Pat’s reasoning may seem persuasive to those seeking truth rather than defending tradition, until they consider the implications of his claims and examine the context carefully. A widely accepted rule of hermeneutics is: “Do not draw a conclusion that has consequences that are unacceptable.”  Most Christians recognize that we all commit sins of ignorance, weakness, inadvertence, and omission daily. Thus, one who believes as Pat has affirmed cannot have any spiritual security (confidence of being in God’s grace) UNLESS he is certain he has no sin at all in his life.  This evidently is not a problem for Pat. He evidently thinks he is living above sin; else, he would not be believing and teaching what he is teaching. Pat’s teaching, if believed by honest Christians, leaves them hopeless. 
Pat presents a list of phrases he tries to treat as identical to “walk in the light,” to argue that a single sin causes a person to fall from grace. But none of those expressions is tied to the result of John’s statement pertaining to those who “walk in the light” —that the blood of Christ cleanses from all sin. A person may walk “uprightly” without that phrase carrying the same meaning as continual cleansing by Christ’s blood. Peter and the others were not walking uprightly, and that sin required correction and repentance. But the text does not say they had fallen from grace. By contrast, those who were fully seeking justification through the law were clearly told of their condition (Gal. 5:4).
Pat treats John’s statement about walking in the light as a scientific matter, but it is not. To “walk in the light” describes a person’s manner of life, not perfect righteousness equal to God’s. One who walks in the light practices the truth, much as a physician practices medicine. As 1 John 1:6 says, “If we say that we have fellowship with Him and walk in darkness, we lie and do not practice the truth”. Even skilled and respected physicians make mistakes. Some are minor; others may cost them their license. But if a state medical board revoked a license for every error, however small, such a policy would be unreasonable and unacceptable. In that case, the only licensed physicians would be those who had just begun practicing and had not yet made a mistake. We know medical boards use common sense, but are we to conclude God does not?  

Albert Barnes ably explains the phrase “As he is in the light.” 
In the same kind of light that he has. The measure of light which we may have is not the same in degree, but it is of the same kind. The true Christian in his character and feelings resembles God.   
Pat’s beliefs and teachings seem to rest on an assumption he draws from 1 John 1:9: that each sin must be specifically confessed to be forgiven. But the passage does not teach that, as the context shows. The concern is whether we confess our sins or deny them. Those who hold Pat’s view also tend to define sin only as a willful act (Heb. 10:25,26), which ignores the clear teaching about sins committed in ignorance (Lev. 4:5; Numbers 15). In doing so, they effectively deny their sins. As a result, the very passage they use to support their teaching condemns it.
Consider the context of the passage below:
1 John 1:6-10 MKJV) 6 “If we say that we have fellowship with Him and walk in darkness, we lie and do not practice the truth. 7 But if we walk in the light, as He is in the light, we have fellowship with one another, and the blood of Jesus Christ His Son cleanses us from all sin. 8 If we say that we have no sin, we deceive ourselves, and the truth is not in us. 9 If we confess our sins, He is faithful and just to forgive us our sins, and to cleanse us from all unrighteousness. 10 If we say that we have not sinned, we make Him a liar, and His Word is not in us.” 
John’s message above concerns what we think and speak.  Pat has said some things that contradict John’s teaching.  
First, this “walk in the light,” this “manner of life,” results in ALL sin being forgiven as one is living this life – it is continuous. The confession of sins as we learn of them is part of that “walk.”  The “manner of life” is what God looks at – not one’s personal righteousness.  One who walks in the light is one whom God looks upon as faithful and is not “out of the light” (lost) when he sins, as Pat affirmed.  A sin does not necessarily constitute a turning from the light to walk in darkness.  The sin of rebellion and impenitence is likely the “sin unto death” (1 John 5:16).  It is important to note that this same passage says “there is sin not unto death.” 
Verse 8 says, “If we say that we have no sin, we deceive ourselves, and the truth is not in us.”  Is this not what Pat is effectively saying about himself if he thinks he is walking in the light? It certainly is implied. And this teaching, when believed and taught, serves the devil well.  We must wonder if, when asked if he believes he is in a saved condition, he would give a straightforward answer.  
The effect of the doctrine that Pat and a few others teach is serious and of great consequence.  The following are a few things that are noteworthy:  1) divisions have occurred over doctrinal matters that were not a threat to the church nor to the salvation of any individual, simply because some entertain the idea that we must be "right" on everything we believe;  2) those who have accepted the other extreme (once saved always saved) look upon "The Church of Christ" as legalists and perfectionists, which often leads to prejudice against all members of Christ's church;  3) brethren who accept and hold to the perfection doctrine are going to be less apt to admit a sin because to do so would be to admit that they were disinherited by the Lord, and that their teaching might not be sound after all; 4) the doctrine tends to beget self-righteous and arrogant attitudes and impenitent dispositions; and  5)  it has even led to the denial of the deity of Jesus while on earth. The argument made is, “Jesus was just a man, and he lived without sin. If he could do it, anyone can.”  It is amazing the lengths to which men will go to defend their tradition!
Conclusion
Now compare Pat’s teaching with God’s instruction on how believers can be assured they remain in His grace: “Wherefore the rather, brethren, give diligence to make your calling and election sure: for if ye do these things, ye shall never fall: For so an entrance shall be ministered unto you abundantly into the everlasting kingdom of our Lord and Saviour Jesus Christ” (2 Pet. 1:10, 11). Pat’s view of what is required to remain saved is fundamentally different from God’s teaching.
