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3) Restoring the Wet Church 
 

RESTORING THE WET CHURCH (Part three)  
 
An attempt to restore the wet church  
Or from the Welch’s dry church to the wet church of the New Testament 
 
The vine answered, “Should I give up my wine,  
which cheers God and men...?”(Judges 9:13). 
 
“Wine is at the head of all medicines; where wine is lacking,  
drugs are necessary...There is no gladness without wine”.  
Babylonian Talmud (IV and VI centuries AD).  

INTRODUCTION 

In the previous two articles I have written extensively about the obsession against the wine 
consumption because it is the visible symptom of a deeper problem, the tip of a big iceberg or 
the Achilles’ heel of the wrong concept of the church by the teetotal ultra conservative believers.  

In this third article we go far beyond to the issue of wine. We will try to analyze what should be 
improved in the Welch’s dry church mentality and organisation. The purpose is to discover how 
the wet church of the New Testament was structured, how it was functioning and how we should 
try to restore it.  

GOING BACK TO THE BASIC 

Planning the restoration of the “true church” of the New Testament is a great program. To 
succeed, we have to go back to the basic and handle correctly the Word of God (2 Ti 2:15). That 
implies that we should understand the original biblical meaning of certain keys words and the 
word “wine” is just one of them. It is important for us to make that general analysis, otherwise 
we will get some false impressions and a confuse vision of the reality. It will help us also to 
abolish certain prejudices against the brothers abroad who have different opinions and who drink 
wine, the most representative beverage of the Bible.  

We should accept the fact that wine was part of the messianic prophecies, “The days are coming, 
declares the Lord, when the reaper will be overtaken by the plowman, and the planter by the one 
treading grapes. New wine will drop from the mountain and flow from the hills. I will bring back 
my exiled people Israel; they will rebuild the ruined cities and live in them. They will plant 
vineyard and drink their wine; they will make gardens and eat their fruits” (Am 9:13-14). 
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Considering that the return of Jews in Judah from the exile in Babylon would have been 
celebrated by drinking wine (Am 9:13-14), the coming of the Messiah would also be an occasion 
of joy and celebration according to the wet Jewish tradition. That explains why the first miracle 
of Jesus has been to turn the six stone water jars into good wine (Jn 2:6-11). Doing plenty of 
good wine for all the banqueters, Jesus mission started with the accomplishment of that 
beautiful-wet prophecy. Nobody has the right to oppose that example presented by our Savior.   
 
Unfortunately, there are many teetotal ultra conservative believers who are completely “allergic” 
to the wine issue; they become angry just when we mention it, but a believer, who is seriously 
interested to serve the Lord, who is ready to put aside a human tradition or a culturally related 
“doctrine”, should wonder: How is it possible to restore a true church, where the wine is 
forbidden?  
 
Nobody should be forced to drink wine, and nobody should force all believers to become 
abstainers of a beverage that is supposed to be a gift from God (Ps 104:15); doing so, we could 
risk to confuse them and lose the enthusiasm also for other things which are far more important.  
 
Once having largely or abundantly proved that certain teetotal ultra conservative believers have 
forbidden a gift from God (Ps 104:15) twisting the Holy Scriptures to follow their Puritan 
traditions.  When we start to add or take away some biblical teachings to adapt the church to our 
culture, it comes natural to wonder how many other teachings of the Gospel have been changed; 
for sure we are candidates to get certain surprises.    
 

REPUTATION AND WINE 
 
When I speak about wine with certain teetotal ultra conservative believers, it happens often that 
they do not have any other valid biblical reason to support their obsession against wine, than to 
say that we should not scandalize those who are weak. It seems that certain people are victimized 
by the desire to have a good reputation. Anyway, it is difficult for me to accept that Puritan 
theory because I am coming from a country where it happens often that the good reputation of a 
farmer is based also on his capacity of producing good wine. 
 
In certain developed countries, as France, Spain, Portugal, German, Italy, Hungary, Macedonia, 
Greece and Israel, when people invite someone that they respect, they are used to offer their best 
wine.  It is the same now in the United Kingdom, Australia, New Zealand and Canada; even in 
some areas of the States, especially in California.  
 
Apparently, that was also the mentality in Palestine, in the first century, because at the wedding 
banquet in Cana, Jesus made the miracle of wine. He made plenty of good wine because even the 
master of the banquet was pleasantly surprised for it (Jn 2:9-10).  
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It is evident that there are different ways of conceiving the reputation, but never in the Holy 
Scriptures someone has be judged badly or has lost his reputation because he was drinking a 
glass of wine during his meal, but only because he abused of certain things and wine could have 
been one of them. Therefore, we should not feel guilty because of the pressure from those ultra 
conservative believers who have decided to remain abstainers or who are devoted to remain little 
children, and to drink milk for all their life (1 Co 3:1-3. He 5:11-14).  
            

WHAT IS REPUTATION? 
 
Every time we speak about wine with certain people there is always the problem that we can 
scandalise someone or that we who can lose our reputation in the brotherhood, but unfortunately 
there is not this problem with many other things of which certain teetotal ultra conservative 
believers should really feel ashamed. What is reputation, anyway?  
 
There are many ways to conceive reputation. According to the dictionary, Reputation can be 
defined in three ways: The general estimation in which a person or thing is held by the public. 
The state or situation or being held in high repute. A specific character or trait ascribed to a 
person or things. (The American Heritage Dictionary).    
  
When Paul decided to take Timothy with him in his missionary trip, it is written, “The brothers 
at Lystra and Iconium spoke well of Timothy” (Ac 16:2). It means that the brothers of the area 
held that young believer in high esteem.     
 
About the qualifications for a candidate to become an elder, Paul wrote, “He must also have a 
good reputation with outsiders, so that he will not fall into disgrace and into the Devil’s trap” (1 
Ti 3:7). The elders should be known as temperate, non arrogant persons, because also the elders 
could be tempted of taking advantage of their position making some mistakes. However, about 
the good reputation that the elders should have with the outsiders, too much has been said, and 
unfortunately, the rest have been forgotten. For example, the elders should be concerned about 
those who are discriminated in the society, attentive about the opinions of other members and not 
acting as domineering leaders.    
 
We can say that the reputation has to do also with honour and prestige of the one who has a lot of 
ambition to become someone in the society at the detriment of the kingdom of God. Those who 
think that their honour or prestige has been seriously undermined might have a wrong reaction in 
their attempt to get it back.   
 
There is also the reputation of those believers who remain quiet also when they should react and 
shout or scream because of certain injustices. Some remain silent because they are over afraid 
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and do not want to be involved; doing so, they betray their responsibility. About them it has been 
written, “Anyone, then, who knows the good he ought to do and doesn’t do it, sins” (Ja 4:17).    

 
THE REPUTATION OF PROPHETS   

 
The one of the reputation is a very interesting subject that we should evaluated looking first at 
certain personages of the Bible. We should start with the prophets of the Old Testament who 
were seldom welcomed by their own people; instead, they were often refused or even persecuted, 
not because of wine but because they were preaching the truth.  
 
For example, Amos received a serious warning, “Get out, you seer! Go back to the land of Judah. 
Earn your bread there and do your prophesying there” (Am 7:12). Jeremiah was put in a deep 
cistern, where there was not even water to drink but only mud (Je 38:6).    
  
In the beginning, the activity of Jesus was not welcomed by his relatives (Mc 3:20-21) and his 
brothers wanted him dead (Jn 7:3-5). Jesus did not have a good reputation either among his 
fellows-citizens because he scandalized them (Jn 10:31-33); he was considered a glutton and a 
drunkard (Lk 7:34); he was persecuted by the religious leaders of his country (Mc 14:1) and 
finally has been crucified as a criminal (Mk 15:24);  
 
After that Jesus went to Heaven, the apostles have been persecuted (Ac 4:21) and have been 
flogged (Ac 5:40). The Gospel report about that ordeal, but we know nothing about the reaction 
of their family, how their children have dealt with that tragic reality to see their fathers 
persecuted, because the Gospel has not been written to satisfy the human curiosity. Therefore, it 
was necessary to separate the mission of the apostles from their private life; that is exactly the 
contrary of what many famous church leaders are doing in our days. In the monthly reports, 
many missionaries write more about themselves and their family than of the church, than about 
the ordeal that the new members might be going through.      
 

PAUL AS A TROUBLE MAKER 
 
The case of Paul appears even more complex because some zealous Jews bound themselves with 
a oath not to eat or drink until they had killed him (Ac 23:12); later on, he was persecuted even 
by some brothers of the church in Galatia (Ga 4:13-17); he tried to unmask certain false apostles 
or deceitful workmen in Corinth ( 2 Co 11:12-15) and he was strongly opposed by other brothers 
until his last days (2 Ti 4:14-18).  
 
There is the wrong ideas that a believer should always succeed in this world and he should be 
respected by everybody, otherwise there is something wrong with him and he should be put aside 
until he apologise. That tendency is called the “theology of triumphalism” because it supposes 
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that one has always to succeed; the more one is successful with his life, the more God shows His 
approval and bless him even more and the one who has more power is always right, but that 
concept is terribly wrong. We are not supposed to triumph in this world and we are not called to 
please men but to serve the Lord (Ga 1:10).  
 

FOUR REASONS TO EXCLUDE PAUL  
 
We can try to summarize four main reasons why many teetotal Christian congregations of our 
days would not invite Paul to preach.  
 
First, because in his letters he was not always positive; he was used to write also about certain 
negative things happening in the church (2 Co 11:13-15. Ga 5:15. 2 Ti 4:14-16).  
 
Second, because he said certain wrong statements about the elders (Ac 2:28-31) and he 
commanded the young Timothy to reproach them even in public when they are wrong (1 Ti 
5:20). 
 
Third, because he approved the moderate consumption of wine (1 Ti 5:23) and he has clearly 
condemned those who opposed it (Co 2:16).   
 
Fourth, because he was a pacifist believer (Ro 12:14-21. 1 Co 4:9-11) and he would have not 
approved the political aggressiveness of certain teetotal ultra conservative Christians.      
 

WHAT KIND OF GOOD REPUTATION? 
 
As general principle, we should not intimidate or scandalize those who are living around us and 
in this sense we try to have a good reputation with all or to live in peace with all (Ro 12:18), but 
without becoming opportunists or adulators; that because every time we stress too much a right 
principle we produce a contradiction.        
 
For example, Paul wrote about the candidate to become an elder that, “He must also have a good 
reputation with outsiders” (1 Ti 3:7), but he did not mean that the church leader should be 
someone who try to please everybody and who never takes a firm stand in something unpopular 
because he is afraid to ruin his reputation.  
 
For example, today an elder should be against the invasion of Iraq even though many of his 
fellow-citizens agree. He should disapprove the way the prisoners are treated in the Guantanamo 
prison even though nobody wants to talk about it.  An elder should have a good reputation also 
with outsiders in the sense that he is not known as an irresponsible, lazy, arrogant, drunker, 
aggressive, slander, liar, violent, vulgar and immoral. He should be an honest person, who is 
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sympathetic with those who suffer, who is concerned about certain injustices, even though many 
people around him, for political reasons, do not like to talk about it.         

 
PROPHETS AND RELATIVES  

 
When people speak about religion, usually they mean a belief that they share with their entire 
family. We can say that the religion of the world is the religion of parents and relatives; the 
religion of the father and the mother, of husband and wife, of children and grandchildren, of 
brothers and sisters, of grandfathers and grandmothers, of uncles and aunts, of cousins and 
nephews. It is like that because people usually like to do things together, to move together or to 
remain all together not to upset or not to scandalise anyone in their family or their tribe. Jesus, 
instead, wants us to stand out from the group and become prophets, “For many are invited, but 
few are chosen” (Mt 22:14).   
 
About the same principle, Paul wrote, “And those he predestined, he also called; those he called, 
he also justified; those he justified, he also glorified” (Ro 8:30).  
 
If someone takes the Gospel seriously, it is supposed that he does not always agree with his 
parents and relatives. About that, Jesus said, “Do not suppose that I have come to bring peace to 
the earth. I did not come to bring peace, but sword. For I have come to turn a man against his 
father, a daughter against his mother a daughter-in-law against her mother-in law - a man’s 
enemies will be the members of his own household” (Mt 10:34-36). 
 
Certain people act in this way not because are bad, but for ignorance or because of their national 
religious traditions or just because they want to do better or the make a service to the Lord, as 
Jesus said, “All this I have told you so that you will not go astray. They will put you out of the 
synagogue (assembly or congregation); in fact, a time is coming when anyone who kills you will 
think he is offering a service to God” (Jn 16:1-2).     
 

A PARADOX FROM JESUS 
 
It is because of that principle that Jesus said something that could appear absurd, “If anyone 
comes to me and does not hate his father and mother, his wife and children, his brothers and 
sisters - yes, even his own life - he cannot be my disciple. And anyone who does not carry his 
cross and follow me cannot be my disciple” (Lk 14:26).  
 
It is evident that in this case Jesus brought the discourse to the extreme. We are dealing here with 
a paradox or a metaphor, but if Jesus spoke in this way, it is evident that Jesus did it to attract our 
attention because the issue is very important. Jesus knew that many believers would have run the 
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risk to lose their soul just trying to keep their good reputation with their parents and relatives or 
church members, trying to please them.       
 

WINE IS NOT AN OSTACLE TO GROWTH   
 
Some teetotal believers think that the church in Europe is not making progress as it should do 
because brothers in those countries drink wine and God is punishing them. I do not think that 
wine is any obstacle for the conversion of people. There no relation between consumption of 
wine and growth of the church; in some wine areas it could be exactly the contrary.  
 
If the moderate consumption of wine is a reason that the church is not growing in certain 
European countries, the first miracle of Jesus should have not been the one of the water turned 
into wine (Jn 2:6-11) and he should have not said, “And no one after drinking old wine wants the 
new, for he says, The old is better” (Lk 5:39).  
 
If the moderate consumption of wine of the believers is the major cause for certain failures in our 
missionary work abroad, then we can say that the New Testament should have been written  
differently (Co 2:16. 1 Ti 5:23).   

 
A NEW OPEN DOOR 

 
The point is that the countries where people produce and drink wine usually are highly 
developed and have also a strong national cultural identity. It implies that we should change 
approach when we preach the Gospel to them; we should be more coherent in our teaching and 
in the way we put in practice certain principles.   
 
Instead of looking at the wine as the source of all problems of humanity and as an obstacle for 
the conversion of other people, certain among us should change mentality. Accepting fully those 
brothers who drink wine is part of that demanding cultural process. 
 
Changing attitude in regard of those who drink wine would not be an easy task for certain 
teetotal ultra conservative believers, but this is the only way to succeed in those highly educated 
countries. I am not asking something extraordinary, but only to return to the wet church of the 
New Testament. That move will appear a tangible sign of maturity and it will become a new 
open door for the church growth also among other developed nations, where people have a 
strong national identity.     
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WHERE PAUL WENT TO PREACH 
 

Certain abstainers say that in the countries where people are not used to drink wine it is easier to 
convert people and the church has more success. This is a simplistic statement that is very 
questionable and it should be a subject of a deep study.  
 
It is true that Jesus died for all (Jn 3:14-16) and that God wants to be the savior all of human 
beings (1 Ti 4:10), but if we look at where Paul went to preach in his missionary trips, we can 
see that it was not in the little villages of the third world, where people ignore the cultivation of 
vine and do not drink wine, but he went in the most developed cities of the time, some 
metropolis as Antioch, Ephesus, Pergamum, Thessalonica, Corinth, Athens and Rome, where 
many people were highly educated and were used to drink wine. Paul has never condemned that 
Mediterranean use, but he defended it (Co 2:16).   
 
The Gospel of Paul was not chained or limited by the human traditions (2 Ti 2:9), and for him 
the priority was to go to preach in the big cities, where there were the most educated people of 
the time, who after would have influenced the rest of the world.  Paul did in this way, because he 
was not sent to baptize but to teach the Gospel (1 Co 1:17).  We should do the same. To succeed, 
we should not have just a teetotal rural concept of the church.    

 
WHERE IT IS CHEAPER  

 
Certain congregations are very attached to their Puritan traditions and are not interested to 
change mentality to become really the yeast of the world; they are just interested about the 
number of baptisms they can do every year, Consequently, instead of using expert trainers from 
abroad to prepare themselves to face the big challenges of the modern society in the developed 
countries, they are more interested to send some young inexpert missionaries in the third world 
countries, where it is cheaper to support a worker and it is easier to baptize people.  
 
In few words, for many teetotal ultra conservative believers, it is easier to change place or 
country than to change mentality or to formulate better certain eternal principles. What I mean, is 
that often the emphasis of the missionary strategy is based on the number of baptisms rather than 
in the real long time conversion. That explains why they prefer to address their effort to the third 
world countries where they are getting more conversions than in some highly educated countries 
where they have some opposition to their interpretation of the Gospel.  
That kind of missionary strategy is like if Jesus had preached a kind of Gospel that is more 
suitable for underdeveloped world, where very few people are in position to question the 
missionaries in certain contradictions.  
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Saying that, I do not mean that the souls of the underdeveloped countries are less important than 
those of the big cities’ citizens of the rich countries. I am far to think like that; every soul is 
equally precious for the Lord. I do not intend to say either that in those poor countries there are 
not smart people; it happens often that when those people have the chance to study or to wake 
up, they become far better than we are and we have to listen to them attentively because we have 
a lot to learn from them.  What I mean, is just to explain the difference between Paul’s 
missionary strategy and ours.  
 

SHOWERS, ABLUTIONS, BATHS AND PSEUDO BAPTISMS 
  
It is evident that it is easier to baptize people in certain poor areas of the third world, as India, 
West Africa and Haiti where there is a lot of water and people are already used to do many water 
rituals, showers, ablutions or immersions for the purification of their soul and body. There are 
also many who are always ready to accept the baptism just to please a foreign missionary who is 
visiting them; it is part of their culture because for them the guest is holy.  
 
In certain poor countries, there are some areas, in the little villages, where people are less 
educated than others, with a tribal mentality who have not discovered yet the individuality or the 
personal choice. They do everything together and move together.  Consequently, if a missionary 
succeeds in baptizing one of them, after he will baptize all his family and maybe also the 
relatives. If a missionary baptizes the head of a tribe, there is the strong probability that sooner or 
later he will baptize the entire tribe.  
 
Furthermore, if the missionary bring gifts and goods, certain people will flock. That is happening 
especially when the missionary establish a local Bible School, where the students are paid to 
study the Bible. They come in big numbers to have a Christian education and hoping to have a 
permanent salary after receiving the diploma as the American missionary do.  
 
The question now is, should we consider those numerous baths real conversions and a tangible 
progress for the kingdom of God? Well, I have some doubts. I do because few weeks later, the 
same people probably will accept to be baptized by another passing by missionary of another 
denomination. They usually do that as a favour, but without changing anything of their 
traditional religion and behaviour.  
 
I was told of congregations that change their external sign according to the church affiliation of 
the missionary, that they hide the piano when a Church of Christ missionary arrive and put it 
back when he leaves. I went as missionary in villages where I was told that even the mayor has 
been baptized to find that there was not even a congregation! 
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That is not happening, of course, in the rich countries where the citizens usually are highly 
educated and have a strong national culture.  It could happen in moment of crisis, among those 
who are planning to come in America, but that is not the usual standard.  It is harder to work in 
these countries, but usually, once really converted, those people are faithful for life. 
 

BLAMED BY AN EL SALVADOR PREACHER 
 
Few years ago, I was blamed by a preacher from El Salvador, whom I helped to emigrate in 
Canada, because I did not succeed in baptizing all my parents and relatives as he did. Because of 
that, he tried to convince me and the congregation in Montréal, that I was not as faithful as he 
was, that maybe there was something wrong with me. However, few weeks later, he started to 
complain about certain typical sins of the El Salvador people and also of the members of his 
family, especially about his father, who was still an irresponsible person, who was used to betray 
and to beat his wife. My “unconverted father” always respected my mother. Consequently, I 
realized that his parents and relatives were not better than mine and not closer to the Lord. Few 
months later, we had a big problem in the congregation because of him.    
 

EXPECTING PERSECUTION  
 
In this world dominated by the Devil (1 Jn 5:19), we cannot really be good and dynamic 
Christians without running the risk to suffer discrimination or persecution (2 Ti 3:12). We should 
not be persecuted because we have a bad character or because we are lazy or because we are 
irresponsible persons who do not take certain responsibility, but because of our faith.  
 
If we are persecuted because of Jesus we are blessed (1 Pe 4:16-17). Unfortunately, we could be 
discriminated and persecuted also by certain ultra conservative brothers just because we do not 
have a blinders mentality and we do not follow the main stream traditions. In this sense, the 
history could repeat itself (Jn 16:1-3).  
 
How many time I heard in the States, some church leaders worrying about somebody because he 
is “liberal” or because he drinks wine or because he has two passports; it means that he is not 
really an American or only American. However, I do not recall that I heard some of those church 
leaders worrying because one is not humble or does not have pity or is arrogant or is nationalist 
or justifies violence or has many prejudices against the foreigners or acts in a paternalistic way 
and does favoritisms (Ja 2:1,9).       
 

LOOSING THE REPUTATION FOR A GOOD CAUSE 
 
It is imperative that we do not scandalize, especially not the little children (Mt 18:6-7), but we 
should educate the children in the right way, otherwise they grow sectarians and bigots. That has  
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nothing to do with the Christian faith because it is supposed to the truth makes us free (Jn 8:32).  
Anyway, if we are coherent with what we believe, we could always lose our reputation because 
we are different from the majority of our brothers in Christ or because we are deeply concerned 
for certain principles or because we are worried for what is happening to other nations and the 
way our government is acting or reacting against them.   
 
That could happen when we are hungry and thirsty for righteousness (Mt 5:6) or when we try to 
become peacemakers without using violence (Mt 5:9). It happens when we refuse to exploit 
certain prejudices and when we try to put ourselves in some others’ shoes. Jesus did that telling 
the Parable of the Good Samaritan, who bandaged the wounds of the unfortunate man, pouring 
on oil and wine (Lk 10:34).      
 
When we take seriously our missionary task and act as prophets, there is no more space for 
nationalism, racism, favouritisms and prejudices; we do not look for religious rights, we do not 
join the army against other nations to save the freedom and the democracy.  Instead, we feel 
stranger in this world that is entirely dominated by the Devil (1 Jn 5:9). It means that no nation is 
excluded. When we understand that, we could be persecuted even by the political and religious 
establishment, as it happened in the first century. 
 
About that, Paul wrote, “For it seems to me that God has put us apostles on display at the end of 
the procession, like men condemned to die in the arena. We have been made a spectacle to the 
whole universe, to angels as well as to men. We are fools for Christ, but you are so wise in 
Christ! We are weak, but you are strong! You are honoured (or you have a good reputation), we 
are dishonoured! To this very hour we are hungry and thirsty, we are in rags, we are brutally 
treated, and we are homeless. We work hard with our own hands. When we are cursed, we bless; 
when we are persecuted, we endure it; when we are slandered, we answered kindly. Up to this 
moment we have become the scum of the earth, the refuse of the world” (1 Co 4:9-13)      
 

A DOUBLE FRONT 
 

To preach the Gospel is a hard mission, a kind of war that has a double front, one inside and one 
outside. The inside-front is the one we have to fight with ourselves and those of our flesh or of 
our relatives, who do resist to the Gospel or who have chosen the easy Gospel without sacrifice. 
The extern-front is the one that we have to fight against the world of unbelievers or of those who 
do not believe at all in the Holy Scriptures.     
That explains why Paul wrote to the young Timothy, “In the presence of God and of Christ 
Jesus, who will judge the living and the dead, and in view of his appearing and his kingdom, I 
give you this charge: Preach the Word, be prepared in season and out of season; correct, rebuke 
and encourage/with great patience and careful instruction. For the time will come when men will 
not put up with sound doctrine. Instead, to suit their own desires, they will gather around them a 
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great number of teachers to say what their itching ears want to hear. They will turn their ears 
away from the truth and turn aside to myths. But you, keep your head in all situations, endure 
hardship, do the duties of your ministry” (2 Ti 4:1-5).    

 
VERY RARE MENTIONS ABOUT THEIR FAMILY 

  
There are very few mentions about the family of the prophets in the Old Testament, and the most 
famous is the one of Hosea who married a prostitute, Gomer, who generated two children: 
Jezreel ( a son) and Lo-Ruhamah (a daughter) to symbolize the perversion of Israel (Ho 1:2,6). 
 
For certain people, the family is everything, but Jesus has never presented himself mentioning 
his family. When his brothers, sisters and mother came to him, He kept the distance from them 
(Mt 12:46-50. Lk 11:27-28. Jn 2:4). At the time of his mission, evidently, Jesus was not proud of 
his relatives, of what he succeeded in doing among them, because before dying on the cross he 
entrusted his mother to the disciples John (Jn 19:26-27).  
 
We know nothing about the personal life of the apostles, except that the Peter’s mother-in-law 
was sick and Jesus healed her (Mt 8:14). According to Paul, the twelve apostles were all married 
(1 Co 9:5), but we know nothing about their family. Were all their children baptized and 
members of the church? It is very strange that not one of them has written that he was proud of 
his family, or in which Christian Institutes his children have been graduated, as so many are 
doing today. 
 

THE REASON FOR THE SILENCE 
 
There is this silence because certain great believers in the past had their wife against them. For 
example, about the wife of Job is written, “His wife said to him, Are you still holding on to your 
integrity? Curse God and die! He replied, You are talking like a foolish woman. Shall we accept 
good from God, and not trouble?” ( Job 2:9-10). 
 
The king David was ridiculed by his wife Michal, “When David returned home to bless his 
household, Michal daughter of Saul came out to meet him and said, How the king of Israel has 
distinguished himself today, disrobing in the sight of the slave girls of his servants as any vulgar 
fellow would!” (2 Sa 6:20).  
 
Probably it is like that because, in certain cultures, as it is still in our days in some countries, it 
was not permitted to a woman to speaks in public, to express her opinion or to ask questions; it 
was considered immoral or disgraceful her and also to her husband if she was married (1 Co 
14:33-35). It was not like that among Greeks and Romans. Apparently, it was not like that at the 
time of Debora, who was a judge and prophetess in Israel (Jdg 4:4. 5:1-31).      
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NOT SHOWING PORTRAITS OF THEIR FAMILY 
 
Maybe that silence could explain why it is not written in the Gospel that the apostles were going 
around speaking about their children and grand children or showing their portraits to everybody 
to prove how good they were and what they have been able to accomplish with their family. It is 
evident that the emphasis in the preaching or in the way to approach people is changed. In certain 
church leaders there is the tendency to speak less about Jesus and his church and more about 
their family, their blood family ties.     
 
When we are looking to choose an elder, we should not just look for what he has 
accomplished with his family, but we should look also what he has accomplished with the 
other’s families members and in the society. Does he spend his days off gardening or 
playing golf or helping the community?    
 
Paul has not written about his relatives, except in one letter (Ro 16:11, 21), but it was only to 
bring the greetings. There is nothing in the text that show that Paul was proud his relatives and if 
he mention only those in the letter to the Romans, it could mean that the other relatives were not 
members of the church. Consequently, we could presume that neither Paul was going around 
speaking about his relatives or with their portraits.           
 

MAKING OF EGOISM A VIRTUE 
 
The reality is that Paul was in anguish because of his fellow-citizens and relatives according to 
the flesh and he was ready to become anathema to Christ to save them (Ro 9:1-3), but today 
many church leaders are very proud of their nationality, and certain of them are even ready to 
make anathema to Christ all other people to save themselves and their family.  
 
Certain church leaders just think about their family, are ready to sacrifice every other 
person to protect their children and to keep them in the church at any cost to have a good 
reputation in the brotherhood. Those believers have made of egoism a virtue. 
 

WHERE IT IS MORE DIFFICULT TO HAVE ELDERS 
 
This subject introduces another important issue, the one of the organisation of the church with 
qualified elders. Some wonder why in the congregations of the American Bible Belt, it is 
relatively easy to have elders with children in the church, while usually in Europe, it is extremely 
difficult. 
 
The situation is completely different in the areas underdeveloped of the third world, where it is 
easier to have elders, even easier than in the American Bible Belt area. In those underdeveloped 
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areas it is easier not because the people are better or smarter or because the believers in there are 
more faithful to the Gospel, but it is just a question of culture. In those countries, the patriarchal 
system is still today in force; the father usually is a master or a dictator and it is not supposed that 
the children disagree with their father.     
 
The situation is completely different in Europe, Canada and Australia, where usually the human 
rights are respected, where the parents cannot spank their children because they are protected by 
the law, where the children usually go to the public schools where they are every day completely 
immerged with different ideas and beliefs. Because of that situation, most of the Christian 
families in Europe, Canada and Australia are often losing their children.  
 
Because of that situation, I know personally a few American missionaries who left the 
missionary work in Canada, Italy and Ukraine to go back in the Bible Belt to keep their children 
in the church, but I am not one of them and I should get the respect I deserve for that. 
 
I have remained in the battlefield because it was my duty and also because I have been 
encouraged by what Paul wrote, “For the unbelieving husband has been sanctified through his 
wife, and the unbelieving wife has been sanctified through her believing husband. Otherwise you 
children would be unclean, but as it is, they are holy” (1 Co 7:14). Our children can be sanctified 
by our zeal for the Lord even though presently they do not attend the church.    
 

HOME SCHOOLING FIVE CHILDREN 
 
The point is that we should go and stay where there is more need of us; the Lord sees and 
provides for us at the time when He has decided. Unfortunately, certain weak believers or 
teetotal ultra conservative believers do not trust people and they always find a way to separate 
themselves from the society and to form their own ghetto church.    
 
I know of an American missionary in Kiev, in Ukraine, who is home schooling his five children 
keeping them in an apartment, all day long, because he is afraid that if they mix with the other 
Ukrainian children in the school, they would lose their morality, their faith in Jesus and would 
leave the church. I will never commit that crime!   
 
I want to point out in advance that, if to succeed in having elders, we have to use violence 
against our children or to abandon the missionary work to move in the Bible Belt or to segregate 
them in an apartment in Kiev, it would be better today to have congregations without elders, as 
there were many in the New Testament. In fact, even though, in the beginning, Paul was 
appointing elders in each congregation (Ac 14:23), after the letters of Paul haven been addressed 
to all congregations without elders, except of one (Ph 1:1).            
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It is said that the end justifies the means, but still the use of violence against our children to 
impose our convictions is a crime. To abandon the missionary work to save our children is an act 
of egoism. To keep segregate our children in an apartment to brainwash them is typical of a cult. 
There is nothing in the Gospel to support those wrong practices.    
 

WHY JUST FEW ELDERS ALSO IN AMERICA? 
 

When I came in North American for the first time, in 1973, one thing that surprised me the most 
was to see that certain big congregation in the States, with five or seven hundred members had 
just few elders, five or six elders. Later on, I discovered that most of those elders and deacons, of 
the congregations I visited, had a business or worked as insurance brokers, publishers, real-estate 
agents or building constructors.    
 
Those elders formed a privileged class, a kind of close circle; usually they owned a big beautiful 
house and were very fond of golf.  
 
I realized very soon that in certain congregations it was very hard for a simple believer, head of a 
Christian family, to become an elder.  One believer to succeed in being appointed elder should 
become a big shot or a successful businessman. Some of them have been very nice with me and I 
had impression that they were respectable persons, but usually I did not have the impression to 
be among prophets.  
     
In all places I have been, I never had the chance to hear a preacher making the comment about 
the statement of Jesus, “How hard it is for the rich to enter the Kingdom of God! Indeed it is 
easier for a camel to go through the eye of a needle than for a rich man to enter the kingdom of 
God” (Lk 18:24-25).    
 

NOT ONE WINE MAKER AMONG THEM 
 
Few years later, I discovered that certain elders who had a business were against Wall Mart 
expansion in their area, those working as insurance brokers were against the universal Medicare 
system for all citizens, those who had a Publishing house were pushing the use of their books, 
those working in the real-state were pushing some members to sell their house to buy another 
bigger, those owning a construction company were pushing the congregation to build a new 
larger building.  
 
Unfortunately, among those elders, there was not one vine grower or winemaker, and so it was 
very difficult to make them to understand that drinking or not drinking wine is just a question of 
culture and personal choice, that there is nothing against the moderate consumption of wine in 
the Bible.  
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Certain of those elders refused to discuss openly the issue of wine because they did not want 
trouble with the members. Maybe some of them were afraid of losing their reputation with the 
members of the congregation who usually were also their customers. I heard that some of them 
in private drink wine, but they would never tell that to the members. 
 

WHEN THE HERESY STARTS   
 

According to certain teetotal ultra conservative believers, the heresy starts when someone 
decides to drink a glass of wine; at that very moment he decides to sit in the other side of the 
river. I do not know of what kind of river they talking about, but certain is a thing that the heresy 
starts when someone judges his brothers for what he eats and drinks (Co 2:16). 
 
I like to say that when someone has decided to sit in the other side, it could mean that he has 
made the choice to become a prophet among his people and he should expect to have an 
opposition because certain will react against him. If he has a business, of course it will suffer 
because he will lose some customers. In few words, an elder who has a business is more exposed 
to be blackmailed by certain bigot members. That would be more difficult to happen, if in a 
congregation there are many elders involved in different fields and some who belong to the 
media lower class.       
 
 

Silvio Caddeo   

Montréal, June 2008  

The fourth part will follow soon. 
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