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of an alcoholic, intoxicating drink. And that in no mean

quantity : on the lowest computation the amount of wine thus

divinely manufactured was one hundred and twenty gallons.

(See Alford in loc.)

Now let us face this fact ; for faced it must be. Our Lord

Jesus Christ, whom we all confess to be God, of God, and yet

very man, began his official career as the Messiah with the

miraculous creation of an intoxicating element : He was all

through His official life assailed by the Pharisees as a " wine-

bibber" : and His last official act was His consecrating that

same intoxicating element to be the sacrament of His own most

precious blood.

Now what are we to make of this ? Was Christ mistaken ?

Was He ignorant of the laws of hygiene and physiology ? Is

His doctrine behind the times ? For there is of necessity a

terrible mistake somewhere. Either our modern moral reformers

are wrong, or Jesus Christ was wrong. I put it plainly, but so

it is. The Dominion Churchman very truly said last week : If

Christ had worked that miracle to-day in one of our Scott Act

counties He would have been convicted of a crime. And so it

is. If Jesus Christ was right. Prohibition is wrong. If Pro-

hibition is right, Jesus Christ was wrong. That is simply the

naked truth.

And what escape can be framed from this dilemma, viz.:

that not only our Lord Jesus Christ, but the whole Word of God,

from beginning to end, countenances and makes provision for

the drinking of intoxicating liquor : therefore either the con-

sumption of such liquor is lawful and right, or the Word of God

is wrong. There are three effijrts to answer this

:

I. The effort of some to prove that there are two kinds of

" wine " and " strong drink " mentioned in the Bible, one alco-

holic and the other non-alcoholic; that whenever "wine" is

commended it means the unfermented juice of the grape. I


