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‘*‘i‘ln a ministry which now extends to more than a thlrd of‘a centwry, “this' writer cannot
call: having read anything which has so shocked and saddened him as an article in a recent
mlletin widely circulated in the brotherhood (and already apnearlng in reprinbs), bearing the
Able, "The Case For Total Abstinence," ikl
The title is deceptive; far from being a "case" for "to’cal a’bs‘bina'ce," :Lt is a pitiful apol
etic for social drinkings and the premises on which the "eage" is made to rest are nothing mo
han the threadbare arguments drinkers have deduced to Justlfy their :mdulgenc° in intoxicating
iquores from the beginning, b
‘The article begins, . Cadhnen SEage X
UChrist!s disciple does not abstaln from alcoholic beverages because of scrlptural
‘injunction, Nowhere does the Bible say that it is morally wrong to drink an aleoholic
'beverage. It does teach that it is a sin to drink to excess or to become intoxicated,"
he implication is “that any act, forbidden to the Christian, must_be specifically enjoined by :
seriptural injunction." That is, for any act to be regarded as wrong, there must be.a positive
prohibition ellmlnatlng it from the area of permissive activity, The writer then adr01tly note

sthat, "Nowhere does the Bible gay that it is morally wrong to drink an alcoholic beverage s her
drlnklng intoxi cating beverages is within the area of permissive activity. Stch is the conclus-
ion-he wishes to be drawn from the "premises" advanced, Suspending, for the moment, an examin-
ation of his-mode of reasoning, let us make precisely the same application he makes to other
areas of activity involving human conduct. T Ponder this paraphrases:
e i Christ's disciple does not abstain from the addietion of opium because
& of seriptural injunction, Nowhere does the Bible say.that it is morally
wrong to be-addi ted to opiwn, It does teach that it ia wrong Lo use opium to ¢
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2 Because "owghere does the Bible say" it is morally wrcng to use opnum, shall we thence inf
sthat is-is therefore permissable to be moderately addicted.to this drug? (The author of the ari
-icle must not, at this point,. shift ground with the allegation that. opium has a legitimate use
: medlclnally, so also does slcohol, He seeks to justify the use.of intoxicating liquor socially
and for)beverage parposes. On what goound then, can he object to the use of oblates for "pleas-
ure??74
Note another paraphrase, )
Christ's disciple does not abstain from gambling because of scrlptural 1njunctlon.
. Nowhere does the Blble say that it is morglly wrong to gamble. It lS a 51n to gamble
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1Cathollc morality makes ample provision for its deVOuees to &rink and to gamble, soclally on
in moderation. On the assumption that an act, to be morally WIong, must be. sneciflcally en301ne
~on what basis would our brother, whose article we review, object? But again, -
Chrlst's disciples does does not abstain from LSD because of’ scrlntural 1n3unctlon.
- Nowhdre does the Bible say that it is morallywrong to use LSD It is & sin to use
gt LSD Im excesse.. P :
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LSD (lysergic acid dlethylamlde), g drug which when® taken internally, induces weird, ment
impressions and its use is widespread, so the papers report,’ on college campuses today. The Bit
Mnowhere" say@ its use is "morally wrong." lMay we then, on these premises, assume that it is pe
- migsible for Christians to indulge therein?
g The answer to this is obvious: The evils resulting from the use of druge and from participa=
~ » tion in gambling forbid Christian participation. Indeed so. As deathly and destructive to moral
‘,flbre aué are gambling and dope addiction, a hundgcd pnople in this land, suffer destruction fr
 drinking liquor, as a beverage, to one person who destroys himself by gambling and through the
~of drugs, We are bidden to "abstain from all appearance of evil" (1Thess,5:22); how then, could
Ghrlstlan possibly participate in a practice, permissibly, which today accounts for more than
five million alcoholics in this land? Not one of tnese pitiful people, who grovel in the most &
ject mis gery at the feet of their alcoholic monster, intended to become alcoholics. Each one beg
V:bx taking just one social drink, For them, the first drink was the fatsl one, ONE SOCIAL DRINK
. RESULTED IN THEIR DESTRUCIION, SCMERODY ENLUURAUED THEM TO TAKE IT, We shudder to think of that
- unnumbered host which will, because of this encouragement from a Bgospel" preacher, follow the.
ame path to destruction, \b grieve because countless others, already addictedto drink, will
ﬁg\\i support in his words for a practice they micht otherwise have been prompted to terminete
\W@rds fail us as we wonder the cost in souls of precious boys and girls who, by this arti-




