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     A few years ago the local church I was pastoring experienced a small fire in one of the Sunday school rooms.  Fortunately it was caught before it could do a lot of damage.  Because the local fire department had to come out, there was an investigation to see what caused the fire.  This is typical.  When a building burns to the ground a “Fire Inspector” will be called in to determine the cause of the fire.  He will want to know whether it was accidental or intentional and then he will want to know the catalyst or what caused the fire to erupt.  He may do this to assign blame or he may do it so that preventive measures can be enacted to make sure such a disaster doesn’t occur again.  One of the first priorities of the investigator is to find the “flashpoint.”  The “flashpoint” is the place at which the fire erupted or where it began.  He can determine a lot about the fire by finding where it started.  
     Christianity today is in trouble.  A devastating fire of heresy and apostasy is destroying organization after organization.  Sadly, even the church I grew up in is in trouble.  Where did it all begin?  What was the flashpoint for this fire now devouring western Christianity?  I think it is imperative we investigate and find it. 
Some people have questioned why myself and many of my peers have been so caught up with the doctrine of “Divorce and Remarriage.”  After all, they say, “There are lots of other sins for you to speak about.”  Clearly, it is not because we believe it is the biggest sin or the only sin.  Actually, there are other sins I personally find more distasteful and disgusting like child molestation and rape (All sin should be disgusting to the child of God).  I don’t see myself as calloused or uncaring toward those involved in Divorce and Remarriage.  In fact, my heart goes out to them.  No, it’s not because we see it as worse than other sins but I believe we focus on “Divorce and Remarriage” because we believe it is the flashpoint from which this devastating fire of apostasy has spread.  
Of course I believe there were problems leading up to this change but I believe they were all leading us down the dark road to this one devastating misstep.  For example, in a fire, the flashpoint may be in the attic where a broken wire arced and caught paper on fire.  Yet, there may have been months or years of friction against that wire that caused it to snap.  Even so, it was the actual snapping of the wire which caused the fire.  No doubt, there have been shifts in our attitudes toward success and a spirit of compromise which have brought us to the flashpoint but I believe the fire actually started when organizations, decided to change this doctrine.  (Before you write me off, call me a legalist, and stop reading, hear me out).  

     One of the major rationales for changing the doctrine on Divorce and Remarriage my former fellowship was that God forgives a person when they get Saved.  He remembers there sins no more.  No one can logically argue that point but they stop there.  Instead of seeing abandonment of the sin as a prerequisite for forgiveness they rationalize a way for them to continue in the sin for which they are being forgiven.  In other words, they go from God simply forgiving their sin to God now signing off on their continuation in that sin.   In fact, one dare not say they have to leave that situation.  You can’t even bring it up because it is now forgiven.

     Some have said, “You treat Divorce and Remarriage like it is an unpardonable sin but the Bible says blaspheming the Holy Spirit is the only unpardonable sin.”  This is true in the right context.  Blaspheming the Holy Spirit is the only sin for which you can do nothing to secure forgiveness.  There’s no prayer you can pray (I personally believe the blasphemer rarely if ever seeks forgiveness but is reprobate), and ceasing it doesn’t secure forgiveness.  That being said, there are many sins which are unpardonable.  For instance, God won’t pardon someone who refuses to accept Christ as his Saviour and He won’t forgive anyone who doesn’t repent.  IN THE SAME MANNER, ANY SIN WHICH A PERSON REFUSES TO FORSAKE REMAINS UNPARDONED (Pro. 28:13).  We’re not singling out Divorce and remarriage. We’re just holding it to the same standard as all other sins.
     You see the recent change regarding Divorce and Remarriage wasn’t simply a change in the teachings regarding marriage but it was a change in the doctrine concerning Salvation.  By accepting the Salvation of those in Divorce and Remarriage without their decision to leave that sin, we must (for the sake of consistency) accept a Salvation which does not require a person to abandon any sin.  The intent may have only been to allow those in a Divorce and Remarriage situations to become members of the organization, but by accepting them, even when they refused to abandon their sins, my former fellowship started a fire which is destroying the organization and distorting and rendering impotent the gospel message itself.  

     We aren’t singling out Divorce and Remarriage as a sin above all others.  The truth is those on the opposite side of the issue are singling it out. They wouldn’t dream of telling the child molester, rapist, the man cheating on his spouse, etc that they could continue in their sin after Salvation but when it comes to Divorce and Remarriage, they change the rules.  Why do they single out Divorce and Remarriage?  Such inconsistency gives evidence of bad theology  
I first noticed this change in my former fellowship’s view of Salvation in 2004.  During a Pre-Assembly meeting we were discussing the removal of all pre-requisites for membership except that a person was a Christian.  This made sense but when we began to discuss it a MAJOR problem began to surface.  Noticing this, I came to the microphone to voice my concerns.  I said, “Brothers, it seems our difference is not ‘What are the pre-requisites for membership?’  We all agree Salvation is the only pre-requisite but we have a much more serious problem.  We don’t seem to agree on what constitutes Salvation.  We don’t agree on the pre-requisites for Salvation itself.”  While I agree with the committee in stating Salvation is the only pre-requisite for membership, I don’t agree with them that someone can be Saved without agreeing to abandon all sin.  Although one may not know every detail about how to live when they get Saved, I do believe their decision to become a Christian must include a rejection and detestation of ALL sin and an agreement to walk away from their sin.  This is not only a pre-requisite but an evidence of Salvation.    
     Some have justified the doctrinal change by saying “Well we all have things God is working with us on to do better.  How can we single out those in Divorce and Remarriage and say we are not going to accept them until they agree to abandon that sin.”  Others have said, “We have had backbiters and gossips in the church for years and now we’re going to stop those in Divorce and Remarriage from becoming members?”  Can you believe any Christian would defend their position by saying, “Don’t keep out any sin because we all have some sin?”  Do you understand the implications of such a position?   In their zeal to open the doors of the church to those in Divorce and Remarriage they have adopted a position which, in order to be consistent, must allow all sin.  The church can no longer refuse membership to the homosexual, the polygamist, etc because we have set a standard that rejection of sin is not a requirement for justification.  One can say Divorce and Remarriage is not a sin (I don’t agree) therefore you don’t have to abandon it but you can’t say it is a sin but you don’t have to abandon it without setting a dangerous precedent.  
“Well, you have people in your church who are backbiters and gossips.”  That may be true but I have never had someone stand in front of me and say, “Pastor I’m a backbiter and a gossip.  I don’t believe there is anything wrong with being a backbiter and gossip and furthermore I don’t intend to stop backbiting and gossiping but I still want you to take me in as a member of the church.”  If they would have, I would have obviously refused.  Yet, this is exactly what some are proposing and practicing in regards to Divorce and Remarriage.  Here are people who say, “I’m an adulterer.  I don’t believe there is anything wrong with adultery and furthermore I don’t intend to stop committing adultery.  Make me a member.”  As absurd as it sounds, ministers agree to this and take them into the local church as members.  This sets a precedent and redefines Salvation. There is a VAST difference between sinners creeping into the church “unawares” and sinners being openly commended and accepted as children of God.

Some will say, “I would never take in people who are sinners.  I just feel Divorce and Remarriage is different.”  How is it different?  It is either sin or it isn’t.  If it is, then hold it to the same standard as other sins.  
     I have confronted some with this inconsistency and instead of repenting of an unreasonable and absurd stand they continue to support their stand to the point of saying, “Well maybe we shouldn’t oppose any sin.  Who says you have to abandon sin in order to be Saved anyway?”  So the fire begins and so it rages out of control.  One simple change in the definition and a whole standard of Repentance falls to the ground.  Instead of stubbornly defending an obviously false teaching, doesn’t it make more sense to reject it as incorrect? 
     Perhaps the devil used this issue as the flashpoint because he knew the delicate nature of a person’s emotional attachments would make it difficult to confront.  Perhaps he reasoned, “They’ll have trouble with this one because it involves people’s most intimate feelings.”  Perhaps Satan thought, “They won’t fight this change because it is so prevalent and it will damage their ability to be successful numerically and everyone hungers for success.”  Perhaps it was a combination of all of these things.  No matter his reasoning he used it and many have fallen into his snare.  One by one, denominations have taken the bait and now general Christianity is filled with all kinds of sin.  We can no longer tell the difference between the sinners and the saints.  The floodgate is open and Heaven only knows where it will end.
     You think this is all fanciful imaginations that won’t come true?  On June 15, 2006 Larry King did a show discussing the battle within the Episcopalian church regarding the ordination of homosexuals.  (The transcript is available online at http://transcripts.cnn.com/TRANSCRIPTS/lkl.html)  Along with Episcopalian ministers which agreed with the change, Mr. King had invited some of their ministers who did not agree with the changes.  In addition there was a reporter by the name of Andrew Sullivan.  At one point Mr. Sullivan pointed out an inconsistency in the argument of those who opposed the sin of homosexuality.  His argument centered on the Episcopal Church’s acceptance of divorce while rejecting homosexuality.  He said, “It's not that Jesus said little about homosexuality, he said nothing about homosexuality. The only thing he did say was that divorce was impossible and, of course, without a divorce, the Episcopalian church would not exist at all.” I believe his point was that the church could not reject homosexuality while at the same time accepting the legitimacy of divorce when Jesus specifically taught against divorce (specifically its inability to dissolve a marriage) and yet He said nothing about homosexuality.  In fact, he seemed to be saying it was hypocritical to accept the legitimacy of divorce while rejecting homosexuality.  Unwittingly he had identified the flashpoint of the fire destroying the Christian message in America.  While his conclusion was that the Episcopal Church should accept homosexuals in order to be consistent, I believe the opposite conclusion is true.  I believe we should reject Divorce and Remarriage in order to be consistent. 

     A minister told me recently of a conversation he had had with the member of an organization who was bemoaning their fall into apostasy.  The man told him, “Our fall began with the change we made on Divorce and Remarriage.”  He realized their rationale for accepting Divorce and Remarriage became the rationale for accepting all sin.  It became the flashpoint for the fire which was destroying their organization.  
     Even now the fire rages.  I have no unrealistic dreams of extinguishing the fire.  I only want to awaken as many as I can before they and their families are devoured.  Stand fast for truth.  Don’t be fooled and if you already have been fooled, re-examine your beliefs.  
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