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1) Christianity has always grown by Believers ___________ their ___________ with ____________. 
 
2) We communicate our own experience and __________ them to meet _________ for themselves. 
 
John 2:1–12 ~  
The mother of Jesus is mentioned in a way that indicates that she was ___________ to the wedding. 
Jesus and His disciples were not ____________, they were invited guests. The wine will run out and 
the groom’s family as well as the young bride will be ___________. 
 
 
Mary, desperate for this wedding feast to be successful, came to her eldest son and asked Him to fix 
the problem. Jesus’ response to her worry is unexpected and abrupt. 
 
1) “What does that have to do with us,” is literally, “What to Me and to you.” It is an idiom meaning 
“What do you and I have in common on this issue?” (Matthew 8:29). 
 
2) “Woman,” is not disrespectful, but it is an abrupt and unusual way to address one’s own mother. 
 
3) Jesus’ hour refers to His glorification through His suffering and death and Resurrection. 
 

His words to Mary meant that He was on the __________ business and that she, like every 
other human on earth, would need to approach Him as her __________ through faith. 

 

Fill out the other side, detach this part of the page, and place it in the offering plate 
or the prayer/suggestion box in the lobby or with an Elder or Deacon of the church. 

 
God Bless You! 
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Because of the Catholic obsession with Mary, protestants go to the __________ extreme and dismiss 
her entirely. The right answer, as with most things, is somewhere in the _________.  
 

She has ___________ herself and __________ that He would do what was best. 
 
 
 
 
Six stone waterpots for Jewish ritual purification (a total of 120-180 gallons). Jesus ordered them all 
topped off with water, then that the servant draw some out and take it to the headwaiter. He tasted 
the wine and was shocked by the superb quality. 
 
 
 
 
Verse 11 tells us the point of the pericope. This was the first miraculous sign of Jesus’ public ministry 
which, at least partially, fulfilled His promise made days before. His new disciples believed in Him. 
 
 
 
 
What everyone agrees on is that in this physical miracle, Jesus symbolically replaced the old 
legalistic code represented by the 6 jars of water with what is better. 
 

Jesus’ own blood, symbolized by wine, given for forgiveness of sin. 
 
 
 
 
1) God gave man a set of laws to keep along with a ritual/sacrificial means of pardon for failing to do 
so. The six stone jars plumb full of water can be thought of as the totality of the Old Covenant. The 
Law was good.  
 

Jesus completely filled up the Old Covenant and from it drew out the New Covenant that is 
supremely better. 

 
 
 
2) Alcohol or non-alcohol? What is the Bible perfectly clear on regarding alcohol? 
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- ------------------------------------- 
Write a brief note – detach and place in the offering, or the prayer box, or give it to a Deacon or Elder. 
_________________________________________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Name _________________________________ Address ___________________________________________________ 
 
Phone ________________________ Email _____________________________________________________________ 
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I’d like to expand on a couple of points from last week’s 
passage. We saw that John the Baptist told two of his 
disciples that Jesus was the One that they had all been 
waiting for and those two guys followed Jesus to see 
for themselves. 
 
Shortly after that both of them by tradition, and one of 
them from explicit Scripture, went out and found 
someone else that they led to the Lord. Explicitly 
Andrew brought his brother Simon. No doubt, through 
Andrew and Simon, Jesus was formally introduced to 
Philip, another man from their small hometown. 
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Then Philip, in-turn brought Nathaniel to Jesus. The 
first point is that the disciples of Christ reproduce. From 
the instant Jesus’ ministry on earth began, His 
followers found others and directed them to the Lord. 
Christianity has always grown by Believers sharing 
their faith with others. 

 
The second point is they didn’t try to convince, or 
cajole, to argue, or harangue, to coerce, or manipulate, 
but simply told them about Jesus – about their 
experience with Him and then directed the other 
person to seek Him to find out for themselves. The 
most detailed example is the exchange between Philip 
and Nathaniel. 
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The Scripture says, “Philip found Nathanael and said to 
him, “We have found Him of whom Moses in the Law 
and also the Prophets wrote—Jesus of Nazareth, the 
son of Joseph.” 46Nathanael said to him, “Can any 
good thing come out of Nazareth?” Philip said to him, 
“Come and see” (John 1:45-46). Philip didn’t object, get 
offended, start a fight, he simply said “Come and see.” 
That’s just what Jesus said to the first two guys Andrew 
and John, in verse 39. “Come and you will see.” That’s 
also what Jesus told Nathaniel and all the rest of the 
growing gang in verses 50 and 51, “You will see.” 
 
Putting those two concepts together we can easily 
grasp that our task as Christians for two thousand 
years has been to communicate our own experience 
with the Savior to others, and when they resist, or 
question, or reject, our testimony, to simply invite them 
to come and see, for themselves. 
 
It is every Christian person’s job to share Christ with 
others, but it’s never any Christian person’s job to save 
anyone. The saving is what only Jesus can do. Tell 
people what the Lord has done for you and then 
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welcome them to find out for themselves directly from 
Him. 
 
We try to convince people with an emotionally charged 
tale, with a flood of information, with our human 
explanations, and with tired old arguments. What Jesus 
requires is for us to convey openly and honestly what 
He means to us personally, and then to invite people to 
meet Him for themselves. For them to “Come and see.” 
 
Now in most churches that would be the sermon and 
we’d adjourn. Here, we’re just getting started… 
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John 2:1–12 ~ 1On the third day there was a wedding 
in Cana of Galilee, and the mother of Jesus was there; 
2and both Jesus and His disciples were invited to the 
wedding. 3When the wine ran out, the mother of Jesus 
said to Him, “They have no wine.” 4And Jesus said to 
her, “Woman, what does that have to do with us? My 
hour has not yet come.” 5His mother said to the 
servants, “Whatever He says to you, do it.” 6Now there 
were six stone waterpots set there for the Jewish 
custom of purification, containing twenty or thirty 
gallons each. 7Jesus said to them, “Fill the waterpots 
with water.” So they filled them up to the brim. 8And He 
said to them, “Draw some out now and take it to the 
headwaiter.” So they took it to him. 9When the 
headwaiter tasted the water which had become wine, 
and did not know where it came from (but the servants 
who had drawn the water knew), the headwaiter called 
the bridegroom, 10and said to him, “Every man serves 
the good wine first, and when the people have drunk 
freely, then he serves the poorer wine; but you have 
kept the good wine until now.” 11This beginning of His 
signs Jesus did in Cana of Galilee, and manifested His 
glory, and His disciples believed in Him. 12After this He 
went down to Capernaum, He and His mother and His 
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brothers and His disciples; and they stayed there a few 
days. 
 
This may be the most controversial pericope in the 
New Testament. Remember pericope means a 
coherent unit or passage. In this case, we would say a 
story, but I don’t like that because it gives some people 
the idea that it is made up, or not necessarily 
historically accurate. 
 
Much is made of the “On the third day” bit and people 
debate its significance. It is probably the close of the 
first week of Jesus’ public ministry. More importantly it 
is said this way to echo the Resurrection to come. 
 
There was a wedding in the small town of Cana just a 
bit north of Jesus’ hometown of Nazareth. The mother 
of Jesus is mentioned in a way that signifies that she 
was integral to the wedding. Jesus and His disciples 
were not wedding crashers - they were not unexpected 
extra numbers to be served depleting the wine. They 
were invited guests. 
 
All scholars agree that the setup indicates that the 
wedding involved close friends of relatives of Mary and 
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so of her son. I am personally certain that the bride 
was Mary’s daughter. A son of Mary would likely have 
been married in Nazareth, but a daughter, in the 
nearby hometown of her new husband. It’s quite 
possible that Nathaniel was somehow related to the 
groom. 

 
Wedding feasts typically lasted a full week, and it was 
a party. It was a jubilant celebration of a young couple 
embarking on their life together, and also of life itself 
and the hope that the future brought. There was music 
and dancing and all manner of festivities. These folks 
didn’t have television or all the other distractions we 
have now. It was a big deal, and it was fun. The whole 
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town plus many out-of-towners were welcome to 
participate in the joyous event. For there to have been 
more than a hundred people per day enjoying the food, 
merriments, and drink, is completely reasonable. 
 
In addition, the culture there was what’s called a 
“Shame culture.” Unlike in America, where no one 
cares what their neighbor thinks of them, ancient 
Jewish culture cared very much. To run out of wine was 
a major faux pas and would forever characterize the 
wedding as a blunder. On the couple’s 40th wedding 
anniversary someone, like every year before, would 
bring it up. “Sure, hope you don’t run out of wine for the 
anniversary celebration like you did for the wedding.” 
I’m not saying that Americans are less snotty by any 
means, just that we don’t care nearly as much as they 
did. 
 
The wine will run out and the groom’s family, as well as 
the young bride, now part of that family, will be 
shamed. It is not how you want to start a new life.  
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Why wasn’t there enough wine? We always go to the 
irrelevant concerns. Why? Honestly, who cares? It has 
nothing to do with the point. Because it has nothing to 
do with the point John doesn’t give us enough 
information to ferret out the reason anyway. That 
doesn’t stop people from trying. Ideas that it’s because 
Jesus and His boys drank too much are ridiculous 
speculation. That the groom’s family were too poor to 
buy enough is also without merit. No one back then 
threw a party they couldn’t pull off. The likeliest reason 
is that wine was coming from somewhere else, from a 
nearby city, perhaps Tiberias, Caesarea, or Scythopolis 
and was somehow lost or delayed. 
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Mary, desperate for this wedding feast to be successful 
came to her eldest son and asked Him to fix the 
problem. Jesus’ response to her worry is unexpected to 
say the least. 

 
“Woman, what does that have to do with us? My hour 
has not yet come.” The first thing we need to clear up 
is the horrible translation of “What does that have to do 
with us.” The Greek is an idiom, saying, colloquialism 
from the Aramaic with a very specific meaning that is 
not literal. What do I mean? The Greek is literally 
“What to Me and to you.” Without knowing about the 
idiom, we would translate as the NASB did. “What does 
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this have to do with you and me, or with us?” The idiom 
actually means “What do you and I have in common on 
this issue?” This saying always carries with it a rebuke. 
Now, it can be very slight as here, or it can be major as 
when the demons fearfully cry out to Jesus in Matthew 
8:29. It is to say, why are you involving me in this issue 
that has nothing to do with me? 

 
The next issue is Jesus called His human mother 
“Woman.” While it is absolutely true that calling her 
“Woman,” is not disrespectful, it is nevertheless an 
abrupt and unusual way to address one’s own mother. 
It definitely distances them from each other. 
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Finally, Jesus adds “My hour has not yet come.” 
Everywhere in John, Jesus’ hour refers to His 
glorification through His suffering and death and 
Resurrection – that we’ll celebrate next Sunday. 
 
So, what did Jesus mean with all of this? He was telling 
His mom and all those around Him that His work for 
His Heavenly Father had begun and that He was now 
on the Father’s timetable and under the Father’s sole 
direction. His time as Mary’s son and all-around good 
guy was over. He was now on His earthly mission as 
the Messiah. 
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His words to Mary meant that she, like every other 
human on earth, would need to approach Him as her 
Savior through faith, rather than in any other way, even 
as, in this case, as His beloved and cherished human 
mother. We cannot approach Jesus as though He 
owes us something. Because we have always been 
good, always gone to church, are related to some great 
saint, have given up pleasure, wealth, or 
possessions… We all approach Jesus humbly and 
without any idea of leverage over Him. 

 
The Catholics venerate Mary to a tragically 
blasphemous degree and even in this pericope they 
see her role as the one getting Jesus to act 
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benevolently. They see her as the co-mediator here. 
It’s a travesty, it’s a sham and it’s a mockery. It’s a 
trava-sham-ockery. What Jesus did was refuse her 
request as her son and grant it as her Lord. 

 
What she needed to learn was that she had to realign 
her view of her baby boy grown into a man as being 
the Son of Man and the Word of Almighty God made 
man. She needed to let go of any claim she thought 
she had on Him and come to Him exactly as everyone 
else must to come to Him. All of us must empty 
ourselves and repudiate our own resources and fall 
utterly dependent upon Him and the perfect salvation 
that only He can provide. 
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That truth about Mary should make us revere her all 
the more really. No one had a harder time transitioning 
from what was known to what was by faith. Jesus will 
address her the same way as one of His last words 
from the Cross. While she was the mother of Jesus, 
she was not the mother of God. 
 
It was the Council of Ephesus 400 years after 
Christianity began (431 A.D.) that the church first 
declared Mary the “Mother of God.” Even then it was 
well understood that she was the one who bore Jesus 
as the God/man imparted by the Holy Spirit, and not 
actually God’s mom – not even the mom of part of 
God. 
 
Because of the Catholic obsession with Mary, 
protestants go to the opposite extreme and dismiss 
Mary. The right answer, as with most things, is 
somewhere in the middle. While Mary was a human 
being, no different than you or me, she was given the 
role of bearing and raising the Messiah. I’m pretty sure 
that she’s due a little respect. 
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Notice what she does. She turned to the servants and 
told them to do whatever Jesus ordered. There is 
within that tiny snippet some remarkable things. First, 
she has humbled herself by dropping the matter with 
Jesus. She didn’t start arguing with Him, or try to 
manipulate Him with guilt or tears, she simply trusted 
that He would do what was best. 
 
That’s the second thing, she didn’t tell Him how she 
wanted the problem fixed, she trusted in His handling 
of the situation and I’m sure that had Jesus done 
nothing she would have accepted His answer on the 
matter. That’s faith and that’s trust in His sovereignty. 
 
She left it, not as His mother insisting on a particular 
action, but as a human being humbly trusting in Jesus 
to act in accordance with the Will of God. 
 
Well, now that we have that straight, Jesus is free to 
act. We now get to a part of the pericope that seems 
strange. 
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We are told that there were six stone waterpots 
specifically for Jewish ritual purification. Further, we are 
told that each contained between two and three 
measures. A measure was technically 10.4 gallons but 
varied locally. Two-to-three measures was roughly 20-
30 gallons just like it says. A total of 120-180 gallons. 
 
Stone jars were expensive, especially jars that large. 
However, when used for Jewish ritual purity they ended 
up being less expensive than clay jars because, where 
clay could become defiled and would need to be 
destroyed, stone could not. Stone jars could be used 
over and over for generations. 
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As each guest entered the celebration they would be 
required to wash up. As I’ve mentioned before it wasn’t 
really about becoming cleaner physically, but cleaner 
spiritually – a ritual, or legalistic, cleansing. In addition, 
they would ritually purify the plates, cups, and utensils 
after each use from water drawn out of the pots. 
 
First Jesus ordered that all six pots be topped off with 
water – fill them to the brim. As a practical matter, 
anything added to pots completely full of water would 
cause an overflow. Jesus was setting the stage where 
nothing could be added to the six ritually pure jars. 
 
His next command was to draw some out and take it 
into the party and give it to the headwaiter. Without any 
fanfare at all the miracle has already taken place. The 
servants use a drinking cup, not a purification bowl to 
draw and what the draw is wine, not water. 
 
The servants know exactly what has happened and I 
would imagine, after Jesus calmed them and His 
disciples down, they took the cup to the chief steward, 
or the dude managing the banquet. 
 



22 

 

 

He tasted the wine and was shocked by the superb 
quality. 
 
Verse 11, tells us precisely the point of the pericope. 
It’s always amazing to see how people get distracted 
running down all the rabbit trails looking to discern 
meaning and looking to fill in the gaps, historically, 
physically, theologically, symbolically, allegorically, 
when God through John had already plainly given us 
the answer. 
 
Speculation is fun, but never miss the actual point. This 
was the first miraculous sign of Jesus’ earthly public 
ministry, and the effect was to fulfill at least partially 
what just days before, Jesus had promised His new 
disciples. At the close of chapter 1, He said you will see 
My glory and here it simply states that this miraculous 
sign tangibly manifested His glory… and the effect? 
“His disciples believed in Him.” 
 
What everyone agrees on is that in this physical 
miracle of turning ordinary water into astonishingly 
fabulous wine, Jesus symbolically replaces the old 
legalistic code represented by the 6 jars of water with 
what is better. 
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It is not lost on many that Jesus’ own blood will 
inaugurate the New Covenant and His own blood will 
cover the sins by providing once and for all forgiveness 
and that His blood is symbolized by wine in the Last 
Supper and in every Communion since. 
 
It brings up two important ideas that are worth some 
attention. First, is the symbolic theological meaning 
alluded to with the 6 stone jars. Six is the number of 
imperfection and so of man… We might better think of 
it as the “number of incompleteness.” 
 
God gave to man a set of laws for man to keep through 
his own efforts for the most part along with a ritual and 
sacrificial means of making up for the incessant 
imperfection, or failure, we call sin. The six stone jars 
plumb full of water can be thought of as the totality of 
the Old Covenant without anything missing from it. The 
Law was good. It was from God as a gift with the 
attendant good grace of God to mitigate the sin failures 
through ritual purification and ceremonial sacrifice. 
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All along God told His people that He would one day, 
Himself, usher in a better covenant through His own 
Anointed One. 
 
There is a fairly modern idea related to the second 
thing we’ll discuss in a moment that has Jesus filling 
the 6 jars and leaving them for ritual purity as water 
and then having the servants draw water from the well 
– the source and it is that new water that is now wine. 
 
It’s intriguing for a lot of reasons, but ultimately fails 
because first of all none of the early Christians who 
were completely fluent in Greek and much closer to the 
event ever though the text could mean that. Mostly 
though because Jesus didn’t come to abolish the Law, 
He came to fulfill the Law (Matthew 5:17). 
 
If there is supposed to be a symbolic theological 
meaning it is that Jesus completely filled up the Old 
Covenant and from it drew out the New Covenant that 
is supremely better. 
 
All the Messianic expectation included the concepts of 
manna or bread falling from heaven and wine flowing 
like water. It is the perfect picture of super 
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overabundance, and it is what the Savior was… The 
Bread of Life from Heaven whose blood takes away the 
sin of the world. 
 
Jesus’ disciple easily got that a supernatural miracle 
took place, but they also got the concept of plenty. 
 
That takes us to the second issue… plenty of what? 
Well, shockingly superb and astonishingly fabulous 
wine. Yes, I said wine! Nearly all of the crazy 
theological gymnastics applied to this passage is either 
to do with venerating or disregarding Mary and to do 
with pious efforts to deny that Jesus would create 
approximately 1,300 pounds of alcoholic beverage. 
 
Especially for a wedding where it was entirely possible 
for a young woman to conceive, and we all know how 
bad alcohol is for pregnant women. 
 
The Bible is crystal clear in multiple places in both the 
Old and New Testaments that drunkenness is a sin. 
Don’t wag your finger at the person who gossips, or 
who lies, or who cheats on a spouse, or who is 
homosexual, or who murders the innocent, as though 
you are better if you get drunk. 
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I am not telling you to think less of the seriousness of 
the sins I mentioned, but to think more of the sin at 
hand. Drunkenness is a vile, destructive, sin. We could 
talk about the ruined relationships, ruined homes, 
ruined lives caused by a lack of self-control when it 
comes to alcohol, but there is no need. Almighty God 
commanded you not to get drunk. 
 
He has no need of giving that command if He simply 
commanded drink no alcohol. Feel free to make the 
use of alcohol more restrictive than God does for 
yourself. Don’t force others to abide by your man-made 
rules as though you were some modern Pharisee. 
More importantly, don’t twist the clear meaning of the 
Bible to support your man-made religion. 
 
Was there any alcohol content in the wine Jesus 
created? If there wasn’t, it wasn’t really wine, and God 
didn’t think it necessary to make it clear. Any 
reasonable person without a preconceived bias to 
confirm would never conclude from this passage that it 
was anything other than real wine. 
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The headwaiter said, “Every man serves the good wine 
first, and when the people have drunk freely, then he 
serves the poorer wine; but you have kept the good 
wine until now.” 
The word drunk is the past tense, not of the verb to 
drink, but of the verb to be intoxicated. It isn’t when 
people have drunk freely, it is specifically when they 
are at least buzzed from drinking alcohol containing 
liquid freely. It is the Greek word μεθύσκω (mĕth-ü-
skō), from which we get our word methyl, as in 
methylene, methanol, methadone, methamphetamine, 
etc. It also directly gave us the word mead, an old 
alcoholic drink made from fermented honey. This word 
μεθύσκω always means to get drunk or to be 
intoxicated. That’s difficult to do with grape juice. 
 
I could go on and use many other examples such as 
the response of Peter on the Day of Pentecost and the 
entire concept of new wine bursting old wineskins, but 
it’s not my job to convince you of anything except that 
drunkenness is a sin committed by people without self-
control and that putting our bias ahead of the clear 
meaning of God’s Word is every bit as serious a sin as 
drunkenness itself. 
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The entire point of the miracle was to confirm the 
identity of the man Jesus as the Word of God come as 
the Christ. 
 
The quantity of wine was the super overabundant 
supply of the Lord in reality and spiritually. The new 
couple and their extended family could rest easy 
knowing that people would remember their special 
week with high regard. The couple would have been in 
a position to give wine away to others as a gift, to keep 
some for themselves for later and to even sell some for 
extra money as they embarked on their new life 
together. 
 
Notice that it is always the same with God. He asks us 
to operate from a right heart. How is a law forbidding 
any alcohol at all require any personal judgment, or 
any self-control, or putting other ahead of yourself, or a 
choice of the heart? 
 
Having plenty of great wine at a gala without a specific 
limit imposed by others requires that one would use 
good judgment and self-impose a limit. That’s self-
control, and why? Because we don’t want to become a 
distraction, or make a spectacle of ourselves, at the 
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beautiful celebration focused on others. We 
demonstrate our heart for God and for others around 
us when we choose to say no, rather than when the 
choice is taken from us. 


