
 News & Notes 
Visitors 
We would like to extend our welcome to you. If you have any 
questions, please feel free to ask. Also, please fill out a visitor’s 
card located in the pew in front of you. 
 

Please remember in your prayers: 
Ed & Barbara Coats, Ruth Corbett, Allen & Joyce Cash, Mary 
Ann Haugh, Patrick Brown (cancer treatment), Steven Andrews, 
Dan & Mary Ann Haugh’s Granddaughter, and our military 
forces throughout the world. 
 

Other News 
Please keep Austin Lankford in your prayers as he is going 
through cancer treatments at Hillcrest Hospital.  Emma and Ruth, 
Darla’s sisters, are not doing well and Ruth back in the hospital.  
Robert Duncan has been traveling on business for the last few 
weeks. 
 

Austin Lankford’s Address: 
Hillcrest Medical Center 
1120 S. Utica 
Austin Lankford 
Room 7621 
Tulsa, OK 74104 
 
Second Sunday Fellowship 
Please remember that today is our second Sunday fellowship meal 
after services.  Please feel free to stay even if you were not able to 
bring a dish. 
 
Russ and Lisa 
Russ and Lisa were able to put an offer on a house this past week 
so Lord willing they will be house owners by the first of June. 
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Beverage Alcohol 
Advocacy for Alcohol Rebutted Part 5 

By Louis Rushmore 
 

 “Neither do men put new wine into old 
bottles: else the bottles break, and the 
wine runneth out, and the bottles perish: 
but they put new wine into new bottles, 
and both are preserved” (Matthew 9:17). 
 
Regarding new wine and old or new 

wineskins (Matthew 9:17; Mark 2:22; Luke 5:3-
39), some affirm that the fluid under 
consideration was in the process of fermenting. 
New wineskins versus old wineskins, it is 
argued, would expand with the resulting 
fermentation whereas old wineskins would burst. 

 
No skin however could remain whole if 
fermentation should get under full 
headway. The carbonic acid gas 
generated by the process would rupture 
a new skin almost as rapidly as an old 
one. Job recognized this principle when 
he stated, “Behold, my breast is as new 
wine which hath no vent; Like new wine-
skins it is ready to burst” (Job 32:19). 
(Jeffcoat 64) 
Have you any idea how much carbon 
dioxide gas is produced by one gallon of 
grape-juice? 50 gallons! (confirmed by 
Dr. Roy E. Mitchell, professor of



 

chemistry at the Texas Technical University in Lubbock, 
Texas.) That would be quite a skin— wouldn’t it? That’s 
quite a stretch. The new wine wasn’t put in the new skin 
to allow for fermentation but to prevent it. (McGuiggan, 
“2” emphasis added) 
 
The true purpose of employing new wine skins rather than 

previously used wineskins was to prevent fermented residue inside 
the latter skins from promoting fermentation in the fresh grape 
juice. 

 
It was desirable to store this food whether in liquid or 
condensed form in new skins, in order to prevent fermentation 
which would be induced by using old skins, just as we today 
use scientific methods of cleanliness for the preservation of our 
canned fruits. (Watson 4) 
When fresh, clean wineskins (those without hidden corruption; 
such as leaven, ferment, and/or pharisaic teachings) are used, 
the unfermented, non-alcoholic wine remains in its original, 
sweet state. (Wesley 73) 
 
A Christian’s attitude toward alcohol must be consistent 
with his attitude toward all other drugs. (Dan and 
Katherine Cooper 3) 

 
 “Since the Lord used alcoholic wine in the institution of 

the Lord’s Supper, not only can we use alcoholic wine in 
our observance of the Lord’s Supper or Communion 
today, but we can drink alcoholic beverages (in 
moderation) also.” 
 
It is a fallacious and biblically unsound assertion that Jesus 

Christ implemented the Lord’s Supper with fermented or alcoholic 
wine. In the first place, one has to assume words into the biblical 
text respecting the institution of the Lord’s Supper that simply are 
not there! “The Bible uses the words fruit of the vine, never wine, 
when it speaks of the communion service” (Van Loh, “Moderate 
Drinking”). Look for yourself (Matthew 26:26-28; Mark 14:22-25; 
Luke 22:19-20; 1 Corinthians 10:16; 11:23-29). 

In addition, our Lord instituted the Lord’s Supper following the 
last God-authorized observance year for the Passover. Jesus only 
had at his disposal for his memorial feast, the Communion, such 
items as were available at Passover time. Hence, the bread 
employed in the Lord’s Supper was (and is) unleavened bread, 

 

that is bread from dough that has not fermented. The prescription 
for the Passover meal in Exodus 12:15, 19-20 used two different 
Hebrew words interchangeably referring to the unfermented or 
unleavened quality of the bread. Verse 20 reads in part, “Ye shall 
eat nothing leavened…” Notice the biblical definitions of the words 
“eat” and “leavened” in this verse. The meaning of the former 
includes “consume” (Deuteronomy 5:25; 7:16; 2 Kings 1:10, 12; 
Job 15:34; 20:26; Jeremiah 49:27) and the latter means “ferment” 
(Biblesoft’s). “Ferment and leaven are classified as synonyms in 
any thesaurus. Actually, it is impossible to separate the two words” 
(Wesley 48-49). “[T]he fermenting process is basically the same in 
both bread and wine” (Cooper and Cooper 5). 
 

Seven days thou shalt eat unleavened bread [“unfermented 
cake or loaf” Biblesoft’s], and in the seventh day shall be a 
feast to the LORD. Unleavened bread [“unfermented cake 
or loaf” Biblesoft’s] shall be eaten seven days; and there 
shall no leavened bread [“unfermented cake or loaf” 
Biblesoft’s], be seen with thee, neither shall there be leaven 
[“yeast” NIV; “swelling by fermentation”  Biblesoft’s] seen 
with thee in all thy quarters. (Exodus 13:6-7)  
 
Alcohol is a drug—dirty, vicious and brutal. 
~ Senator Harold E. Hughes (Iowa) 

 
Hence, during the Passover, Israelites were forbidden from 

using anything that was fermented; this would extend beyond the 
bread to include the biblical wine under consideration for the 
Passover, as well as the items available to our Lord on the heals of 
the Passover meal with which to institute the Lord’s Supper. 
“Further support for the unfermented nature of the Communion 
wine is provided by the Mosaic law which required the exclusion of 
all fermented articles during the Passover feast (Ex 12:15: 13:6, 7)” 
(Bacchiocchi, Wine in the Bible abridged edition 49). “Jesus used 
unfermented grape juice at all Passover and at the Lord’s Supper 
because He obeyed the Mosaic law. That law said not to use 
anything fermented during the Passover week. Jesus came to fulfill 
the law; He did not disobey the law” (Van Loh, Alcohol Book Three 
12). 

In addition, every Old Testament reference that condemns the 
use of alcoholic beverages likewise would make it impossible for 
our Lord to use an intoxicating beverage at the institution of the 
Lord’s Supper. For instance: “Woe unto him that giveth his 
neighbour drink, that puttest thy bottle to him, and makest him  



 
This gives the false impression to a modern reader that people 
drank distilled liquor in Old Testament times. This obviously 
wrong because the process of distilling alcohol did not develop 
until around A.D. 500. (Bacchiocchi 229) 
 
Today, Bible students must always be vigilant not to overlay a 
contemporary template on the ancient past, by which one’s 
interpretation of biblical passages will be flawed.  
 
Sixth, the word shekar, which in Deuteronomy 14:26 is translated 

as “strong drink” (KJV) or “similar drink” (NKJV), provide us our 
English words “sugar” and “cider,” according to numerous dictionaries 
(Bacchiocchi 232-233). This alone indicates the true nature of the 
word shekar, at least in some of the biblical contexts in which it is 
found. This bit of information corresponds with the non-alcoholic 
characteristic of the beverage in Deuteronomy 14:23 and its 
relationship to the beverage in Deuteronomy 14:26. The context 
definitively pronounces the “strong drink” or “similar drink” of 
Deuteronomy 14:26 as nonalcoholic. 

Each of the preceding points interacts and concurs with each 
other respecting the true nature of shekar or the “strong” or “similar 
drink” in Deuteronomy 14:26. The supposed last-ditch effort for 
imbibers to find biblical sanction for social drinking falls flat upon 
careful inspection. 

 
Conclusion 

For a more thorough treatment of quasi-biblical proof texts sought 
for the defense of beverage alcohol, the reader is invited to review the 
same in the volume, The Bible and “Social” Drinking by W.D. Jeffcoat. 

It is bad enough that people, including Christians, passionately 
desire alcohol, knowing full well that it is hurtful to our society and 
individuals in particular. It borders on blasphemy to represent God as 
approving this vice. 

Once our nation’s lawmakers attempted to spare our country from 
the misery that alcohol brings. These days, our government licenses 
and taxes it, providing implicit approval of alcohol. The dangers of 
alcohol are masked behind a flood of advertising andcoffers anxious 
to receive tribute. 

 
drunken also, that thou mayest look on their nakedness!” 
(Habakkuk 2:15). See also Proverbs 23:29-35, etc. 

Furthermore, Jewish priests were forbidden to use either bread 
or liquid such as honey in their priestly offerings (Leviticus 2:11; 
10:8-10). Jesus Christ, our High Priest (Hebrews 3:1), instituted the 
Lord’s Supper, in which Christians who are described as priests (1 
Peter 2:5, 9), participate. It is very proper, then, for Christians to 
acknowledge the impropriety (sinfulness for going against divine 
authorization) of using fermented bread or fermented grape juice in 
the observance of the Lord’s Supper. 
 

It is regrettable also, that young converts can say that they 
learned the taste of alcoholic beverages at the communion 
table. In most cases, the drinking of alcoholic wine is just one 
step away from taking other alcoholic beverages. …Such a 
practice [of using alcoholic wine for the Lord’s Supper from its 
institution onward] would have excluded the Rechabites and 
Nazarites and followers of John the Baptist, from taking the 
communion in Christ’s day. …The unholy alliance between the 
church and the liquor traffic continues to exist as long as 
churches participate in, or support the liquor traffic in any form, 
or for any purpose. It would be difficult for the church to 
confer any higher honor upon, or render any stronger moral 
support to, the liquor traffic, than to patronize the liquor 
store to purchase fermented wine for the Lord’s Table. 
(Watson 10 emphasis added) 

 
“If there is one place that should be safe for an alcoholic, it is the 

church. But how can they be safe at a communion service where 
wine with alcoholic content is served?” (Wilkerson 24). 

 
 “Deuteronomy 14:26 sanctions and recommends the 

moderate use of alcoholic beverages (i.e., when imbibed 
with consciousness of appropriate conduct before God).”  

 
Deuteronomy 14:26 reads, “And thou shalt bestow that money 

for whatsoever thy soul lusteth after, for oxen, or for sheep, or for 
wine, or for strong drink [“similar drink” NKJV], or for whatsoever thy 
soul desireth: and thou shalt eat there before the LORD thy God, 
and thou shalt rejoice, thou, and thine household” (KJV). Whatever 
Deuteronomy 14:26 means, respecting “wine” and “strong drink,” it  

 



 
must harmonize with other portions of divinely inspired Scripture 

about the same subject. Someone once said that Scripture is its 
own best commentary (i.e., other passages that are more easily 
understood pertaining to the same subject contribute to the proper 
understanding of more difficult passages). “…Scripture must serve 
as a guide to understand Scripture. Any problem text must be 
interpreted not in isolation but in the light of the overall teaching of 
Scripture. An interpretation of a passage contradicting the whole 
trend of Scripture must be rejected as wrong” (Bacchiocchi 224). 
One passage “doctrines” are suspiciously under substantiated by 
divine inspiration and scare me; proponents of social drinking (of 
alcohol) pin their hope for the defense of alcoholic beverages on 
Deuteronomy 14:26, forasmuch as more feeble strategies of the 
same sort fall flat upon inspection. The argument that Deuteronomy 
14:26 demonstrates divine approval of social drinking is the lone 
biblical specimen of supposed divine sanction of beverage alcohol. 

First, that “strong drink” (KJV) or “similar drink” (NKJV) in 
Deuteronomy 14:26 cannot refer to and sanction the use of an 
alcoholic beverage is obvious when one acknowledges that God 
specifically condemned consuming alcoholic beverages respecting 
acceptable worship under Judaism; “Do not drink wine nor strong 
drink, thou, nor thy sons with thee, when ye go into the tabernacle of 
the congregation, lest ye die: it shall be a statute for ever throughout 
your generations” (Leviticus 10:9 KJV). The Bible cannot both 
disallow (Leviticus 10:9) and allow (Deuteronomy 14:26) the 
consumption of alcohol under the same Law (Judaism) respecting the 
same purpose (worship) without making the Bible contradictory. 
Jewish worship being the same in both passages, the references to 
“wine” and “strong drink” must refer to different substances (i.e., 
alcoholic in Leviticus 10:9 and non-alcoholic in Deuteronomy 14:26). 

Second, the words “wine and strong drink” constitute an 
expression that uses two independent words to express a single 
idea; this figure of speech is called “hendiadys” (Merriam-
Webster's). This is similar to the grammatical use of the apposition 
in language where two adjacent nouns are equivalent to each other 
in meaning. In other words, the affect is saying it twice. Therefore, 
whatever the word “wine” means in the context in which the 
expression appears is what the words “strong drink” or “similar 
drink” mean. The context of Deuteronomy 14:26, then, neither 
refers to alcoholic wine nor other alcoholic drinks since the Law 
prohibited the use of alcoholic beverages by Jewish worshippers  

 

 
(Leviticus 10:9). “Strong drink” or “similar drink” in Deuteronomy 
14:26 cannot refer to an alcoholic beverage. 

Third, in Deuteronomy 14:23, the “wine” associated with the 
harvest offering was fresh grape juice, coming from a word, tirosh, 
that means just squeezed out (Biblesoft’s). The reference to “wine” 
and “strong drink” or “similar drink” in Deuteronomy 14:26 is a 
reference to the same beverage for the same purpose at the same 
occasion and place. The only difference in circumstances between 
verse 23 and verse 26 is that the participants relative to the latter 
verse lived far from place of worship, and they had to convert their 
offers to money so they could travel more easily, but upon arrival at 
the place of worship, they spent the money to avail themselves of 
the same offerings. Hence, just as the beverage of Deuteronomy 
14:23 was non-alcoholic, the reference to the same thing in 
Deuteronomy 14:26 refers to the same, non-alcoholic beverage. 
This means that the word, shekar, translated “strong drink” or 
“similar drink” does not always refer to an alcoholic beverage, but 
rather the context determines whether the reference is to alcoholic 
or non-alcoholic beverages. Further, the verb form of shekar refers 
to drinking deeply, but the context must be examined to determine 
what beverage is being drunk deeply, and whether that beverage is 
alcoholic or non-alcoholic (Haggai 1:5-6; Song of Solomon 5:1). 
Context is everything in Bible study, especially when generic words 
are involved. Robert Young’s Analytical Concordance of the Bible 
concurs that shekar may be fermented (alcoholic) or unfermented 
(non-alcoholic), depending upon the context in which it is found 
(qtd. in Bacchiocchi 231). 

Fourth, sometimes shekar referred to a sweet beverage, which 
was obviously not alcoholic since fermented beverages are 
naturally bitter rather than sweet. In Isaiah 24:9, shekar would 
become bitter and be ruined, along with other ruinations of the 
Jewish homeland as punishment of God toward his rebellious 
people. “Isaiah 24:9 suggests that shekar in the Old Testament was 
a beverage valued because of its sweetness, a quality which 
disappears as the sugar is converted to alcohol” (Bacchiocchi 229).  

Fifth, the words “strong drink” have a contemporary meaning 
that did not correspond to the times existing when Deuteronomy 
14:26 was penned. 

 
The adjective “strong,” though consistently used in conjunction 
with shekar, is not part of the word itself, but an added word.  
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