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IS THE FAITHFUL SAINT CONTINUALLY
CLEANSED BY THE BLOOD OF JESUS CHRIST?

First of all, it should be pointed
out that the question is self-contra
dictory. How? It speaks about the
blood continually cleansing. 1
John 1:7 tells us that his blood
cleanseth us from sin. So, if the
blood is continually cleansing, it
is continually cleansing from sin,
which means that there is sin pres
ent that needs cleansing. That be
ing true, the person who is being
continually cleansed must be con
tinually sinning. Now, how can a
person be called a faithful saint
(both terms) while at the same time
he is continually sinning? Clearly,
the question contradicts itself.

Further, to imply that a Chris
tian is one who continually sins is
to contradict the Bible. It says that
a Christian does not practice sin
(1 John 3:9, NASB; the same tense
and idea is in 3:6 and 5:18). If a
person who is continually sinning
isn't practicing sin, what on earth
would he have to do to practice it?
Again, when Paul asks, "Shall we
continue in sin?", he answers
"God forbid" (Rom. 6:1). Accord
ing to the position we are examin
ing, he should have said, "Not only
may we continue in sin, but we will

be faithful saints while so doing."
The fact is, this passage and others
show that sin is not the norm for
the Christian, it is the exception.

What is frequently meant by
such questions as heads this article
is: Is the faithful saint automatic
ally cleansed of sins of ignorance
and/or weakness? 1 John 1:7 is cit
ed to prove that he is. Not only does
1 John 1:7 not teach that doctrine,
the passage says absolutely noth
ing per se about sins of weakness
or ignorance. It says the blood of
Jesus cleanses us "from all sin."
Whatever the passage says about
sins of ignorance and weakness, it
says the same thing about sins of
rebellion and disobedience. It says
"all sin." But someone might re
spond (and the idea is current), the
person under consideration in 1
John 1is said to "walk in the light"
and a person who is walking in the
light will not be guilty of sins of
rebellion and disobedience, only
sins of weakness and/or ignor
ance. Who said so? Did God? If so,
where? Obviously, a person who is
guilty of rebellion and disobedi
ence is not "in the light," at the
point at which he is guilty of
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Editorial ...
IS CHRIST DIVIDED?
Most churches and religious organ

izations which claim to be following
Jesus Christ claim that Christ is with
most (if not all) other churches which
profess to follow Him. Is this really
true? IS CHRIST DIVIDED? Is
Christ with all such churches?

In 1 Cor. 1:10-13 the apostle Paul
said: "Now I beseech you, breth
ren, by the name of our Lord Jesus
Christ, that ye all speak the same
thing, and that there be no divi
sions among you; but that ye be
perfectly joined together in the
same mind and in the same judge
ment. For it hath been declared un
to me of you, my brethren, by them
which are of the house of Chloe,
that there are contentions among
you. Now this I say, that everyone
of you saith, I am of Paul; and I
of Apollos; and I of Cephas; and
I of Christ. Is Christ divided? Was
Paul crucified for you? or were you
baptized in the name of Paul?"

We learn from the above Scripture
that Jesus Christ is NOT divided.
If Christ is divided (and is with all
churches today) the following things
would be true.

1. The kingdom of Christ can not
stand! (See Mark 3:23-26).

2. Christ's time and efforts in
building His church were wasted! (See
Matthew 16:18).

3. The blood of Christ was shed in
vain! (See Acts 20:28; John 11:52; Eph.
2:11-17).

4. The prayer of Christ for unity of
believers in John 17 is mean
ingless!

5. Christ is carnal and thus con
victed of sin! (See 1 Cor. 3:3-4).

No, Christ is not divided! He is not
with all churches today!

Jesus Christ does not approve of
divisions! Divisions are sinful!
Denominationalism is division, but
Christ is not divided!

(CRS)
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conditions for forgiveness, and it was
several days later when Peter told
them what those conditions were (Acts
2:36-38).So the blood cleanses us from
all sin (v.7), but it is verse 9 that
mentions one of the conditions man
must meet for that forgiveness; it does
not mention all of them for it says
nothing about repentance. That is
learned elsewhere. The passage also
says that we must confess our sins. It
does not say that we are to confess that
we are sinners, nor does it that if we
confess that we are sinners, God will
forgive. That mayor may not be true,
but 1 John 1:7-9does not say so. It says
that we are to confess our sins to be
forgiven. Instead of teaching one to be
confident of his salvation and feel
secure about it because the blood of
Christ will automatically or
continually cleanse our sins, we need
to teach people as Peter did Simon,
"Repent ... of this thy wickedness,
and pray the Lord, if perhaps the
thought of thy heart shall be forgiven
thee" (Acts 8:22).

No, the faithful saint is not
continually cleansed by the blood of
Christ because a faithful saint is not
continually sinning. But a saint may
be often cleansed by the blood, just as
often as he meets the conditions given
by God. - Hiram Hutto via Sentry
Magazine, 6/30/89.
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rebellion and disobedience, but no sin
is "in the light." After all, "God is
light and in him is no darkness at
all" (1 John 1:5), and if sin is not dark
ness, what is it? There is no sin (rebel
lion, disobedience, or whatever) in the
light.

Consider another point. In Heb. 3:2
God says that Moses was "faithful in
all his house;" yet at Meribah God
said that Moses "did not believe in
me" (Num. 20:12) and that he "re
belled against my rod" (v. 24). Al
though, in general, Moses was de
scribed as faithful, he certainly was
not faithful there, neither did God
approve nor automatically forgive
him. Instead, God was wroth (Deut.
3:27) and would not hear Moses, but
rebuked him. I cannot conceive of any
one's thinking that he was faithful in
the point where God said he did not
believe, and that he was rebellious. To
say otherwise is to say that a person
can be full of faith (faithful) in a point
where he is lacking in faith. A person
might be faithful in a number of areas,
and yet be unfaithful at some particu
lar point, and as it was in Moses' case,
a very vital point. Surely nobody would
claim that Moses died still impenitent
and rebellious about the matter but
God forgave him anyway. The idea
that the only kinds of sins that a faith
ful Christian (one who walks in the
light) commits are sins of ignorance
and weakness is not taught in the
Bible, nor does it teach that God auto
matically forgives those (or any other)
SIns.

To say that a person is automatically
cleansed, like the windshield wiper (or
that he benefits; i.e., is forgiven, even
as he sins), sounds too much like the
Baptist preacher who said that he
could seduce some woman but God
would work it out for his good (benefit).
It reminds me of the Baptist who af
firmed in a debate with me that a child

of God could get drunk, that he could
die drunk, and would go to heaven any
way; that a child of God could lie, that
he could die with a lie on his tongue
(as did Ananias and Sapphira) and he
would go to heaven anyway; that a
child of God could commit adultery,
that he could get killed in the act, and
the child of God could commit adultery
with one who was not a child of God,
that both of them get killed in the act,
and the child of God would go to
heaven, but the one who was not a
child of God would go to hell. Frankly,
it surprised me when he affirmed this
publicly and openly, but it shocked me
to learn that some brethren evidently
believe it and some teach that which
logically leads to the same conclusion.
I did not believe it then, and I do not
believe it now.

The Bible clearly teaches that a child
of God can sin. John says, "If we say
we have no sin, we deceive our
selves and the truth is not in us"
(1 John 1:8). But it just as clearly
teaches that a child of God does not
have to sin. In fact, John wrote his
first epistle so that his readers would
"sin not" (2:1). If a Christian cannot
keep from sinning, he has to sin, and
John wasted his letter. Such a claim
impugns the wisdom of God. And Peter
says, "If ye do these things, ye
SHALL NEVER stumble" (2 Pet.
1:10): that a child of God can not fall
(note the important difference between
"cannot" [impossible] and "can not"
[possible not to]). He doesn't have to
fall. If a Christian must sin ("man be
cause he is man, sins" is as false when
taught by "conservative" brethren, as
it is when taught by Edward Fudge or
John Calvin), why does God hold him
responsible for doing something he
could not keep from doing anyway?
Such does away with man being a crea
ture of choice. Man sins all right enough,
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not because he must sin, but because
he chooses to sin, and therefore is
guilty. The idea that a faithful
Christian saint is continually cleansed
because he is continually sinning is not
in the Bible.

Some have even claimed that when
a person unknowingly violates God's
law, God altomatically forgives him
(like the windshield wiper), than later
when man learns that he has broken
God's law he must repent, etc. Why
should he repent? What does he have
to repent of? After all, if God forgave
him at the time he sinned, the sin isn't
on his record; he doesn't need to repent.
What he should do, if the argument is
correct, is thank God for having al
ready forgiven him without repentance
and before he ever learned about it!
Still others claim that a person who
unwittingly violates God's law is not
then guilty (they need to read Lev.

4:13, 22, 27) but when he later learns
that he has violated God's law, if he
does not then repent, he is guilty. A
mong the many problems with this ar
gument is, it changes God's definition
of sin. God said, "Sin is the trans
gression of the law" (1 John 3:4).
This doctrine says, "No, this is wrong.
Sin is the awareness of the trans
gression of the law." But the Bible
doesn't teach that either.

Yes, Christians sin, and God has
made provisions for them when they
do sin, but he has made no provision
for them to live in sin. When John
states that the blood of Jesus cleans
us from all sin, he does what is
frequently done in the Scriptures - he
is simply starting a truth without giv
ing all the details of the matter. Just
as Jesus said, "Father, forgive them
... (Luke 23:34); he did not give any
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- SENTENCE SERMONS-
A man of words and not of deeds, is like a garden full of weeds.*****
Truth often suffers more by the lives of its defenders more than from the arguments'
of its opposers.

*****
Don't bite at the bait of pleasure until you know there is no hook beneath it.*****
God bears with the wicked, but not forever.
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