so, they become more vulnerable. 
Consequently, the excess of protection or sanitizer is not protection at all.  
 
Unfortunately, those who have been raised abstainers, usually resist less at the attraction of the 
social drinking or they are twice more tempted to exceed in drinking. When they finally drink, 
they are easier to become drunk and to have an accident driving the car.  
 

SOMETHING DENIED TO THEIR BODY 
  
We can say that those who practice the complete abstention from wine usually are physically 
weaker or more exposed to become drunk than those who drink wine moderately. It like their 
body is missing something it has been denied to them by their teetotal education. In few words, 
those who have learned since their youth how to drink, usually, have something more that the 
abstainers do not have.    



4 
 

It is like those who have learned to ride the bicycle during their youth, usually, have more the 
tendency to get out unhurt when they lose the balance than those who cannot ride a bicycle. It is 
like those who have learned during their youth to skate on ice, usually, run less risk to slip and to 
break the head walking on the ice.      
 
The one who has been educated as abstainer, in order to remain such, usually, needs to be more 
careful and a stronger conviction in the teetotal theology to remain so; something that is not 
really based on the Bible. Consequently a teetotaller has to twist the Word of God to justify his 
position, but that is not the solution (Jn 8:32).           
 

A MARVELOUS MACHINE 
 
We should realize that our body is a marvellous machine, something perfect that, 
notwithstanding all our science, still has many mysteries to revel to us, and it has an 
extraordinary capacity to adapt itself and to survive at many different things; sometime it is just a 
question of patience and training.   
 
For example, in some countries of south Europe, as France, Italy, Spain and Greece, there was in 
the past a big problem with vipers, small but very poisonous snakes. There were people trained 
to catch the vipers and extract their venom to make some medicines. However, hunting the 
vipers was a very dangerous business and many died, but later it was discovered the antidote. To 
protect from being poisoned, those “workers” were used to put a drop of poison in their drink 
every day, and so slowly their body became resistant to the bite of vipers. The suffered if they 
were bit but they did not die.   
 
This confirms what Paul wrote, “For everything God created is good, and nothing is to be 
rejected if it is received with thanksgiving, because it is consecrated by the word of God and the 
payer” (1 Ti 4:4-5).       

 
THE FAVOURITE WINE 

 
Wine is not an amorphous beverage as Coca Cola that usually is the same no matter where it is 
produced; because it is a manmade artificial formula. On the contrary, wine is a living beverage 
from a great variety of vines. Wine takes the characteristic of the plant and it is influenced also 
by the land, by the climate and even by the altitude where the vine grows. Consequently, there 
are many kinds of wines in the world, and some are more famous than others.  
It is said that each famous personage is particularly attached to a particular kind of wine. Some 
experts pretend even to tell us what kind a person one really is, just knowing what kind of wine 
he usually drinks, but I think that it is impossible. For example, my favourite wine is the Soave, 
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that is produced around the Soave medieval town, where there is a hill with the Soave castle; 
Soave is also my wife’s family name. I do not know what kind of message one could get from it.    
 
The choice of wine could be just a question of taste, and about taste we should never argue. In 
some cases, the favourite taste is related to certain souvenirs of our youth. Some people are used 
to drink the same wine preferred by their parents or by their grandparents, but others prefer to 
chose a wine completely different just to affirm their independence from their parents.    
 
In some countries, as France, Italy, Spain and Greece, the choice of wine of a politician could be 
related also to the favourite wine of his electors or the wine they produce and nobody present 
himself as teetotaller to get more votes, but in the States it is quite different.      
 

THE CHAMELEONS  
 
The wine issue could be very hot in America and many people are very discreet about it, 
however, one who can listen at the mass media from abroad in different languages, he could hear 
what other people usually do not get.   
 
For example, a few days ago, I was surprised to hear from the Italian News, Rai International 
Channel, that the favourite wine of George W. Bush, President of Unites States, is the 
Montepulciano wine, from Tuscany, Italy.   
   
In Italy, the mass media keeps very secret that the pope supports the Iraq war because most 
Italians are against it, but it discloses that Bush drinks wine; while in the America mass media, it 
is quite known that the pope supports the Iraq war, but it is kept quite secret that George W. 
Bush drinks the Montepulciano wine.  
 
For evident political reason, the American televisions usually do not announce what is the 
favourite wine of the president in charge; it could hurt his popularity among the teetotal 
believers, who support him. For example, certain teetotal electors are ready to forgive to George 
W. Bush his many mistakes, among them that he lied about Iraq to justify the invasion, but they 
are not ready to forgive him if he appears in television drinking a glass of wine.  This is a typical 
example of double morality.  
 

HALF MILLION $ FOR 27 BOTTLES 
 
Because of the good taste and because it is useful for the healthy, wine is already part of the diet 
of many people in Europe and in America, but it is becoming very popular also in India and 
China; two big countries where about two and half billions of people live.  
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China, that in the past have been kept off from the rest of the world, show now a great interest 
for wine and the local production of wine in China is booming. China is importing a lot of wine 
also from abroad. Some rich Chinese are even ready to spend a lot of money to get the best wine 
of the world or to get some rare kinds of wines which are of limited production. For example, it 
has been reported recently by the British mass media that “While the global credit crunch has 
forced many consumers to rein in spending, recently, one Beijing-based billionaire has splashed 
out a record $500,000 on 27 bottles of red wine, London-based Antique Wine Company”(from 
Reuters). 

It is evident that to spend so much money for 27 bottles of wine is an exaggeration, a wrong buy, 
a big waste of money, something really weird, especially if we think how many poor people 
there are in China and in other countries. I seriously question the competence of those who 
compete in a public auction to get wine at such high price just because it is of a limited 
production. I do not know the name of that new wealthy Chinese, but if I could know him, I 
would show him that he could have some very good wine for just few dollars a bottle. In some 
countries, wine is even cheaper than Coca Cola.     

If I found a real exaggeration that someone could spend half of million dollar for 27 bottles of 
fine wine, about $ 18 518.52 for each bottle, I also find absurd that still today, in 2008, certain 
believers, who want bring Christ to the world, are still obsessed about wine consumption and 
consider sinners all the believers who drink a glass of wine during their regular meal.  

When those teetotal missionaries convert someone, they impose to him to stop drinking. They 
tell to him that otherwise he would go to hell. Unfortunately, that kind of mentality is the main 
cause of many prejudices and a big obstacle for our missionary work abroad. Each one of us 
should do his duty to correct it.    

THE LACK OF RESPONSIBLE LEADERS  
  
In the “true church” in the States, there are certain Christian scholars, with a PhD, who teach in 
the Christian Universities or in the Bible Schools, who apparently are very open minded in many 
issues, who in private recognize that the wine of the Bible was always fermented wine and that 
Christians should be free to drink wine moderately during their meal, but usually those 
statements remain just private personal admissions.    
 
Unfortunately, most of those open minded scholars would never say what they really think about 
wine in a big assembly or write an article or a book on the subject to clarify their point of view. 
In a issue that has become so important, they have the moral responsibility to affirm publically 
about the freedom that we have in Christ to eat and to drink what we want giving to Him glory 
(Co 2:16. 1 Ti 4:4-5).   
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Many do not because they are not ready to undermine their reputation and the one of the 
Christian institution where they are teaching. Others do not do it for the simple reason that they 
are afraid to lose their job of teaching and to be replaced by another teacher more conservative 
than they are.        
 
Some of those scholars love to sit in the first place in the big Christian assemblies, to be always 
invited for conferences, to preach that Jesus died for us on the cross, but they are not ready to 
sacrifice just a little part of their reputation for a Biblical principle that is not popular in the 
American Bible Belt. If a principle is popular in the brotherhood they are ready to engage 
themselves to defend it, one hundred for cent, and to make a lot of noise, but if it is not popular 
enough and their reputation could seriously suffer, they are not ready to move even one finger.   
 

IT IS A SERIOUS PROBLEM 
 
The obsession against the wine consumption is a serious problem in the American “true church”, 
and it should not seen as an isolate and harmless case, but as part of a larger problem that has 
effected other countries in the past and is still now hurting many people.  
 
Unfortunately, certain church leaders do not take seriously the problem even though the 
obsession against wine in the past has been the cause of the Prohibition, when so many people 
suffered or even died. We have to say that, in certain cases, that wrong mentality is still now the 
cause of discrimination and divisions among believers.   
 
The division of the American society into drinkers and abstainers is not completely new; it has 
happened before in history. For example, in Spain at the time of the Moors conquest (from the 8th 
to the 15th centuries), between Muslim-Moors and Spanish-Catholics; it happened in U.K. (from 
the 16th to the 17th centuries), between Puritans and Catholics; it is happening today in Kosovo, 
between Orthodox Serbs and Muslim-Kosovars; in Lebanon, between Catholic-Maronites and 
Muslims, and in the modern Israel between Jews and Muslim-Palestinians.  
 
Unfortunately, in all these countries, the division has been, or is still now, a source of conflicts, 
discrimination and even persecution.   

We have already seen that that kind of division has always been the main source of many social 
conflicts and even of civil wars. Therefore, we should not under estimate it as historical 
phenomenon.  

We should recognize that it is a serious problem that is still causing many misunderstandings and 
a lot of suffering in different places in the world. We have seen that it is still now a serious 
obstacle also for our missionary work and so it should no more be a taboo to talk about it.               
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JUST BECAUE ALL DRINKERS MOVED  
 
Certain church leaders affirm that in the congregation they preach, or in Christian institutes 
where they teach, there is no more a problem about obsession against wine and those who drink 
it. Well, I am not really sure about that. Maybe, it could be so in certain dry areas just because all 
drinkers, tired of being harassed, have already moved elsewhere or they have left the church.  
 
In certain Christian congregations and institutes, the believers could experiment among them a 
lovely-peaceful relation that could give the impression that the problem has been solved once for 
all, but in reality it is still inside the minds of many. Presently, the problem does not manifest 
anymore among them just because the few drinkers, who still remain in the place, do not dare to 
challenge the local teetotal establishment. Certain people should admit that that is not really a 
Christian solution.   
 
That is not what Paul meant, when he wrote, “Do not let anyone judge you by what you eat and 
drink” (Co 2:16). Paul meant that the church leaders are responsible that certain principles 
should not be violated; that because the church should not grow in number at any price. It 
implies that certain church leaders of those dry areas have not done their duty, even though they 
have increased the number of their members.    
 

WITH A BOTTLE OF WINE 
 
Each year is supposed that we test the fire-prevention system of every important building. We 
should test also the believers in the congregation about certain sins, as prejudices, unfairness, 
paternalism, favouritism, partisanship, sectarianism, intolerance, intransigence, racism, 
aggressiveness, bullysm, gossips or wine obsession.       
 
We should wonder what would happen in the next fellowship, in one of those Christian 
congregations, where there is no problem about wine consumption, if someone comes with a 
bottle of wine and would offer a very little glass of wine to the members.  
 
We could wonder the same if someone goes with a bottle of wine in a cafeteria of one of those 
Christian institutions, where there is no problem about wine consumption, and would offer few 
drops of wine to the teachers and the students.   
  

SACRIFICING THE MINORITY  
 
It is said that a society is democratic in the measure that the minorities are respected. In the same 
way, a church is true in the measure that it respects the members with different opinions. We 
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should not impose in the church uniformity to all members, especially not about eating and 
drinking (Ro 14:1-12. Co 2:16).   
 
Unfortunately, in certain congregations the members are afraid to speak, to express their opinion 
publically. When there is a disagreement in the assembly, there is the tendency to scarify few 
members to solve the problem or to satisfy a group that is manipulating the majority, but that is 
not the Christian way to keep the unity.   
 
The church leaders should not always look for an easy way out to keep their leadership on the 
congregation, but they should always try to establish fairness. It means that still today the church 
needs leaders who are also prophets.    
 

THE EXAMPLE OF TORINO 
 
In a school of Torino, a city at North West of Italy, about 20 years ago, there was a big problem 
of racism against a little black girl, the only black student in that school. Because many young 
students were often laughing and molesting her, to solve the problem it was decided, by the 
parents committee, to expel the little girl, on the basis that she was the main cause of disturbance 
for the students. Fortunately, the decision of the parents was refused by the School Board. Later 
on also other black students have been integrated in that school.  
 
To face certain serious problems, the society needs responsible leaders. Also the church needs 
that kind of leaders because they should be an example for the entire world.    
 

THAT IS SCARING ME 
 
Some church leaders and professors of institutions among us deny that there is the obsession 
against wine consumption; they say so because it is always easier for them to deny the existence 
of a problem that they are not ready to face.  
 
There are also some of them, who are trying to do something to change the situation, but they do 
it in secret or timidly, taking many precautions, without ever exposing themselves too much, and 
that is not encouraging at all. That lack of responsibility of certain educated leaders, even with a 
PhD, who are supposed to be the “doctors in the Word of God”, is really scaring me.  
 
That lack of responsibility of those who are supposed to be the champions of the faith should 
scare all those who still believe that we should preach the truth. Unfortunately, the opportunists 
who are keeping their mouth shut for long time, even when they should scream, are usually 
considered wise believers, more spiritual and suitable workers, than the others who often expose 
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themselves trying to correct the serious problems. Consequently, in many cases, the teetotalism 
has become a general rule and the lack of courage has become a virtue.  
 

OVER EXPLOITING CERTAIN EXAMPLES 
 
The example of Paul and Barnabas who split because they disagreed about the employment of 
John-Mark (Ac 15:37-39) has been often over exploited by certain to justify the divisions and 
lack of collaborations. Doing so, they have betrayed what is Jesus’ teaching about the unity of 
the believers (Jn 17:20-21). There cannot be a true church without collaboration, but nobody 
should impose his collaboration or use it just to get the members of other sister congregations.    
 
The same is happening about the statement of Paul that when we eat and drink we should not 
scandalize the one who is weak in the faith (Ro 14:21. 1 Co 10:31). That statement has been over 
exploited to justify the obsession against wine consumption, but that wrong position should be 
corrected. In fact, few years later, in another context, Paul explained better what he meant by 
declaring, “Do not let anyone judge you by what you eat and drink” (Co 2:16). 
 
Paul did change approach, even though, in the beginning, he was worried because of the aliments 
sacrificed to the idols could have scandalized those who were weak or new in the faith (1 Co 
10:23-31). We have already seen that today, among us, there is no more people who sacrifice 
animals and offer food and beverages to the idols. It is not a problem of our culture and we 
should not make up one. Consequently, we cannot justify that obsession against wine today.   
 

THE SAME WRONG ATTITUDE 
 
The Catholic theologians have over exploited the statement of Jesus, “You are Peter, and on this 
rock I will build my church (Mt 16:18) ignoring all the other parallel passages which came later 
(Mt 16:23. Mc 9:33-37). In the same way, the teetotal ultra conservative believers have over 
exploited the statement of Paul, “It is better not to eat meat or drink wine or to do anything else 
that will cause your brother to fall” (Ro 14:21) ignoring all the other parallel passage which 
came later (Co 2:16. 1 Ti 5:23).   
 
The biggest mistake is to apply those passages only about the consumption of wine, while Paul 
said that we should not “do anything else that will cause your brother to fall”. In fact, there 
are many other things that certain practice in the church even though they scandalize other 
brothers, as for example, prejudices, paternalism, favouritism (Ja 2:1,9), exclusion and 
discrimination of those who are different or from abroad (Mt 25:35), excessive accumulation of 
wealth whiles others do not have food to eat (Lk 12:16-21. Mt 19:23-24) and abuse of authority 
by certain church leaders (2 Co 1:24. 1 Pe 5:3). 
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Certain people are very worried about the possibility to scandalise because of the wine issue and 
have made of it a major issue of their preaching with many biblical quotations, but they feel 
completely comfortable with segregate churches only for white members and others only for 
black members. There are certain congregations with white and black members, but some of 
them have a baptistery to baptize the whites and a different one to baptize the blacks.  
 
In certain congregations, supposed to be part of the “true church”, the poor are welcomed only if 
they “dress properly”, but they do not expect that Latinos and Black people dress properly 
because “they do not play golf and do not have the same interests”, and so on....     
 
Because the “true church” is divided or segregated, also the Christian schools, high schools and 
colleges are often divided, for rich and for poor or for white and for Blacks or Hispanics.  
 
Those are the things that should really scandalize; they should not scandalize only the beginners, 
those who are weak and immature, but also those who are very strong in the faith, the church 
leaders, the elders and the doctors, but nothing is preached or written about those serious 
problems. It is evident that the Devil has taken over their consciences.       
 
Each one should try the best way to apply to himself those important principles, but he should do 
it without using too much the statistics to justify himself. Nobody should think that being an 
abstainer he has solved all his responsibilities and that to avoid scandalizing it is enough just not 
to drink wine.  
 

THEY ARE BOTH WRONG 
 
In the Catholic Church, the priests think they are authorized to do everything they want to just 
because they have remained single. In the “true church”, certain ultra conservative believers 
think that they can judge everybody just because they do not drink alcoholics. It is evident that 
both are terribly wrong. We should never renounce to something that is right only to justify 
another mistake or to impose an interdiction that is not in the Gospel; there is not that principle in 
the teaching of Jesus.   
 

MANY WERE STILL CONFUSED  
 
It is out of question that the revelation was progressive and that the apostles did not understand 
immediately everything that Jesus was teaching (Jn 16:12). Something like that happened also 
after the church was established.  
 
For example, after the vision of the large sheet in Joppa (Ac 10:11-17), Peter did not understand 
immediately that the Gospel was also for the Gentiles who were not circumcised (Ac 10:29-35). 
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Later, it was necessary the big assembly of Jerusalem to clarify that the Gentiles should not be 
asked to observe the law of the Old Testament, but only four things (Ac 15:19-21). Among the 
four, the practice of circumcision was not mentioned and there was no reference about the 
abstention from wine since the wine was part of the national diet, accepted among the Jews and 
all other Mediterranean nations.   
 

IN THE BEGINNING, PAUL CIRCUMCISED TIMOTHY 
 
Jesus never preached the circumcision and he never circumcised anybody. Jesus said, “Let the 
little children come to me” (Mk 10:14), but he never asked to circumcise them. Unfortunately, 
the message of Jesus was not understood immediately, even by his disciples because He said, “I 
have much more to say to you, more than you can now bear” (Jn 16:12).  
 
With the manifestation of the Holy Spirit, at the day of Pentecost, certain prophesies became 
clearer to the Apostles (Ac 2:14-39), but not all of Jesus’ teachings, or not immediately.  
 
There has been the vision of the large sheet to Peter in Joppa (Ac 10:9-17); the Gentiles have 
been baptized without being circumcised (Ac 10:47-48); Peter explained why he baptized the 
Gentiles without circumcising them (Ac 11:17). A decision had been taken on the subject at the 
end of the big assembly in Jerusalem, by the apostles, the elders and all the members (Ac 15:13-
21), but still many Christian-Jews were demanding that all Gentiles converted to Christ should 
be circumcised.  
 
Evidently, certain traditions are hard to die. Because of that confusion, the preaching of the 
Gospel could have been seriously undermined or opposed by the Jews converted to the Gospel or 
half-converted, who emotionally were still more Jews than Christians, and always expected that 
the Gentile should be circumcised and become Jews before being baptized.   
 
That explains why, in the beginning, Paul circumcised the young Timothy because of the Jews 
(Ac 16:3), but that was an exception to the rule. Jesus died for all (Jn 3:14-15) and it was not 
supposed that all Gentiles become Jews to be saved. Being baptized for the remissions of sins 
(Ac 2:37-38) or being clothed with Christ (Ga 3:27) is the only thing that believers need to 
become heirs of the promise (Ga 3:28-29) or co-heirs of Christ (Ro 8:17). 

 
THE MARK OF THE HOLY SPIRIT 

 
What Paul did with Timothy was an exception because, in the Old Testament, the circumcision 
was a sign in the flesh to distinguish the Jews from the Pagans, but having proven that, often, 
they were not better, that physical sign became useless.  
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Furthermore, in the Old Testament, only men were circumcised and counted and the women 
were excluded. Under Moses Law, only circumcised men able to stand up on their feet were 
counted (Ex 12:37). In some cases, only the men strong enough to draw the sword or to sling a 
stone were counted (Jdg 20:15-17). Therefore, women and old men or sick men and little 
children who were not able to stand up to fight against the enemies were not considered as a 
valuable part of the group, but just as a burden. In the New Testament, all the converts were 
counted, men and women (Ac 5:14. 8:12).      
 
In the New Testament, it is not supposed that God’s people be distinguished by a physical trait, 
but only by their faith, by new spiritual relation they have with God through Jesus. According to 
Paul, “Having believed, you were marked in him with a seal, the promised Holy Spirit, who is a 
deposit guaranteeing our inheritance until the redemption of those who are God’s possession - to 
the praise of his glory” (Ep 1:13-14). Again, “Do not grieve the Holy Spirit of God, with whom 
you were sealed for the day of redemption” (Ep 4:30). It is evident that those who have been 
marked by the Spirit do not need the mark in the flesh.    
 
The Jews refused the mark of the spirit to keep the mark in the flesh. Later, the Muslims did the 
same; they both are still now practising the circumcision to prove that they are the true 
descendants of Abraham, but it is not that kind of physical lineage, in the flesh, that we 
Christians are looking for.    
 
Considering that too many people still cut themselves in the flesh to be different, as the Jews and 
the Muslims, it is comprehensible why the circumcision was not part in the plan of salvation 
addressed in Christ to all nations.   
 

LATER, PAUL REFUSED TO CIRCUMCISE TITUS 
 
In the beginning, Paul did his best not to scandalize the Jews, because most of those converted to 
the Gospel were from Jewish background. However, few years later, when he went in Jerusalem 
for the second time, to explain to the apostles the new revelation he had directly from the Lord 
about his mission among the Gentiles (Ga 2:1-2), he refused to circumcise also Titus as he had 
done previously with Timothy. Paul did not even though that the Jews were still expecting him to 
do it (Ga 2:3-4).  
 
In that second case, Paul deliberately refused, notwithstanding the strong pressures of the 
believers from the Jewish background. The Apostle refused even though he realized that he was 
scandalizing many brothers and he has explained the reason, “To them we did not yield 
submission even for a moment, in the way that the truth of the Gospel might be preserved intact 
for you” (Ga 2:5).     
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In few words, in some particular cases, we should avoid of doing certain things that scandalise 
the new brothers who are weak in the faith, but that should not become a habit, otherwise we 
make of the weakness of certain eternal abstainers the general rule of the Christian orthodoxy. To 
prevent that mistake, according to Paul, we should act in the way that the truth of the Gospel 
might be preserved intact for us and for those that we intend to reach (Ga 2:5). It is evident from 
the context, that those who still now practice the circumcision or who teach that Christians 
cannot drink have not preserved intact the Gospel of Christ.  
 

PAUL DID NOT BELIEVE IN THE CIRCUMCISION 
 

Some people could wonder why Paul did later change approach in regard of the circumcision. 
We have already seen that Jesus never preached about circumcision and that he never 
circumcised anybody. Following the precious example of Jesus, evidently Paul did not believe in 
the circumcision as he did not believe in grape juice (1 Ti 5:23).   
 
I have presented this parallel between circumcision and wine just as an example to prove a 
contradiction, but that example does not fit completely, of course. It does not because in the Old 
Testament circumcision was a commandment from God through Moses (Le 12:3), while the 
complete abstention from wine has never been taught in the Holy Scriptures and the grape juice 
existed only at the moment of the pressing. We know well that, in the old times, there was no 
grape juice for Passover, in the spring, about five or six months after the harvest.         
 
Anyway, the change of Paul’s approach in regard of the circumcision probably has to do with the 
new revelation and his mission among the Gentiles (Ga 2:1-2). For Paul, it was very important to 
keep the Gospel as he received it from Jesus (1 Co 4:1-2), otherwise it would have been choked 
by the human traditions or by the human ignorance. In our days too, our general missionary 
policy should be that of keeping the truth of the Gospel in the way it might be preserved intact 
for all believers (Ga 2:5), no matter in which country they live. 
 
Later on, working among the Gentiles, Paul did change approach about the circumcision 
because, with the time, it is supposed that the weak believers become adults and accept the 
reality of facts. In order that certain weak believers really grow in the faith, they should not 
always think about the past and drink only milk, but they should start to face the reality looking 
around them and eating also solid food (1 Co 3:1-3. He 5:11-14).  
 
The bigots should not always win on us forcing us to do things against our will or because we 
think that they are a handicap for the preaching of the Gospel. At a certain moment, we should 
resist to them because that has been the way chosen by Paul to push those who were weak to 
become mature members and also to open their mind to the differences. We should do the same, 
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otherwise we do not have the true church with mature leaders, but we will have always some 
kindergartens crowded by many babies.   
 

AN EXCEPTION SHOULD NOT BECOME THE RULE 
 
Jesus made the miracle of wine in Cana, plenty of wine (Jn 2:6-11); he said that the old wine is 
better than the new one (Lk 5:39), and we know that old wine has a higher percentage of alcohol 
than the new one. Furthermore, Jesus taught that it is not what get inside our mouth that 
contaminate man, but what come from his heart (Mt 15:11-10).    
 
We have already seen that in the beginning Paul was worried about the possibility of 
scandalizing those who were weak, but later on, he became inflexible in his writings, about 
refusing the circumcision (Ga 5:12) and about letting brothers to eat and drink what they wanted 
to (Co 2:16). Paul did in this radical way because the previous early exceptions, due to human 
ignorance, should not have become a general rule for all believers, otherwise the Gospel of Jesus 
would have been no more the same; it would have been changed by human ignorance and 
personal opinions or other revelations, as it was happening among the Galatians (Ga 1:6-9).   
 
In one of his last letters, Paul even suggested to the young Timothy to drink also wine because of 
his stomach’s pains and other diseases (1 Ti 5:26). To understand the change of emphasis in the 
teaching of Paul, we have to read his letters according to the historical perspective.   
 

WRITTEN FOR ALL  
 
It is interesting that when Paul wrote to the young Timothy to drink wine, it was not a private 
affair or a confidence that he should not have revealed to somebody. Paul did not spoke to the 
young Timothy in secret into the ear, as a personal confidence of a teacher to his student, as 
some professors are doing today even in certain American Christian institutions where it is a 
taboo to speak about wine, but he wrote it in a letter that was supposed to be part of the New 
Testament. It implies that it should be known to all Christians of the world, even by those living 
in the Bible Belt.   
 
Consequently, certain open minded church leaders and smart professors of Christian institutions 
should follow the example of Paul and stop hiding what they really think about wine.      

 
WHY DID PAUL REPROACH PETER? 

 
In Antioch, Peter was not ready to jeopardize his reputation, so he simulated or tried to deviate 
the attention of the Jewish-brothers, giving the impression that he was not eating with the 
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Gentiles-brothers.  Frankly speaking, that of Peter was not really a noble attitude from an apostle 
of Jesus, was it? Unfortunately, today, that wrong Peter’s behaviour has many disciples.   
 
Because of that wrong attitude, Paul reproached him in public (Ga 2:11-14); something that the 
church leaders today do not do often because they tend always to support each other or to form a 
coalition to defend each other; consequently, some serious mistakes of certain church leaders are 
usually covered up and ignored.    
 
Someone could wonder, “Why did Paul reproach Peter in public?” Well, Peter committed a 
public sin. Paul did it in public because the only way to solve the problem was to show to those 
brothers present that Peter was wrong, that they should have not followed his example. Because 
in the church of the Lord there is no space for hypocrisy, for Paul that problem should have been 
solved immediately once for all. We should do the same! 
 
After having been corrected, Peter should have shown to the Jewish brothers that he was ready to 
eat with the Gentile. Evidently, at that very moment, Peter was not ready to make that sacrifice; 
it was too risky for his reputation among the Jewish-brothers, but Paul corrected him or he 
obliged him to change his attitude, otherwise he could not be called again apostle of Jesus.  
 
At the first approach, we can try to avoid scandalizing someone who is weak, but not at the point 
to let other to suffer because of our simulation; if we do that, we betray our responsibility. That is 
exactly what Peter was doing and Paul reproached him.      
 
The case of the wine is the same; certain believers cannot overcome their obsession against the 
wine consumption as long as they do not hear from us quoting what Paul wrote, “Do not let 
anyone judge you by what your eat and drink” (Co 2:16). The one who does not have the 
courage to say that, openly, without using any “but”, is not doing his duty and is betraying his 
responsibility. 
 
The higher we go with our reputation as church leaders or as teachers of the Holy Scriptures, the 
more we are tempted by the Devil to keep our reputation at any price, even simulating as Peter 
did or just feigning of ignoring certain problems. 
 

THE CLASSICAL JUSTIFICATION 
 
It is practically useless for someone to tell to the extremist teetotallers that there is nothing wrong 
in drinking wine if after he accompanies his statement with the classical personal justification, 
“But I do not drink!” Those who are obsessed about the danger of wine consumption think of 
him, “Why does he not drink if there is nothing wrong in drinking?”  
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If someone is investigating his brothers to know if they drink and one is not ready to explain his 
position to him, he could always say, “That is not your business!” 
 
In the Church of the Lord, that kind of investigations should not be permitted; that kind of 
attitude should be considered a heresy (Co 2:16). About those who are always investigating their 
brothers about their position about drinking wine, I think that they should be corrected before 
they hurt other believers abroad who cannot defend themselves.          

 
LIKE THE OBSESSION AGAINST SEX 

 
To present a principle better, Jesus was used to bring the discourse to the extreme through 
examples, allegories, metaphors and exaggerations, as when he said about the one who produced 
a scandal, “it would be better for him to be thrown into the sea with a large millstone tied around 
his neck” (Mc 9:43). Therefore, following the example of Jesus, let me also bring a strong 
comparison.   
 
For example, the obsession against the wine is like the obsession against sex and other things 
which worry the bigot people. If someone thinks that sex is dirty, the main cause of temptation 
for a man and for many other troubles which effect humanity, the best way to correct him is to 
tell him that the married men usually lives longer than the single ones, that we are happily 
married and that our wife has given stability to our life.  
 
Considering that, usually, people do not do what we teach them but only what they see us doing 
or putting into practice, in certain cases it becomes difficult to teach something important to them 
without jeopardising our reputation.  
 
A church can become a cult just because some nice believers renounce to perform their duty as 
Peter did in Antioch and had to be reproached by Paul (Ga 2:11-14). We can say that still today 
certain believers have a cowardly attitude only for personal convenience.             
 

A TACTIC THAT JESUS DID NOT USE 
 
There some other church leaders who refuse to drink not because they consider it wrong, but just 
to save their reputation. They do not want to be obliged to admit that they do, in the case that 
someone will investigate them.  
 
Those who use that tactic so that they can answer “no” without lying, when they are investigated 
about wine, they just free themselves of their responsibility. Doing so, they do not solve the 
problem, but are loading it to other brothers abroad who are living a wine culture, who are 
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obliged to suffer the teetotal imposition because they cannot defend themselves. That way to 
escape to our responsibility is not a noble attitude, is t?  
 
Jesus went to the banquets where wine was served and he was called “drunkard” (Lk 7:34); it 
means that Jesus did not behave in the way to prevent of being considered among those who 
drink.  If we follow the example of Jesus, we should not be afraid to be considered one of those 
who drink, as He did.  
 
I left the Catholic Church to follow the Gospel. Among many other things, I was upset because 
of the auricular confession to the priest, because it was a coercive practice. However, after, in the 
“true church”, I was investigated about my position concerning wine by certain teetotal brothers, 
just to have something to blame me. What a shame!  
 
It is a shame for those teetotallers who practice that kind of investigation on their brothers abroad 
who cannot defend themselves, because they receive a support from the States, and a shame for 
the American church leaders who do not perform their duty or who use that coward strategy to 
escape from their responsibility.   
 

IT IS AS IF PETER HAD RENOUNCED TO GO TO ANTIOCH 
 
It would be as Peter had changed program and he had renounced to go to Antioch because he 
would have to eat with the Gentile brothers and he would be obliged to show in public to the 
Jewish brothers that for him it was ok. From that aspect, renouncing to go to Antioch for Peter, it 
would have been a very legalist attitude.  
 
It would be as if like Jesus had changed program and had renounced to go to Jerusalem because 
he knew that in there he would have been arrested, whipped and crucified. There are some trials 
we have to go through to be found faithful servants; otherwise, we betray our responsibilities.  
 
Unfortunately, very few American church leaders and educated professors are really ready today 
to put at stake their personal reputation to support what they believe is right if that principle is 
not popular in the Bible Belt.  
 

THE ZEAL OF THE CHILDREN OF DARKENESS 
 
About the zeal of the children of darkness, Jesus said, “For the people of this world are shrewder 
on dealing with their own kind than are the people of the light” (Lk 16:8).  
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We can add that it happens often that the children of the darkness are more zealous, they risk 
more and are more frank in the speech or more talkative and more active in writing or more 
graphomaniac scribblers by internet than the children of the light.  
 
In few words, for lack of faith of many highly educated believers, the bigotry of the few 
sectarians is still triumphing in which is supposed to be the true church, but it should be like that. 
 

NOT TO CONFUSE BEGINNERS WITH INQUISITORS 
 
It is out of question that at the first approach we should avoid scandalizing the one who is weak 
in the faith and try to give him the opportunity to become an adult believer (Ro 14:21), but the 
one who harasses his brother just because he drinks wine should not be considered as someone 
who is weak or a beginner in the faith who is scandalized, but as an inquisitor who should be 
corrected (Ro 16:17-20). In few words, we should not confuse beginners with inquisitors; we 
should welcome the first and admonish the second ones. Unfortunately, in certain congregations, 
the inquisitors are appointed elders.      
 

NOT ONLY IN THE WORSHIP  
 
The church is not the truth, only Jesus is the truth (Jn 14:6), but the true church is supposed to be 
the pillar that supports or that announces the truth. The “true church” is where the truth is located 
or identified (1 Ti 3:15), but at the condition that the believers put it into practice. We can add 
also that a church cannot be true only in the worshiping like it was in the Old Testament, where 
the model of the liturgy was dictated in every detail directly by God and a minor mistake could 
have caused the death of the worshippers (Le 10:1-3). 
 
In the New Testament, there is the case of two who died because they lied (Ac 5:1-10), but there 
is not a situation where someone died because he made a mistake in the worship or in following 
the model of the liturgy. It does not mean, of course, that now we are free from the obligation to 
follow the Gospel also in the worship (Jn 4:23-24. 1 Co 14:26-32. He 13:15), but in the New 
Testament the worship is not a priority at the point of excluding all the others commandments.  
 
For example, while the worship of the Old Testament related to the temple appears, sometimes, 
as completely detached from the practical life, instead the Christian liturgy of the New 
Testament there is no more a temple and the Christian worship involves also the daily life of the 
believers in a rational or practical worship in which there should no more be contradictions 
between what they believe and what they do (Ro 12:1-3).  
 
That change was foreseen for the first time by the prophet Isaiah (Is 1:10-18), but it became part 
of the teaching of Jesus (Mt 5:21-26) and it should be the way Christians behave.     
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NOT JUST A QUESTION OF NAME, BAPTISM AND WORSHIP 
 
Following that principle, we can say that a church cannot be true only because she uses the right 
name, baptizes for the remission of sins and follows the right model of worship. To be “true”, 
she should also be faithful in the way she faces the problems without ambiguity (2 Co 1:17-18), 
without favouritism (Ja 2:1, 9) and in the example given by the leaders (1 Ti 3:1-7. Ti 1:5-9).  
 
The true church is the family of God (Ep 2:19) and so she cannot be nationalist or Roman or 
Puritan or American, but should be faithful in welcoming also the foreigners (Mt 25:35) and 
respecting those who are different (Ac 10:34-37. Ga 2:11-14. 3:23-28) or those who eat and 
drink in different ways (Co 2:16). It should be in this way, otherwise there is no more Christian 
orthodoxy and the one that was supposed to be the only true church becomes only a sect as many 
others.   
 
A church that is true or according the model of the New Testament only in the name, the baptism 
and the worship does not correspond to the Gospel. I have tried to express this principle also in 
my previous articles on the Theology of Wine, where I quoted many biblical passages and many 
authors from the entire world.  The model that we have to follow to truly restore the New 
Testament Church, remains always the entire Gospel. 
 
Unfortunately, the obsession against wine of certain church leaders or the refusal of others to 
openly discuss the wine issue is just the tip of the iceberg; there is a lot more behind it.      
 

HOW CAN WE TRUST THEM? 
 
If those very Christian church leaders and professors of Christian institutes, after many years, are 
still now not ready to openly face a simple subject like the one of the wine, a subject that is so 
clear in the Gospel (Lk 5:39. Co 2:16), how can we trust them in other issues?  
 
This is really a question that should make many believers to think deeply. As the German 
theologian Dietrich Bonhoeffer (1906-1945) wrote, “The discipleship to Jesus has always a price 
that we have to pay”. Unfortunately, not all church leaders are ready to pay that price, but most 
of them are looking to have a good reputation in the brotherhood and in the community. In this 
way, the church tends to become an old museum of beautiful plans never realized.     
 

SOME DRAMATIC HISTORICAL EXAMPLES 
 
We know from many sources that at the time of the American slavery (1619-1865), most of the 
churches of the Bible Belt did not oppose the slavery system, but passively accepted it. At that 
time, the shameful trade of the slaves were done even in a courtyard nearby a church building 
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without the reaction from the believers who thought it was completely legal because the slavery 
was acceptable in the Old Testament (Le 25:44-45).  
 
That was happening also because certain owners of slaves, who contributed financially to the 
church work, were also elders, deacons and preachers of the Gospel. Certain church leaders 
could preach full time the Gospel because they owned slaves who worked for them and so the 
exploitation of slaves was justified for a good ending.      

That explains why many teetotal believers opposed the movement for the abolition of the slavery 
system, and they looked at abolitionists such as John Brown (1800-1859) as fanatics. John 
Brown was judged and hanged in Virginia by teetotal ultra conservative believers quoting the 
Bible. John Brown died but not his dream to liberate all slaves in America and his execution has 
made of him a hero for many Americans and millions of people especially abroad. He could be 
defined the Spartacus of North America.   

Unfortunately, the death of John Brown was the prelude to the tragedy of the American Civil 
War (1861-1865) that finished with the defeat of the South that geographically corresponds 
approximately to the Bible Belt area.  

At the end of four bloody years of the American Civil War and the liberation of the black people, 
in 1865, many teetotal ultra conservative believers kept the same mentality and transmitted it to 
their descendants, training them in their teetotal Bible Schools, where there was still a distorted 
vision of the history and the heroism of certain abolitionists, as John Brown, was completely 
ignored.    

THE VISION OF THE WHOLE 

The name of the church or of the denomination could change, but certain people tend to repeat 
always the same mistakes. For example, in the Catholic Church, the believers feel comforted by 
the “system of the sacraments” that assures to them the salvation. In the “true church”, certain 
believers feel saved because they are baptized for the remission of their sins, are member of a 
church that has the right name and worship the Lord according to the Gospel, but those are only 
some steps in the good direction. At the last day, before receiving us, Jesus will ask us quite 
different questions (Mt 25:34-46).      

There is something weird in the attitude of those teetotal believers; something that does not fit 
with the concept of church in the Gospel. Jesus came to make us free (Jn 8:32) and died to save 
all (Jn 3:14-16). Paradoxically, among the American restorers there were those who bought, sold 
and exploited human beings. That happened because those teetotal believers thought that they 
were saved because they had the right baptism, they were members of the “true church” and 
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were worshipping God correctly. That idea is not biblical and is the source of many problems 
and misunderstandings.    
 
It is always dangerous to limit or to fix the Christian faith only to few points and to forget all the 
rest. Nobody has the magic formula to replace all the rest of the Gospel.  
 
In the Gospel there are two exterior acts through which we approach to God, as the baptism and 
the Lord’s Supper. Those acts are beautiful moments or aspects of the Christian life through 
which we grow spiritually; we should make treasure of those beautiful teachings, but there are 
also many other important things that we have to do, many challenges that we have to face and 
numerous steps that we have to go up to reach the prize (Ph 3:13-14). 
 

WASHING ONE ANOTHER’S FEET 
 
Another beautiful example has been given by Jesus when He wanted to wash the feet of the 
disciples. Because Peter was not letting him, Jesus told him, “Unless I wash you (your feet) you 
have not part with me” (Jn 13:8). After Jesus have washed the feet of all his apostles, he told 
them, Now that I, your Lord and Teacher, have washed your feet, you also should wash one 
another’s feet” (Jn 13:14).    
 
We have to follow the example of Jesus who washed the apostles’ feet.  In a sense, it is true the 
principle that we have to wash one another’s feet to be Christians or that we cannot have part 
with Jesus without washing one another’s feet. We can say that, even though never the apostles 
preached the washing of the feet. The sense of the teaching of Jesus about the washing of the feet 
is that we should become humble and always be ready to give a hand to those who need help. 
 
There is a symbolic meaning also in the acts of the Baptism and of the Lord’s Supper. The first is 
a personal request of grace that the believer does to God at the beginning of his conversion and 
the Lord’s Supper is collective request of grace to God that an entire assembly do every first day 
of the week. It could be dangerous to formalize those beautiful acts of faith and to reduce them to 
a simple ritualism, forgetting that they represent the consecration of our life to God.     
   

AS NOTHING REALLY HAPPENED 
 

We have already seen that at the end of the American Civil War, many teetotal ultra conservative 
believers kept the same mentality and transmitted it to their descendants, training them in their 
teetotal Bible Schools, where there was still a distorted vision of the history.     
 
Since then, the situation in those American institutes is not really changed. Should we now look 
at the teaching of those institutes as an absolute truth? Of course not! About the interpretation of 
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history we should verify from different sources. About the Christian ethic we should always 
verify in the Gospel.          
 
They are the same teetotal church leaders who opposed the struggle of the suffragettes in 
America when they were asking for the right to vote (1848-1920) and became disappointed in 
1920, when the women got the right to vote. Contrary to the logic, those teetotal church leaders 
supported the president Woodrow Wilson, in 1920, when he introduced the prohibition law, and 
they became strongly disappointed with president Franklin Delano Roosevelt, in 1933, when he 
decided to remove it.   
 
They are the same teetotal church leaders who strongly opposed the Equal Right Amendment for 
women in the United States. It was also because of the strong opposition of the “true church” 
that, in 1982, the many efforts for the approval of the Equal Right Amendment failed. According 
to those teetotal church leaders, the women did not need the Equal Right Amendment, but the 
society needed the Prohibition Law. What a contradiction!     
 
Recently, the same teetotal church leaders have not opposed the invasion of Iraq; not one church 
bulletin I am receiving has reported the tortures of the prisoners in Guantanamo, a serious 
violation to the international human rights law that should protect the prisoners. In those church 
bulletins is often reported to pray for the soldiers in Iraq but never to pray for the prisoners in 
Guantanamo, but the Lord is also the God of those prisoners (Mt 5:43-48. 1 Co 4:9-13. Ep 4:5).      
 
We can see that it is not just a question of a beverage, but there is a lot behind that opposition to 
wine consumption; there is a very wrong dry theology; a kind of escape from reason.  
 
Silvio Caddeo   

Montréal, Canada, May 2008  
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