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 Is there such a thing as "silent" repentance of public sin? Should confession of sin be general or 
specific? Can faithful brethren continue to fellowship one who refuses to repent of public sin and 
error? Do human institutions that focus on religious training or supporting and defending religious 
matters attain such status that Biblical principles can be ignored and people's sin overlooked so that 
the "institution" can continue to operate? These are questions that deserve Bible answers. 

The Bible is emphatic in stating that "the wages of sin is death" (Rom. 6:23). One who will not 
repent of his sin will one day perish (Luke 13:3). One's sin may be so private that not another human 
being is aware of the sin. It may be covetousness, lust, or malice that is being entertained in one's 
mind. Such a sin has no need of being made public. Any transgression of God's law, however, is a 
sin against God (1 John 3:4). Even though God is aware of our sins, we must acknowledge and repent 
of them and seek His forgiveness. As John records, "If we confess our sins, he is faithful and righteous 
to forgive us our sins, and to cleanse us from all unrighteousness" (1 John 1:9). 

One's sin can also be so public that many brethren are aware of the sin. It may be that false 
doctrine has been taught orally or through the printed page. It may that the congregation and the 
community is aware of one's drunkenness or immorality. "Silent" repentance will not suffice when 
the sin has become public. Those who repent are to be forgiven (Luke 17:3). How can one be 
forgiven if it is not known that he has repented? Does God forgive without repentance? No! Can man 
do what God will not do? No! Christ manifested the willingness to forgive those responsible for His 
crucifixion (Luke 23:34), but forgiveness was forthcoming only when these people responded to 
Peter's preaching (Acts 2) by obeying the gospel (such includes repentance). 

Should confession of sin be general or specific? One might answer, "It depends." What does 
it depend upon? If people know of one's sin, why would not the penitent one want all to know that 
he is repenting of this known sin? Perhaps one is guilty of three well-known sins. If these three sins are 
not specifically acknowledged when repenting, how can people know that he has repented of all 
three sins? One guilty of adultery does not have to list the names of those with whom he has 
sinned nor must he offer any other details of such encounters. It does seem, however, that if others are 
aware of one's sins he would want them to know that he has turned from such sins. 
Can faithful brethren continue to fellowship one who refuses to repent of public sin and error? If so 
— by what authority? The Bible teaches that the faithful will "have no fellowship with the 
unfruitful works of darkness, but rather even reprove them" (Eph. 5:11). No person is exempt from 
God's Word. The Bible also teaches that brethren are to "mark them that are causing the divisions 
and occasions of stumbling, contrary to the doctrine which ye learned: and turn away from them" 
(Rom. 16:17). One may express sorrow for a certain sinful action but such an expression of sorrow is not 
repentance. One can sow discord and divide the Lord's church and say "I wish I had not done so" - but 
this is not repentance. If it is "repent or perish" (Luke 13:3) then obviously those who refuse to repent 
are out of fellowship with God. One not in fellowship with God cannot be in fellowship with followers 
of God. 

Do human institutions that focus on religious training or supporting and defending religious matters 
attain such status that Biblical principles can be ignored and people's sin overlooked so that the 
"institution" can continue to operate? Brethren, there is cause for concern that it is not just the Hindu's 
in India that believe in "sacred cows." The dictionary defines a "sacred cow" as "one that is immune 
from criticism, often unreasonably so." 

What is referred to as Christian Universities became "sacred cows" in the minds of many brethren. 



For years it has not been "politically correct" to speak against the rank liberalism being upheld by these 
schools. These Universities are not the only "sacred cows" that exist. Many brethren will allow the 
Lord's church to be criticized, attacked, and ridiculed while recoiling in anger at righteous criticism of 
a "sacred cow." 

Are "sacred cows" exempt from  "a thus saith the Lord?" Do those who labor with "sacred cows" 
not have to repent of their sins? Is the voice of a "sacred cow" given more respect than the voice of God 
(His Word)? Is there one standard for a "sacred cow" and another standard for institutions that are not 
"sacred cows?" 

God's Word applies to all people. May we be determined that we will consistently follow only the 
Word of God! 
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