
A Call to Abstinence? 

 Approximately twenty years ago the General Council of the Assemblies of God approved a 

position paper on its stance regarding the consumption of alcoholic beverages. Stating historical 

precedent, Scriptural warnings against intoxicating drink, and current social abuses, the 

Assemblies of God was compelled to prohibit its constituents from using alcohol at any time in 

any manner. It will be argued throughout this paper that the current position of the Assemblies of 

God does not reflect the best understanding of Scripture and is detrimental to many relationships 

with fellow believers outside the Assemblies of God. The position paper argues for total 

abstinence for two reasons.  

 “For two reasons we urge all believers to avoid the Satanic tool of alcohol which destroys 
 lives, damns souls, and blights society: (1) A studied review of the Scriptures affirms a 
 stern warning against intoxicating drink and a call to separation from this evil for the 
 purpose of better service to God and mankind; and (2) Current social abuses and the public 
 outrage over the high cost of alcohol in terms of human misery, death, and destruction of 
 property cry out with urgency for the church of Jesus Christ to oppose firmly any use 
 whatsoever of a beverage which so insidiously afflicts and binds the bodies and minds of 
 men and women.”1 
 
The astute observer will notice that this clearly begs the question against the Christian’s moderate 

use of alcohol. If alcohol is a “Satanic tool … which destroys lives, damns souls, and blights 

society” then of course the Christian should have nothing to do with it. It is not argued that alcohol 

does in fact do these things. These are stated as fact before any reasons are given to support such a 

position. In addition, if one is able to consume alcohol and avoid the “current social abuses”, then 

all the negative things attached to them: “human misery, death, and destruction of property” are 

avoided as well. The position paper attempts to show that these social abuses are not avoidable, 

but in the end, is not successful.  

 Because a full treatise on this subject is not necessary for the current purposes, the scope of 

this paper will be twofold. First will be a critique of the current position of complete abstinence 

                                                
 1 General Council of the Assemblies of God, “A Biblical Perspective on Abstinence,” 
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from alcohol that is officially held by the Assemblies of God. This will primarily be accomplished 

by demonstrating that the Biblical references used in support of complete abstinence have not been 

understood correctly.2 Secondly, there will be suggestions for the Assemblies of God to consider 

before drafting a new position paper. This is not to serve as an alternative “position paper” itself, 

but instead as suggestions for a new one. A brief note of clarification on what is not being argued 

will also be included in the second portion of this paper in hopes of avoiding any 

misunderstandings. It is the writer’s prayer that those reading this paper will do so objectively and 

not allow their own presuppositions to influence their receptiveness to a better understanding of 

what Scripture teaches about alcohol and its use.  

An Examination of the Present Position Paper Regarding Abstinence and Alcohol 

The Scriptures Record Tragedies Caused by Alcohol3 

 “A Biblical Perspective on Abstinence” (from hereon, BPA) begins with a record of 

tragedies that were brought about by the use of alcohol.4 First is the account of Noah becoming 

drunk on wine from the vineyard he planted (Gen 9:20-29). After becoming drunk he uncovered 

himself and his son “saw the nakedness of his father” (Gen 9:22). The passage goes on to describe 

the consequences of Noah’s actions and the curse placed upon his son Canaan. It should be noted 

that Scripture does not mention Noah’s error in becoming drunk on wine. The curse is placed on 

Canaan because of his actions in response to Noah’s drunkenness. It is true that this scenario 

would have been avoided if Noah had not become drunk, but one must take note that Scripture is 

silent in this passage about the act of drinking wine. The second example given comes from a later 

section in Genesis (19:30-38), where it is related that Lot sinned by lying with his daughters after 

                                                
2 Unless otherwise indicated, all Bible references in this paper are to the New American 

Standard Bible (NASB) (La Habra, CA: The Lockman Foundation, 1995).  
 

 3 In order to assist in clarity, the original headings from “A Biblical Perspective on 
Abstinence” have been used. 
 
 4 “A Biblical Perspective on Abstinence”, 1.  



becoming drunk. As with Noah, Scripture is silent in making prescriptions about the avoidance of 

alcohol itself, and instead conveys unwanted consequences that come about because of 

drunkenness. The focus of the passage is on Lot’s sin after becoming drunk and not on his 

consumption of wine. 

 The third tragedy caused by alcohol supplied in BPA is the displacement of Queen Vashti 

in the book of Esther (1:9-22).5 There are at least two things to note about this passage that must 

be mentioned when discussing Scripture’s role in supporting complete abstinence from alcohol. 

The first thing one should recognize is that when describing King Xerxes and his festival, 

translators used the phrase “merry with wine” and not ‘drunk’ (Esth 1:10).  Young’s Literal 

Translation even renders it “glad with wine”. It is can be easily assumed that the usage of ‘merry’ 

or ‘glad’ was intentional and even suggests a certain jovialness of Xerxes prior to Queen Vashti’s 

refusal to come before his guests. In addition, the context of this account does not allow BPA’s 

justification of saying that it was “his foolish action before his drinking guests” that “resulted in 

the deposition of his queen and the dissolution of their marriage.”6 Scripture clearly relates that it 

was fear of Vashti’s insubordination to the king becoming commonplace among all women that 

led to her being deposed and not the king’s foolish actions (Esth 1:17).  

 The final example given in BPA of a tragedy being caused by alcohol is Belshazzar’s 

committing of sacrilege with sacred vessels from the temple because of his drunkenness (Daniel 

5).7 After reading the summary in BPA, one would most likely conclude it was indeed 

Belshazzar’s drunkenness that caused his downfall. However, reading the passage in its entirety 

will show that there is actually no record of Belshazzar being drunk at all. The Scriptures record 

that he tasted wine, sent for the vessels from the temple, and that they drunk wine from them (Dan 
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5:2). He sent for the vessels after tasting the wine, not after becoming drunk. Along with drinking 

from the golden vessels they also “praised the gods of gold and silver, of bronze, iron, wood, and 

stone” (Dan 5:4). There is nothing at all that suggests they did these things because of their 

drunkenness. Further in the chapter Daniel informs the king that it is his unwarranted usage of the 

sacred vessels, worship of other gods, and failure to glorify the true God that brought God’s 

judgment against him (Dan 5:23). In no way should one reason that it was only the use of alcohol 

that brought about Belshazzar’s downfall; it was his lack of faith in God and his worship of other 

gods that lead to his displacement. 

 Indeed, there are grave consequences that could result from poor choices while under the 

influence of alcohol. That is not being questioned. It will later be demonstrated that Scripture is 

quite clear in its call for children of God to avoid becoming drunk. It has been shown that BPA did 

not present the best understanding of Scripture when relating supposed tragedies caused by 

alcohol. In fact, after studying the examples provided, it is not even clear that two of the four 

examples were actual instances of someone being intoxicated. What can be confidently concluded 

is that these examples do not refer in any way to the believer abstaining from alcohol. 

 Before moving on to Scriptural principles that “recommend” abstinence8, BPA seeks to 

discredit a couple of verses that some have been tempted to quote to support the usage of alcohol. 

The references in the Old Testament to “wine which cheers” (Judg 9:13) and “wine which makes 

man’s heart glad” (Ps 104:15) have two vastly different meanings and cannot be treated in the 

same way as BPA does. The former verse clearly should not be employed to support the use of 

alcohol. The language of the passage is obviously figurative; the speaker that says, “wine which 

cheers” is actually a vine. In the same way that this cannot be used to support alcohol, it also 

cannot be employed to recommend abstinence from it. BPA says that “We believe such references 

are accommodations to human weaknesses and hardness of heart (cf. Matthew 19:8)”, but does not 
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give any support for that belief. Rather than seeking to employ this passage to support an already 

held position, it is best to not even bring it into the debate.  

 The latter verse (Ps 104:15) cannot be pushed aside as an “accommodation to human 

weakness…” either.  When reading the passage in context, one finds that the Psalmist is blessing 

God for his faithfulness in caring for all of creation. If wine is mentioned as an accommodation for 

weakness, then why is grass for cattle and food for the sustenance of man’s heart, not a part of that 

same accommodation (Ps 104:14,15)? The entire psalm praises God for his goodness and one 

cannot simply exclude a portion of it because it does not fit well with other beliefs.  

Scriptural Principles and Examples Recommend Abstinence 

 What can be said of BPA’s usage of Scriptures that allegedly recommend abstinence? 

Actually, before BPA gives any Biblical references, it states that God knew about alcohol’s effect 

on the body and mind when he instructed the priests and kings to refrain from alcohol.9 Here we 

have another example of the circular reasoning used throughout BPA. The negative effects against 

the body and mind are assumed in the argument against the responsible use of alcohol before the 

existence of those negative effects is shown. How do we know that they are true? Why is there no 

argument showing the same to be true in instances of limited alcohol consumption as opposed to 

consistent drunkenness?  

 It is true that God instructs Aaron and his sons to not drink wine (Lev 10:9). BPA states 

that the standards of the priests in the Old Testament should also be the standards of today’s 

Christian. The problem with that reasoning is that this was a conditional command. Verse nine 

explicitly says “Do not drink wine or strong drink, neither you nor your sons with you, when you 

come into the tent of meeting,..” (emphasis added). It seems it would be reasonable to assume that 

if they were instructed to avoid wine before coming into the tent of meeting that they were free to 

drink before and after. There is nothing in the text to prevent such an understanding. Even if this 
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text did show that the Old Testament priests were prohibited from ever using wine, it would be 

very difficult to show why the New Testament believer is to adhere to only this regulation out of 

many.   

 Another verse employed in the endeavor to prohibit the use of alcohol is “It is not for 

kings, O Lemuel, It is not for kings to drink wine, Or for rulers to desire strong drink,” (Prov 

31:4). While seemingly a strong and obvious regulation, the proverbial language must be 

understood in light of its intended purpose. If one understands it in only a literal manner, then the 

same person prohibiting the king from drinking wine must also be prepared to serve wine “to him 

who is perishing” along with “wine to him whose life is bitter” so that he can “drink and forget his 

poverty” (Prov 31:6-7). Surely this is not a step that is desired by proponents of abstinence, but if 

only a literal understanding of Proverbs 31:4 is allowed, they must also be prepared to follow 

literally the other portions of the same passage. One must avoid the temptation to find isolated 

proof texts and not consider each Scripture in context.  

A Little Alcohol is Too Much 

 BPA begins the section entitled “A Little Alcohol Is Too Much” by saying that alcohol is a 

drug and the “moderate drinker is naïve if he does not recognize the peril of eventually becoming 

addicted himself.”10 It is true that one could become addicted to alcohol through consistent 

misuse. It is also true that the believer who does not use the Internet responsibly could become 

addicted to pornography. It is also true that a Christian businessperson could become addicted to 

the accumulation of wealth. In both of these latter examples it is up to the individual to ensure that 

proper safeguards are established through accountability and a continual strengthening in 

relationship with God. There are no position papers against using the Internet or against going into 

the business field, and there should not be one against the use of alcohol. What is needed is solid 
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teaching showing believers how to avoid the trapping of Satan in all avenues of life, and not just 

sweeping prohibitions based on fear.   

 Unfortunately, the above is the only attempt in this section to show that a little alcohol is 

indeed too much. One section of Proverbs 23 (23:29-31, 33-35) is quoted in this passage showing 

the “condition of the drunkard”.11 There is no doubt that the condition of the drunkard is indeed 

tragic, which is what this passage is referring to (23:30), but that is not what is under discussion. 

The current argument is that Scripture does not forbid using alcohol responsibly. The two are quite 

distinct. It is argued in BPA “the woe, the sorrow, the contention, the complaints, the injuries, are 

not reserved for the drunkard in the gutter. They begin all too frequently with the social drink.”12 

What is not argued is BPA’s justification for the statement. This is something that could happen, 

but there is not a necessary causal relationship between having a drink and becoming a drunkard. 

This is simply another example of scare tactics being employed in place of thoughtful and careful 

argumentation. 

 The departing Scripture quoted in this section is “Wine is a mocker, intoxicating drink 

arouses brawling, and whoever is led astray by it is not wise” (Prov 20:1, NKJV). This is quoted to 

suggest that “God’s will is for His people to abstain from this deceitful betrayer that mocks and 

destroys the basic dignity of mankind.”13 Rhetoric must be employed alongside Scripture to hide 

the fact that this clearly refers to drunkenness and not to abstinence.  

God Calls His People to Holiness 

 Here we are instructed to “cleanse them [the believers bodies] from all profane habits, 

including alcohol.”14 The problem is that no Biblical reference is given for the part about being 
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cleansed from alcohol. The confusion between getting drunk and having a drink continues with the 

Scriptural reference to Ephesians 5:18. When reading this Scripture though, it clearly states that 

the believer is not to get drunk, “And do not get drunk with wine,” (Eph 5:18).  

 First Timothy 3:3 is quoted to show that a spiritual leader should set a high example and 

avoid alcohol. The translation of the verse that BPA uses, referring to the qualifications of an 

overseer, is rendered as one “not given to wine”, but it seems that this implies alcoholism. The 

NASB translation of the same verse supports this understanding as it renders First Timothy 3:3 as 

“not addicted to wine.” 

 The discussion then turns to the life of the apostle Paul and his instruction to “Be imitators 

of me, just as I also am of Christ” (1 Cor 11:1).  What is not shown is that Paul ever abstained 

from alcohol himself. If Paul viewed alcohol as being inherently bad, then it would be very 

difficult to reconcile his instruction to Timothy to “No longer drink water exclusively, but use a 

little wine for the sake of your stomach and your frequent ailments” (1 Tim 5:23). This Scripture 

may allude that Timothy typically only drank water and would only drink wine under instruction 

from Paul, but why would Paul instruct a fellow believer to consume something inherently evil? It 

is very unlikely that Paul would ever instruct a fellow believer to participate in any type of evil, 

even when it is difficult and uncomfortable. He had no problem instructing the believers to 

persevere in face of persecution, so if alcohol were inherently bad, why would he not instruct 

Timothy to persevere with his sickness in the same way?  

 It is here that BPA turns to the words of Jesus, “Be on guard, so that your hearts will not be 

weighted down with dissipation and drunkenness and the worries of life” (Luke 21:34). First, this 

passage, as do the others quoted, is referring to drunkenness and not abstinence. Second, the 

context of the passage is referring to a focus on earthly desires in general. One cannot simply 

single out this one passage of Scripture because it mentions drunkenness. It must be understood in 

its context.  



The Use of Alcohol Weakens the Christian’s Testimony 

 Here it is stated that the use of alcohol violates some of the basic principles that believers 

are to follow. One of these is the belief that the Bible warns against causing a younger Christian to 

fall. The verse used to support this statement is one Paul wrote to clarify a few principles of 

conscience. He wrote, “It is good not to eat meat or to drink wine, or to do anything by which your 

brother stumbles” (Rom 14:21). This is another example of calling attention to one verse that 

supports the position of BPA, without understanding it in its full context. Paul does state that it is 

good to not eat or drink wine, but he goes on to say that, “The faith which you have, have as your 

own conviction before God. Happy is he who does not condemn himself in what he approves” 

(Rom 14:22). Verse twenty-one is conditional and the writers of BPA miss that when employing it 

in their cause. He instructs the readers to avoid anything that would cause a fellow in Christ to 

stumble. So, in other words, if someone can drink and not cause another to stumble, then in that 

case it is up to the individual believer’s conviction whether or not to partake in drinking alcoholic 

beverages.  

 Instead of convincingly arguing that having a drink necessarily causes a brother to 

stumble, BPA asserts that “If Christian parents and adults use alcohol even in moderation or just to 

be socially accepted, the next generation will use it with less care and self-control.”15 There is no 

justification for this statement, just a blind assertion intended to scare anyone who might have 

disagreed up to this point. It is not at all clear that following generations will abuse alcohol 

because the parents of this generation used it moderately. If anything, youth of today will see that 

one can use alcohol responsibly and that advertisements and slogans on television for alcohol are 

not the only way to understand alcohol’s usage.  

 A rough parallel can be drawn to illustrate the weakness of this point of view. In a reaction 

to the propagation of sexually illicit material on television and in print magazines, some Christians 
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began to teach that sex is a bad thing and should be avoided. Instead of standing up against the 

improper presentation of what sex is for and about, they relegated themselves to only talking about 

how bad it is in order to ‘protect’ their children from its dangers. In a similar way, alcohol can be, 

and often is, misused in today’s society. Instead of allowing the only teaching about alcohol to 

come from the world, it seems much more logical to correctly teach younger generations about 

how alcohol can be used properly, especially when it is so often spoke about in Scripture.  

 What may be the most interesting thing about this section is its closing remark; “If we 

draw the line at the point of moderation, our ministers will soon find it necessary to exhort 

congregations to forsake drunkenness.”16 This is exactly what Scripture instructs the believers to 

do! Out of the twenty-one Scriptures quoted or referenced in BPA, eight either directly mention or 

imply a similar thought of being ‘drunk on wine’, ‘drunkenness’, or ‘intoxication.’ The other 

thirteen verses are either irrelevant to the discussion, or better understood as providing 

justification for the responsible use of alcohol.   

Social Drinking is Satan’s Cruel Deception 

 In the most rhetorically charged section of BPA, an attempt is made to cast doubts upon 

anyone who, up to this point, may have disagreed with the exegesis throughout the paper. What is 

unfortunate for those that may believe in total abstinence is that there are not any actual arguments 

advanced in favor of the position. Instead, there are charges that social drinking is a “shackle” to 

be delivered from and that “Christians who have fallen into this bondage” should “cry out for 

God’s help immediately.”17 Statements are made suggesting that anyone who drinks alcohol, even 

on an occasional basis, is using it as a cure from problems when a turn to Christ should have been 

made instead. 18  
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 BPA then moves on to imply that anyone who has a drink is on the road to either 

alcoholism, drunk driving, or birthing children with Fetal Alcohol Syndrome.  It is true that these 

are major problems in society today, but it does not mean that everyone who consumes alcohol 

will end up in one of these scenarios. If a man or woman were honestly seeking after God and his 

will for their life, then surely they would hear him speak about potential misuses of alcohol before 

major problems arise. It is important to understand that this type of language condemns any 

member of the body of Christ for using alcohol. This is a universal claim that would also apply to 

men and women that are not affiliated with the Assemblies of God, past or present. It seems much 

wiser to let each individual work out his or her faith with God personally. It is simply inaccurate to 

assume that “Christians cannot meet their moral responsibilities by a posture of neutrality about 

alcohol.”19 These types of statements can only serve to propagate a nonpareil attitude of elitism 

and exclusivism.  

The Call to Abstinence 

 In this final brief section BPA sums up that the position of the Assemblies of God. 

“[U]nequivocally…total abstinence from alcoholic beverages is the only acceptable way of life for 

the Christian.”20 What this statement leaves open is the status of Christians outside of the 

Assemblies of God in regards to their usage of alcohol. One must conclude, from the language of 

BPA, that many people not affiliated with the Assemblies of God, and not a few of those that are 

affiliated, are sinning because of their occasional use of alcohol. It does not seem wise to condemn 

such a large number of Christians for something that so poorly grounded in Scripture. This call to 

total abstinence for all Christians is even more difficult to believe knowing that the Assemblies of 

God UK is not willing to make the same pronouncement. When Ann Layton, the Operations 
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Manager for the Assemblies of God UK, was asked what the official teachings are for its members 

in regards to abortion, homosexuality, capital punishment, church discipline, and alcohol usage 

she responded, “it is left to the individual's conviction and conscience.”21 If the Bible is 

understood as the standard for daily living, and is true for all people in all places, then it is difficult 

to explain why two groups within the Assemblies of God do not view the same set of Scriptures in 

the same light.  

Suggestions for a New Position Paper 

What is Not Being Proposed 

 Before any suggestions can be given for a new position paper, a brief note of clarification 

must be made in order to prevent any misunderstandings that some may have at this point. The 

first thing to be made explicit is that the author believes Scripture clearly teaches drunkenness 

should be avoided. In addition, this is not an attempt to be more world like and ‘walk closer to the 

line’ of worldliness. There is a distinct difference between consuming an alcoholic beverage (what 

is being proposed) and becoming intoxicated (what the world proposes). Many members of the 

Church have allowed the world’s view of alcohol to become the only view of alcohol. Through 

responsible use of alcohol the Christian can do much to reverse that trend. One final note must be 

made. Any Christian that feels uncomfortable with his or her own personal use of alcohol should 

feel free to continue abstaining from it. In Romans 14, the apostle Paul makes the same remarks. 

This should not be viewed as an attempt to force the use of alcohol on anyone, but instead, as an 

attempt to allow the use of alcohol for those that have the conscience to allow it (Rom 14:2-3, 13, 

22-23). 
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Practical Considerations 

 While it has not been proven with complete certainty, there is a large amount of evidence 

showing that moderate usage of alcohol, more specifically red wine, can be beneficial in lowering 

the risk of coronary heart disease. In discussing whether one should recommend or prohibit the 

use of alcohol to reduce the risk of coronary heart disease, the American Heart Association said; 

“One approach would be to recommend no consumption of alcohol. However, a large number of 

recent observational studies have consistently demonstrated a reduction in coronary heart disease 

(CHD) with moderate consumption of alcohol. Any prohibition of alcohol would then deny such 

persons a potentially sizable health benefit.”22 The question may still be unresolved, but these 

considerations must be made before warning people that “Alcohol destroys the body. Even in 

small amounts it begins its subtle work of destruction, taking its toll on mental and physical 

reactions.”23 The fact that BPA was published before these discoveries surfaced may explain why 

a statement like this would be made, but regardless, it is a good reason to update the official 

position of the Assemblies of God in this matter.  

 Another suggestion that would help bring more credibility to BPA is the removal of 

rhetoric and concentrating on actual argument. It is tempting to cast an opposing view in a 

negative light by appealing to emotions, but the astute reader can perceive that attempt and is often 

turned off by it. The honest person should be able to recognize different scenarios where alcohol 

could be involved. There is a difference between someone consuming alcohol to get his or her 

mind off of life’s problems and someone who is having a glass of wine over dinner with family. 

There is also a difference between someone going out and having an alcoholic drink to fit in 

socially and someone who actually enjoys the taste of certain alcoholic drinks. The occasional 
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consumer should not be treated like an alcoholic, or even one on the way to alcoholism. Honest 

inquiry with many Christians, especially those outside the Assemblies of God, will reveal 

countless Christians who have consumed alcohol responsibly for many years without becoming an 

alcoholic. These examples are not all the same and it is not fair argumentation to group them all 

together using the same label ‘drunkenness’.  

Scriptural Considerations 

 It would be very beneficial to the Assemblies of God to review their use of Scripture in 

BPA and allow those considerations to weigh in on their understanding of abstinence. A few of 

those Scriptures that are especially important (as argued above) are Psalm 104, where David is 

blessing God for: his provision of springs of water, mountains for the goats, grass for cattle, and 

among other things, wine for man’s heart, and Romans 14 where a full reading of the chapter 

lends a much different conclusion than merely using verse twenty-one as a proof text.  

 There is at least one more passage that is important to the discussion, which surprisingly, 

BPA left out altogether. The Gospel According to John reveals that after Jesus began his ministry 

and recruited disciples he attended a wedding at which he performed his first miracle of turning 

water into wine (John 2:1-12). There are a few things to note about this passage that make it 

extremely relevant to the discussion. One is that Jesus provided wine to guests of the wedding 

because they had already consumed the purchased wine. In that setting it would be extremely 

embarrassing for the host to run out of wine before the party was over. Jesus felt it important to 

help by not only providing wine, but by providing wine that was even better than that which was 

served first. Instead of the host being embarrassed, he was complimented for serving the best last.  

 Some have argued that the less fermented a wine is, the better it tastes. They would say 

that all Jesus really did was serve extremely good grape juice. There is not enough textual 

evidence to prove whether this is the case or not, but either way, the text does show that the guests 

believed they were drinking wine that Jesus provided to them. Others have suggested that Jesus 



was merely respecting his mother’s request. This too may be a tenable understanding of the 

passage, but one should not forget that previously Jesus felt it necessary to stay behind at the 

temple instead of leaving with his parents in the caravan back to Nazareth. He did not hesitate to 

stay in the temple at age twelve even though it caused worry and anxiety in his parents (Luke 

2:41-52), so why would he hesitate to refuse his mother’s request years later if it did not fit his 

purposes?  

 The most important thing about this passage is that if alcohol were inherently evil, then 

Jesus directly contributed to the sinning of an entire wedding party. If consuming alcohol on any 

occasion is equated with drunkenness and debauchery, as in BPA, then Jesus was not only present 

while the guests were sinning, he also provided the means for their continuance in it. Just as the 

Apostle Paul would not have instructed Timothy to consume wine for his stomach if it were 

inherently evil, Jesus would not have created this evil substance for the guest’s consumption. 

Scripture shows that alcohol itself is not evil, only that its misuse can cause tragedy. 

Concluding Remarks 

 Today’s culture presents a wide array of difficulties for the Christian; among those is a 

growing sense of individualism when tighter community is needed. The Assemblies of God would 

be well served to put aside official statements that only further a sense of individualism, even if 

that is an individualism of an entire fellowship, and instead seek ways to unify the body of Christ. 

While it is important to take a firm stand in certain avenues of life, the Assemblies of God is in the 

minority when prescribing a call for total abstinence from the use of alcohol. This position brings 

unwanted division among the Church, and unneeded confusion to those that do not yet believe in 

Christ as Lord.  
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 pursuing a Ph.D. in Philosophy. 


	A Call to Abstinence?
	The Scriptures Record Tragedies Caused by Alcohol
	Scriptural Principles and Examples Recommend Abstinence
	A Little Alcohol is Too Much
	God Calls His People to Holiness
	The Use of Alcohol Weakens the Christian's Testimony
	Social Drinking is Satan's Cruel Deception
	The Call to Abstinence
	What is Not Being Proposed
	Practical Considerations
	Scriptural Considerations
	Concluding Remarks

