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INTRO: Our first point in this series was the introduction 
of the Messiah to the world. Our second point was the 
preparation of the Messiah for the world. Our third point 
is the authentication of the Messiah to the world. It is 
interesting that the Lord inspired only four accounts of 
over 50 that were written of the life of Christ. The number
four speaks of that which is universal, and in these 
Gospels we have universal authentication of the Messiah, 
Jesus Christ.

Our passage this morning is John 2:1-11. It is the account 
of Jesus' first recorded miracle. He turned about 120 
gallons of water into wine. Probably no miracle has 
suffered more abuse than this one. There is a reason for 
that. When I did the series I called, "Wine And The Bible",
the first message I did was on what I called Christianity's
Scanlon error. In the messages I gave the law case Lee 
Strobel gives in his book, "The Case For Christ." It was a 
charge of attempted murder against James Dixon who 
apparently tried to shoot  Sergeant Scanlon. The case was 
an open and shut case. Dixon was guilty. Then came the 
voice of an informant. The case was reopened and it was 
found that Dixon was not guilty. He was acquitted, and 
Scanlon lost his badge. 

I believe that is precisely the case with wine in the 
Bible. It seems like an open and shut case and thus 
Christianity, by and large, has accepted drinking alcohol 
with moderation as perfectly acceptable by God. When you 
read the Bible, it seems an open and shut case. But, from 
the time I became a Christian, something seemed amiss to 
me. Then came the voice of an informant. I read a book 
written by William Patton in the early 1800's titled, 
"Bible Wines or The Laws of Fermentation." Here I learned 
some amazing things. I cannot give all that here, but these
messages are available in Low German or Plautdietch and in 
English on sermonaudio.com/lhec. But I will give some of 
that information in this message. 

2.  His control over natural processes (Jn. 2:1-
11)



Well, we are in our second point on Jesus' 
authentication as the true Messiah. I have called
John 2:1-11, Jesus' control over natural 
processes. Let us begin by reading John 2:1-3 
(read). John 2:1 says that on the third day there
was a wedding in Cana of Galilee. Verse 3 tells 
us that both Jesus and His disciples were 
invited. These are, of course, very new 
disciples. Since Cana is close to Nazareth, no 
doubt Jesus knew most of the people here. And 
Nathanael, who has become one of his followers, 
is from Cana. So it is natural that they should 
be invited. No doubt Nathanael wanted to 
introduce Jesus to his family and friends. So 
here they are at the wedding.

When it says the wedding was on the third day we 
ask, what third day? Well, it was the third day 
since Jesus had come into the Galilee region. We 
find this in 1:43 (read). Note also that it says 
in verse 1 that Jesus' mother was there. There is
no word that His step-father is there. Some 
speculate that by this time Joseph had passed 
away.

Now, I expect that this wedding feast was at 
least seven days long. I conclude that from the 
fact that Jesus made such a large amount of wine,
and from the fact that they had run out of wine. 
A seven day wedding feast was common. Some were 
even longer. So look at verse 3 (read). 

It says, "And when they ran out of wine…" The 
words, 'ran out' mean having come short of, or 
come behind, or to be in want of wine. But Jesus'
mother says they have run out of wine. Some have 
speculated that she may have been one of those in
charge of the kitchen. She does carry the voice 
of authority with the servers, as verse 5 
indicates. 

In verse 4 we have come to another passage where 
I must say I am not confident that I have a full 
understanding of it. There are many views. Even 
the translation of this verse is difficult, at 
least if one takes into consideration the various
translations. Simply taking the Greek, it says, 



"What is that to Me and to you, woman, my hour is
not yet come." 

Now, to address a woman as, "Woman", in Jesus' 
day was not considered disrespectful, as Jesus 
does so on other occasions. But to address His 
mother as 'woman', that is significant. For 30 
years He has been a good son. It may be that 
Joseph has died some time ago, since we do not 
hear of him, and that Jesus has been the oldest 
son and he has been faithful and the One she 
looked to whenever she was in any need. But He 
has just been baptized, and his ministry has now 
officially begun. And He may be gently indicating
that their relationship as Mother and Son has now
changed. So, instead of addressing her as Mother,
He says, "Woman." For what He must do from here 
on, blood relationship no longer comes into play.
And when He says, "My hour is not yet come", 
again we must ask, what does He mean? Four times 
in the book of John these words occur of Jesus, 
"My time" or, "My hour is not yet come." Three 
times it refers to His death, and one is 
automatically led to think that is what He is 
speaking about here. But I think it may mean in 
this passage that Jesus' time to act in this 
situation has not quite arrived. 

Somehow, from verse 5, I think Mary understands 
that Jesus will do something about this 
situation. But it will not be because of her or 
His relationship to her. I think she got that 
when He addressed her as 'Woman'. But she seems 
to have understood that when the right moment 
comes, He will do something. I think she gathered
that from the words, "My time is not yet", or "My
time is not quite here." When His time was there,
and it would not be related to His mother's 
request, He would do something about the 
situation. And His mother has caught that, and 
therefore we have the words of verse 5 (read). 

We do not know how much time passed between 
verses 5 and 6. But Jesus may have let everything
go until the shortage of wine has become a big 
concern. It may even be that the master of 
ceremonies has gotten word that they are out of 



wine. Maybe one server after another has come, 
telling them that their pitchers are empty. And 
possibly, Jesus' mother, being in charge of this 
says to them, "Wait until Jesus tells you what to
do." You see, at this point He has never done a 
miracle. It hardly seems likely that they are 
expecting a miracle. But they must have wondered 
at just exactly what He would do. He has only 
entered His time of ministry a few days ago. And 
he is waiting. His time to begin is not quite 
here. 

And then, when the moment was right we have 
verses 6-8 (read). Now if we had never read the 
story of Jesus, and did not know the outcome of 
this event, we would be on the edge of our seats.
They have poured water into these jugs, and they 
are to dip this water and serve it to the master.

Well, look at the outcome in verses 9 (read). I 
expect that the last one to run out of wine would
have been the master of ceremonies. And maybe 
that is the moment Jesus had been waiting for. 
And now He says, "Bring some to the master of 
ceremonies." If the master of ceremonies and all 
the rest were out of wine, and there was nothing 
left to serve but water, it must have caused 
quite a concern. And when the first one to be 
served was the master of ceremonies, he must have
wondered what quality of wine they had come up 
with. And so he put this cup to his lips, and 
here is nothing but the very best of wine. But 
now he is astonished and troubled. I think he 
probably said to the bridegroom, "Oy vey! What 
kind of a 'Mench' are you?" 

"Oy Vey!" and "Mench" are Jewish expressions. 
According to an internet article, "Oy vey" means 
and I quote, it, "…is the ethnically Jewish way 
to react when you find out how much your son’s 
root canal will cost, or when you find out that 
there is a two-hour wait time for a table at the 
restaurant where you just arrived." And when they
talk about a Mench, they are talking about a 
decent responsible person.

So I think when the master of ceremonies finds 



out the bridegroom has broken with tradition, and
then let everybody run out of juice and then 
bring on the best, he said, "Oy vey! What kind of
a Mench are you!!" What kind of a Mench would do 
what this bridegroom had done? He left the best 
for the last, and that, in a Jewish wedding is 
not done by a Mench. Oy vey!

And now we have before us a task, no, two tasks. 
One, what do the words, 'well drunk' mean in 
verse 10? And second, was the wine Jesus made 
alcoholic wine? We'll begin with the wine 
question. 

Now I must tell you that I believe all 
consumption of alcoholic beverages is a sin. When
it has happened, it must be repented of. And you 
might say, "Well, can you twist the Scripture 
enough to make wine mean what it does not mean?" 
Well, I most certainly do not want to twist the 
Scriptures. But I can tell you what I am 
convinced it means, and I do not think it means 
what most think it means.   

The Hebrew words behind the word translated 'well
drunk' and the word 'wine' must be understood. 
The word translated wine here is the regular 
Greek word for wine; oinos. The Hebrew word 
behind this Greek word translated wine, is the 
word 'yayin'. It is my view that 'yayin' is a 
special word for the best juice known to the Jews
in their land, and probably still the best juice 
in the world, grape juice. There were juices made
from other fruits but they carried a different 
name. And grape juice or yayin, is called yayin, 
both in its fermented or its unfermented state. 
To determine if yayin, translated 'wine' in our 
Bibles is fermented juice or not, one must 
consider the context. When someone is inebriated,
no doubt it is fermented yayin. If it is a 
pleasant drink, a wonderful drink to have 
socially, it is still yayin. Only it is not 
fermented. 

To give evidence that the word wine was used for 
unfermented grape juice, let me quote from 
Josephus, an early Jewish historian, who wrote 



shortly after the time of Christ. In his history,
he treats of the account of when Joseph, in 
prison, interprets the dreams of the butler and 
the baker. He writes this of the butler: “He 
therefore said that in his sleep he saw three 
clusters of grapes hanging upon three branches of
a vine, large already, and ripe for gathering; 
and that he squeezed them into a cup which the 
king held in his hand; and when he had strained 
the wine, he gave it to the king to drink, and 
that he (the king) received it from him with a 
pleasant countenance” (emphasis mine).  Now 
Josephus, writing 2000 years ago, calls the fresh
grape juice 'wine'. He later refers to this grape
juice twice more as wine.

If you want more evidence for what I have said, 
you need to listen to the "Wine and The Bible" 
series on sermonaudio.com/lhec. You see, there 
are some things we have never been told. This is 
only a very small part of the whole subject. 

Now I must share with you one more important 
thing. You may think, OK, that makes a bit of 
sense. It might be worth exploring. But if this 
is grape juice that Jesus made, that does not 
answer two very important questions. If it was 
grape juice what is the best grape juice? Is some
grape juice better than others? And second, is it
not a greater miracle to make wine, which takes 
time to ferment, than it does to make grape 
juice? 

Well, there are good answer for those questions. I
understand that when they made the juice from 
grapes, they would carry many pounds of grapes 
into the vat before they trampled them. The 
grapes, from the weight of all the other grapes 
began to burst and the juice ran into the vat 
below, which emptied into a another juice vat. 
This first juice, which was made before the 
trampling of the grapes began, was the most 
prized grape juice of all. The smallest 
percentage of all grape juice would be this very 
good kind. I do not know what percentage of grape
juice would have been the good kind but would 
expect it would not exceed 5 or 10%. This was 



highly prized juice. 

The rest of the juice would have the lees or some
of the pulp mixed in the juice which was caused 
by trampling. And so you will read in the OT of 
wines settled on the lees. That is the pulp 
caused by trampling. I suppose that every year 
when the grape juice was made, anyone with a 
wedding coming up in the family would save some 
of this good grape juice for the wedding. Then 
when it ran out, the juice that had the lees was 
used. So that is in answer to the question 
whether some grape juice was better than other 
grape juice. 

The answer to the question, "Is it not a greater 
miracle to make wine, which takes time to 
ferment, than it does to make grape juice?" Here 
is the greatest miracle of all. When Jesus made 
grape juice, it was not 5% or 10% or 25% or 50% 
or even 75% good wine. It was 100% of the best 
juice! For all the rest of this wedding they have
nothing but the best of juice to serve. That is a
miracle above miracles! 

Let us now consider the words, "well drunk" in 
verse 10. I mentioned before that in the messages
on Wine in the Bible, I gave the law case Lee 
Strobel gives in his book called, "The Case For 
Christ." It was a charge of attempted murder 
against James Dixons who apparently tried to 
shoot Sergeant Scanlon. The case was an open and 
shut case. Dixon was guilty. Then came the voice 
of an informant. The case was reopened and it was
found that Dixon was not guilty. He was 
acquitted, and Scanlon lost his badge.

Here is the open and shut case: Wine in the Bible
always refers to an intoxicating drink, there is 
no need for further discussion. And if it was 
intoxicating juice Jesus made, and they had 
already 'well drunk' before, they were now 
already drunk. Let me give you comments from two 
conservative and very capable commentators as an 
example of what you will find anywhere you study.



Let me begin with Albert Barnes. Here is what he 
says about the words, 'well drunk'. He says, 
"This word does not of necessity mean that they 
were intoxicated, though it is usually employed 
in that sense. It may mean when they have drunk 
sufficient, or to satiety; or have drunk so much 
as to produce hilarity, and to destroy the 
keenness of their taste, so that they could not 
readily distinguish the good from that which was 
worse. But this cannot be adduced in favour of 
drunkenness, even if it means to be intoxicated; 
for, 

1st. It is not said of those who were present at 
that feast, but of what generally occurred. For 
anything that appears, at that feast all were 
perfectly temperate and sober. 

2nd. It is not the saying of Jesus that is here 
recorded, but of the governor of the feast, who 
is declaring what usually occurred as a fact. 

3rd. There is not any expression of opinion in 
regard to its propriety, or in approval of it, 
even by that governor. 

4th. It does not appear that our Saviour even 
heard the observation. 

5th. Still less is there any evidence that he 
approved such a state of things, or that he 
designed that it should take place here. Farther,
the word translated "well drunk" cannot be shown 
to mean intoxication; but it may mean when they 
had drunk as much as they judged proper or as 
they desired, then the other was presented. It is
clear that neither our Saviour, nor the sacred 
writer, nor the speaker here expresses any 
approbation of intemperance, nor is there the 
least evidence that anything of the kind occurred
here. It is not proof that we approve of 
intemperance when we mention, as this man did, 
what occurs usually among men at feasts", end 
quote.

What is this commentator's conclusion? The wine 
Jesus made is alcoholic wine of the best kind! 



But the fact that at this wedding they had 
already drunk themselves to the full, well drunk,
in no wise means or OK's getting drunk. But they 
already had lost some of their discernment. What 
confusion. 

Listen to Gill's commentary on the words, 'then 
that which is worse' of verse 10. He writes of 
this 'worse' wine, "…not bad wine, but…., 'that 
which is lesser'; a weaker bodied wine, that is 
lowered, and of less strength, and not so 
intoxicating, and which is fittest for the 
guests." So, according to Gill, the first wine is
the more intoxicating. That is the wine Jesus 
made. But this worse wine was more fitting for 
the quests. What a tangled web to try to argue 
himself out of. 

I wonder, when I read such commentaries, did they
give much thought to what they were saying? I 
cannot fathom much of what fights against logic 
more than such conclusions. The Bible is so 
clear, wine is a mocker. And second, a drunkard 
will not inherit the kingdom of God. And Jesus 
made the best alcoholic wine for them after they 
had well drunk?

Let me mention one more thing with regard to the 
words, 'well drunk.' What does the original word 
here mean? Well, in the NT it occurs 7 times. In 
the KJV it is translated to be drunk 5 of the 7 
times. Once it is translated to be made drunk. 
One time, in our passage, it is translated 'well 
drunk'. So you will say, "Does this mean at 
weddings they always got drunk?" No, it doesn't 
mean that at all. In the Greek it is the word 
'methuo'. It means to drink to the full. In the 
Hebrew OT the word translated 'well drunk' is the
word shakar. Like the NT word methuo, shakar in 
the OT, does not mean to be drunk. It means to 
drink to the full. Only if that fullness comes 
from alcoholic drink does it mean to be drunk.
And so when one drinks oneself full of any 
alcoholic substance, then one is drunk, and that 
is where the word drunk comes from. 

So let me give you an illustration from our own 



weddings. We serve coffee instead of wine. And 
after a meal, the servers come around. And then 
they come around again. And you sit and visit and
they come around again. And finally you rub your 
stomach and say, "I can't. I'm full." That is 
what this word means. If that drink is water, you
are full of water, but not drunk. If that drink 
is tea or coffee, and you have well drunk, you 
are still not drunk. If that drink is alcohol, 
and you are full, then you are drunk. When one is
full of alcoholic drink one is drunk. 

I have discussed this subject with others. I 
argue like this: What do you think? Do you think 
I am wiser than God? Well, with my reputation or 
without it, that question is not hard to answer. 
Most would even question if I was as wise as 
anyone who is considered normal. And so, with 
that question I have set my trap. I know the 
answer. Then I say, "Statistics say that of every
ten people who take one drink of alcohol, one 
will become an alcoholic. And of every ten 
alcoholics, one will commit suicide." Now here 
comes wee little nobody know nothing. That's me. 
And I say, "Taking one drink is a sin and it 
needs to be repented of. Never take one drink. 
Drinking any alcohol is sin. Never touch it." And
now, here is the advice of God Almighty, the 
omniscient God. And He says, "You may drink a 
little. Make sure you don't get drunk. Be careful
how much you drink. But a little is OK." Now I 
ask you, from the statistics, who gave the wisest
advice? "Oh," you say, "God's advice was as good 
as yours. They will be careful and not drink too 
much." But wine is a mocker. Ha, ha, ha. You 
thought you could drink a little of me. Ha, ha, 
ha. Ha, ha, ha. 

So, let us shift gears slightly, and to do that, 
we'll go to verse 11 (read). We find here that 
this is the beginning of the miracles Christ did.
The word translated 'miracles' in the KJV is 
semeion. Of its 77 occurences in the Greek the 
KJV has translated as sign 50 times, as miracle 
23 times, as wonder, 3 times and as token 1 time. 

But go to Acts 2:22 (read). Luke says that Jesus 



was attested by miracles and wonders and signs. 
The word, to attest, means to point out; show 
forth; expose to view; exhibit; to declare; to 
show; to prove what kind of person one is; to 
prove by arguments, to demonstrate. The miracles,
signs and wonders Jesus did attested, proved what
kind of Person He was. He was a divine person. 

And we have in Acts 2:22 three words that 
describe Jesus' works. They are described as 
miracles. The word is dunamis. It means abilities
to do things. In the things He did we see His 
abilities. He was able to turn water into wine in
an instant; instant wine. This word is used 116 
times in the NT and 38 of those are in the 
Gospels. Second, His works are described as 
wonders. The original word is teras. It is 
something that causes one to stop and marvel. 
Third, is the word seimion, or signs. And what we
have in John 2:1-11, when Jesus turned water into
wine is a sign. What Jesus did here signifies 
something, and we ask, "What did it signify?" It 
signifies that He is the Messiah. Acts 2:22 says 
He was approved by God. It says God did these 
things through Him. These are divine things. 

-------------------If time----------------

Let me make one more brief note before we close. 
Turn to John 5:43 (read). There is another one 
coming who will do signs and wonders and 
miracles. For this we turn to 2 Thessalonians 2:9
(read). Those who refuse to believe Christ for 
what we find written in the Gospels, among whom 
are men like Richard Dawkins, they will believe 
the antichrist when he comes. And you may ask, 
"If the antichrist will do miracles and signs and
wonders, and Jesus Christ did miracles and signs 
and wonders; how are we to know the difference 
between who is really who?" Always check the 
godliness and holiness of the one doing the 
miracles. For example, men like Benny Hinn, check
his life before you fall for his wonders. And 
second, check to see who benefits from those 
miracles and signs and wonders. Check out Benny 
Hinn's home and cars etc… Christ glorified God, 
the antichrists and the final antichrist will 



glorify themselves. 

CONCL: And so, let us conclude. This morning we have looked
at the first miracle of Jesus. If it was not for the 
writer, John, we would not have this account. John fills in
some very important holes left by the synoptic writers. I 
have expressed the view in this message that grape juice is
called wine in the Bible. Only the context in which the 
word wine is used can one determine if it was fermented 
juice or not. By the way, I have called this point, 
"Christ's control over natural processes." Did you know 
that nature never makes wine? Nature makes grape juice, but
it never makes wine. Only man makes wine. And in the 
natural process of making grape juice, nature simply 
produces grapes. The birds and animals can enjoy this 
natural juice. 

But Christ set aside the natural laws required to make 
grape juice. In nature, a grape seed must be planted. It 
must mature and produce grapes. And when the grapes have 
become ripe, the juice is hidden inside the grape. You see,
a grape has a very hardy skin. On the outside of that skin 
is the yeast that if mixed with the grape juice becomes 
wine, for in the juice is the sugar that is required to 
make wine. Man must put the juice and the skins through the
right process to make wine.

I have presented the view that the wine Jesus made was, 
what the governor of the feast called, 'the best wine'. 
This best wine is that first, pure, juice that comes from 
the pressed grapes before they are trodden. One would only 
have a small percentage of this wine. I suppose that to 
make 120 gallons of the best wine, using the natural 
process of treading grapes would have required 1000 gallons
of grape juice or more. When Jesus made wine, He made %100 
percent of the good wine. There was no grape juice with 
lees in it. It was all clear, pure, grape juice. Does this 
explanation not do justice to the Jesus you know? It does 
for me! 


