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OPENING PRElDDNABY NEGOTJATIONS 

The first communication concerning the matter was 
directed to me by Mr. Jackson himself. He had evidently 
been contacted by his brethren at Lufkin and wrote me 
concerning the matter as follows: 

lfr. Roy m. CogcUU 
701 Le Green at. 
Houston 8, Texas 

Dear 1Mr. Cogdill: 

I bave been 1nformed that you have been selected to represent 
your people In a dlscusslon with me at 'Lufkin, rrexas. 

Accordingly. ·1 am enclosing propositiOJlB covering two subject8 and 
dlvtded into four sessions. They cover the ground of difference be­
tween us on the subjects. 

The order of IIlttIUlgements should /be acceptable, allowlilg each 
speaker a nightly turn in the affirmative and neglatlve. 

My greatest worry is the time eIem'ent. I cannot get to the de­
b&te before the first week in J'uly, from the 2nd to the 5th, Inclusive, 
of the month, and I am not absolutely positive at thls time that I 
can get to it then. However, if the date suita your convenience rand 
Is racceptable to our people &t Lufkin, I w111 make an 'effort to ar­
J'IUIge my work schedule to that end. 1 feel now that I can do so. 

Please let me hear from you at your convenience concerning the 
matter. 

vi 

Yours very sincerely, 

D. N. J'ackson 



PROPOSITIONS FOB DEBATE 

(Mr. Jackson enclosed with his letter the propositions which foUow) 

affirms: 
D. N. Jackson 

Roy E. Cogdill 

NO.2. The Scriptures teach that water baptism, to the penitent 
believer, Is for (in order to obtain) the remission of sins. 

affinns; 
Roy E. Cogdill 

_____________ denies. 

D. N. Jackson 

No.8. The Scriptures teach that the ch'lld of God, one washed by 
the blood ot Christ, is 80 saved that he is in a relationship to Gocl 
beyond the possibillty of ever aftel'W\U'ds being lost In hell. 

affinns; 
D. N. Jackson 

_____________ denies. 

Roy E. Cogdill 



No. '- The Scriptures teach that the chUd of God, one washed by 
the blood of Cbrtst, may 80 apostatize 88 to be lost in hell 

___________ affirms; 

Roy E. CogdlU 

____________ denies. 

D. N. Jackson 

AGREEMENT 

The speakers agree: (1) rro dlscuss the propositlons attached hereto 
In the order In which they are written, devoting two hours of one 
night equally divided Into thirty minute speeches to each proposltlon; 
(2) to conduct themselves as ChriBtlan gentlemen. 

(Signed) 

D. N. Jackson 

Roy E. Cogdlll 

It can readily be seen from the above propositions that 
according to the arrangement suggested by Mr. Jackson 
he was to have the opening affirmative speech and the 
last negative or both the opening and closing speeches 
of the debate. In order to avoid this obviously unfair 
arrangement it was suggested to Mr. Jackson that the 
propositions be discussed in the order that follows. 

1. The Scriptures te&ch that water baptism, to the penitent believer, 
is for (In order to) the remIaalon of aIna. 

affirms. 
Roy E. CogdtU 

____________ denies. 

D. N. Jackson 





to budge. I finally wrote him that since his people had 
challenged for a debate in Lufkin, I intended to see that 
they got one and so I would sign the propositions just 
aS,he had sent them in his 'original communication. 

In addition to these propositions, however, a fifth 
proposition was submitted to Mr. Jackson which he chose 
to ignore both before the debate and during it. That 
proposition follows: 

The Scriptures teach that man by inherited nature is totally de­
praved, and therefore Wlable without the direct and immediate en­
abling power of the Holy Spirit to render acceptable obedience to 
the Gospel of Christ. 

affirms. 
D. N. Jackson 

___________ denies, 

Roy E. CogdiU 

This proposition on Total Depravity was the real issue 
about which. the debate arose as before stated. It has 
been affirmed many times in the past by men of Mr. 
Jackson's faith and he has debated propositions that were 
at least similar. He chose to ignore it entirely this time. 

TIlE PUBLIOATION OF TIlE DEBATE 

A contract was submitted to Mr. Jackson before the 
debate started and was signed by him specifying that the 
debate should be recorded and put into print. This con­
tract is set forth herein in order that all who read this book 
may see exactly what each P81"ty agreed to do relative 
to its publication, understand whose right it is to publish 
the speeches and material herein and to whom they belong. 

x 



CON'l'BAOT FOB PUBLICATION OF DEBATE 

STATE OF TEXAS: 
OOUNTY OF ANGELINA: 

WHEREAS, Mr. D. N. Jackson, of lAurel, Mlsslsalppl, and Roy E. 
COgdlll. of LufJdn, Texas, are to be the principals In a reU(!ioUB dJa­
cussion to be held from December 'lOth through the 13th, in the city 
of Lufkin, Angelina County, Texas, on propositions agreed upon be­
tween themselves, and It being the desire of both parties for said 
dJacusslon to be recorded and published in book form, It Is therefore 
agreed by and between these parties that: 

11. 

Roy E. Cogdlll shall have the right to record by I1'el-Edlphone 
System the debate rand all of ·the speeches that are a part of it as 
it occurs. 

a. 
These recorded Speeches shall be reduced to written manUBCrlpt 

form as soon as possIble thereafter. 

3. 

CopIes of the speeches made ·by each participant shall be furnished 
Baid particIpant. 

4. 

Each party agrees to edit and correct his own speeches as soon 
as possible after the copy Is placed within his hands, or within a 
reasonable time thereafter. 

5. 

No new arguments shall be added, or new material injected Into 
the edited speeches unless entirely agret8Ible to both parties. 

6. 

Roy E. CogdlU Is to be the publisher of said dJBCUBsion, bearing 
all expenses incidental to the publlcatlon of the debate in book form, 
and it is agreed by IaDd between the parties that sald discussion Is 
to be the property of and solely owned by the Roy E. Cogdlll Pub­
lishlng Company. 



7. 

In compensation for the coopeNotion and assistance of Mr. D. N. 
Jackson, b1 the preparation of this debate for publication, it Is 
agreed that out of each 1000 coples of said book publlahed b1 the 
fIrSt edition, lOG coples wlll be delivered to hlm without cost, and 
that b1 addition thereto, he may have the right of purchasing any 
additional number of books that he may desire from the Roy E. 
Cogdill Publlshlng Company less 40% discount as long as the book 
remains b1 print 

Tbese terms being agreeable to both partles concerned, we hereby 
so covenant and agree concerning the pUlbllcatlon of sald book, and 
relinquish all of our right, title and 'interest thereto to the Roy E. 
CogdUl Publlshtng Company, of LufJdn. Texas. . 

D. N. Jackson 

Roy E. CogdW 

When the debate had been held (December 10 through 
13th) the work of transcription was delayed because of 
the holiday period and the task of checking the records 
with the manuscripts submitted was not completed until 
about the first of May following or a Ji.ttle more than 
four months after the debate closed. The followmg cor­
respondence will show the development of events con­
cerning the publication of the debate and will explain 
to the reader some of the reasons for the delay in putting 
the debate into print. 

xii 



D. N • .Jackson 
Laurel, 'MIssJsSlppl 

Dear 1Mr. Jackson: 

April 1'1, 1947 , 

I have intended to write you concerning the publication of the 
debate but have been so busy I have neglected doing so untO re. 
minded by your card. The transcribing work has been finished for 
Bome time. I wanted to check the manuscripts over by listenIng 
to the records as I read them myself before mailing you your copy 
as I believe thJs would save 'both of us a great deal of correcting 
work. I think I can get to this job within the next few days and 
then w111 get your copy to you immediately for editing, We have the 
paper and when the manuscripts are edited. we can go right ahead 
with the publication. 

Sincerely yours, 

ROY E. COGDILL PUBLISHING CO. 

Roy E, CogdUl, President 

-0-

Box 656, Laurel, 'Miss., .June 21. 1947 

Dear Bro. CogdIll: 

The transcript of our debate in Lufkin has been received, land as 
soon as possible I shall return same to you. As you were about 
six months getting it to me. I am sure you will not object to my tak­
ing a few weeks 1n the midst of other duties to return It to you. It 
will be returned In a reasonBlble length of time. 

Yours sincerely, 

D. N. Jackaon 

xiii 



Mr. D. N. Jackson 
Laurel, 'Mfpfsmppl 

Dear Mr. Jaekaon: 

November 5, 1941 

I have Wl8ited very patiently to receive from you your corrected 
speeches ISO that we could get started on the book. The manuscript 
has been in your hands now for almost six months. That certatnly 
Is more than just a reasonable- amount of time to spend correcting 
your speeches. 

From some sources I have understood that there MlS some sug­
gestion in your paper that we had delayed pubUsh1ng the debate 
purposely. I know that 'Mr. Bogard made such a statement in his 
paper. I do not care to become entangled in any wnmgle about 
that part of the matter but I will not allow it to the misrepresented. 

We have the paper on hand and rare ready to go to work on the 
book just as soon as the Dl'8.Jluscript Is tlnJshed. Will you please 
help us to expedite getting the book into print? 

Mr. Roy E. Cogdill 
P. O. Box 980 
Luf]dn,Tex188 

Dear Mr. Cogdlll: 

Sincerely yours, 

ROY m. COGDIiLL PUBLISHING CO. 

Roy E. Cogdlll, President 

-0-

December 8, 1947 

I write to explain that at t.l1e time I had planned to check our 
debate transcript I had to undergo a minor surgical operation, and 
hence have been UJIlable to get to the matter. However, as I am 
now recovering, I shall be lable to devote time to it In the near future. 

With kindest personal regards, I remain 

Yours sincerely, 

D. N. Jackson 



Mr. Roy E. CogdUl 
P. O. Box 980 
Lufkin, Tex18S 

Dear Mr. Cogdill: 

JuUIU'J 10, lM8 

Enclosed Is my first speech of our Lufkin debate corrected. There 
is a lltUe change of verbiage in some places, but the arguments re­
main the same. 

You may proceed setting up the type and we shall work together 
In getting out the book. Should you choose to make any change In 
your first speech, please let me have a copy of It before I send you 
my second affirmative. However, I do not suppose you will make 
any changes, as no change of arguments lraS 'been made in my first 
affirmative. 

As I have explained !before, had you submitted copy to me soon 
after our discussion, before April of 1941, I could have glven 1m­
mediate attention to it, and the book would already have been in 
print. We began our new church buUding program here In April, 
with my general supervision, and I have been tied down by 'it ever 
since. I had arranged to get on to It in November, then took sick 
from overwork and had to await my recovery. I am now In good 
physical condition and ready to finlsh the proposed book. So please 
let's work fast, ras I have other work coming up in the near future. 

With kindest personal regards, I remain 

Mr. D. N. Jackson 
Laurel, Mississippi 

Dear Mr. Jackson: 

Yours sincerely, 

D. N. Jackson 

--0---

January 81, 1948 

We w1llbe glad to receive the corrected copy on aU your speeches 
as early as you can possibly get them to us. I appreciate the fact 
that our plans are sometimes interfered with but these speechcs 
have been in your hands now for more than e1ght months and that 



Is a liberal length of time for editing and correcting a manuscript 
no longer than that, Of course, If you go to the trouble of re­
writing all the speeches as fully as you did the first the work may 
never be finished for that wlll extend the preparation of the manu­
script indefinitely. Restating tall the arguments, adding new em­
phasis, and even additional passages of Scriptures into the argu­
ments, as you have done in the first speech will make an endless 
lob out of it and all this does not come wlthln the agreement at 
all. I am suggesting therefore that we let the first speech stand as 
you have written It ,but that you llmlt the changes made In the 
speeches to follow. I do not have the 'time to engage in a written 
discussion at the present and see no need of it since we have the 
manuscripts of the debate held, 

We will sbart setting the type just as soon as we can get enough 
of the book to justify starting the work on it with the assurance 
that we can go right on through with the job. We do not like to 
have too many jobs in proce88. We are working now on a three­
hundred page book by Foy E, Wallace :1r. It wlll be out of the way 
by the time you get the reat of your manuscript ··back to us. We 
wlll furnlsh you galley proofs of your speeches just as fast as the 
type is set for your correction and approvaL 

I do not consider it either ethical or legal for you to publish in 
your paper any part of the manuscript which you have contracted 
wlth me to pUblish. I must uk you to refrain from any further 
printing of any part of It. We have put our money into the pro­
duction of this manuscript and you agreed for us to have the rights 
to it in the contract signed, 

Hoping that you wlll complete your part of the Work Without 
any further delay 80 that the book may be put in the hands of those 
who are wanting it at the earliest posalble moment, I am 

Sincerely yours, 

ROY E. COGDILL PUBLISHING CO, 

Roy E. Cogdill, President 



Mr. Roy E. CogdDl 
p. O. Box 980 
Lufkin, Tems 

Dear Mr. CogdUl: 

January 30, 1948 

Enclosed is copy for my second affirmative speech in our Lufkin 
debate. Before maWng it, I waited to see If you intended making 
any changes in any way in your first reply. 

Please let me know immediately 1f you are making iIlny changes 
in your sccond reply. I will wait a few days before maillng my 
first reply to your first affirmative the second night. 

Of course I grant you the privilege of making minor changes 
that w1ll not throw the discussion out of balance, that Is, from Its 
original settlng tand course of procedure. Where you failed to make 
an argument and I called attention to the failure, of course it should 
stand as orlglntally given. as a change In this way would ma.ke my 
charge to appear groundless. 

Mr. Roy E. CogdUl 
P. O. Box 980 
Lufkin, Te»as 

Dear t.!r. CogdUl: 

Yours sincerely, 

D. N. Jackson 

-0--

February 7, 1948 

Answering your letter, wish to advise that I aba.ll send corrected 
debate copy to you as rapidly as possible, hoping to get It all to you 
within a reasomt.ble time. 

With reference to my publishing my first speech In my paper, I 
advise that I have no intention of publishing the whole book In this 
manner, In fact I had not thought of publisliing any more of it in 



the paper, unless you desire your tlrat reply to be publlshed My 
thought of arousing interest in the book has been justifIed by the 
pubUcation of the first speech. 

You say I have added Scripture verses in my first speech. It I 
did, I did so unintentionally. However. you will find that I followed 
my stated arguments in my arrangements. Remember, any privilege 
I ba.ve taken, you have my permiBsion to take also. 

I am sure you mean to submit proof to me before the book ls 
printed. 

Mr. D. N. Jackson 
Laurel, MissJssJppi 

Dear Mr. Jackson: 

Yours sincerely, 

D. N. Jackson 

--0-

June 30, 1948 

Some fourteen months ago (a year ago last !Mlay to be exact) we 
sent you a complete manusCript of the debate we had here in Lufkin, 
Texas. It you will consult your @ntract for the pubUcation of this 
debate you will find that you were to have Go reasonable length of 
time in which to make your corrections. To date we have received 
four of your speeches. I believe you Will agree that you have already 
taken an unreasonable length· of time to do half of the work. 

The four speeches which you have returned are completely re­
wrltten, arguments restated, emphasis changed and much new 
materJal added. Again if you will consult the written contract for 
the pubUcation of the debate you will see that you were allowed 
the privilege of correcting and editing your speeches but certainly 
not gmnted the privilege of rewriting and restating your argument 
and adding new materlal. 'l'he course t.hat you have' pursued would 
necessitate the rewriting of the enUre discussion. This, as I told 
you In a previous letter, I have neither the time nor dlsposJtion to 
do. I am perfecUy satisfIed with the debate as held. I would not 

xviii 







Mr. D. N. Jackson 
Box 656, 
Laurel, Miulssippl 

Dear Sir. 

August 7, 1948 

I advised you some time ago that It was my Intention to begin 
setting the type on the discussion held in Lufkin from the manu­
script as It came trom the records. I have no intention of putting 
your rewritten speeches into the book as it was not in the agree­
ment to print a written disCUSSion. As I have said before I have 
neither Ulne nor incJ1nation to hold a written debate. I do have a 
written contract with you for the publication of the oral debate 
which we had and that Is the one I intend to print. 

As .to your charge that I have revised my speeches, I will Bay 
that I have the best evidence in the world th:a.t this is not true. You 
DIlay consider this letter therefore, as a. final notice that the debate 
will be printed, since you have had more than reasonable time to 
correct your speeches ad have not done so. When the book is fin­
ished I will send you the number of copies agreed on. 

Yours truly, 

Roy E. Cogdill 

---0--

The above correspondence will reveal several things 
to the reader. It explains why some corrections were 
not made in the speeches that would have made them 
smoother reading and more correct grammatically. How­
ever there may be some interest added by the fact that 
they here appear as they were delivered. There can be 
no question about that. 

Herewith we give you the affidavit of the stenographer 
who did the transcribing work. 

xxi 



COGDILL -JACKSON 
DEBATE 

PROPOSITION 

The Scriptures teach that the sinner is saved by grace 
through faith before 1vater baptism." 

JACKSON'S FIRST AFFIRMATIVE 

Gentlemen Moderators, Honorable Opponent, Ladies and 
Gentlemen: 

It is with profound gratitude to Almighty God that we 
come to this good hour. We realize the responsibility and 
the opportunities that are ours. We are speaking to three 
congregations, you who are here tonight compose this aud­
ience, then the radio audience, then the thousands that 
will read the book that will be published. Then there is 
another, and that is Almighty God. He is the one that we 
should desire to please. I shall seek to please him in pre­
senting arguments in behalf of the proposition my moder­
ator, Brother R. A. Courtney, has just read. I shall read 
this proposition again and define the terms thereof. liThe 
Scriptures teach that the sinner is saved by grace through 
faith before water baptism." 

By the' Scriptures we mean the Bible, whether the Old 
or the New Testament. By the word teach we mean to im­
part information. The sinner refers to the man not saved. 
And the word saved means delivered or freed from condem­
nation. By Grace we mean the unmerited favor of God, 
and faith is the channel through which this favor comes 
to the heart of a man. Water baptism we understand to be 
immersion. And so, reo!lolving this to its finality it means 
that I affirm, as Baptists teaCh, that we are saved by gl'ace 









COGDDArJACKSON DEBATE 5 

on his part than to try to pick up one or two instances and 
say, "They believed and yet they didn't have these things." 
We'll see whether or not they did or did not and what sig­
nificance these things have with regard to this discussion. 

Argument No.8. The believer has both his hunger and 
thirst satisfied. John 6:35. The Lord said: "He that cometh 
unto me shall not hunger. He that believeth on me shall 
never thirst." So the man that comes to Jesus Christ will 
never hunger. This man who comes through belief 0 n 
Christ will never thirst. That thirst has been quenched. 
Remember the statement, it has been quenched. What 
thirst is ·that? It is the thirst for salvation. A man 
after he is saved may hunger and thirst after righteousness 
to do the will of the Master, to do greater things for the 
Master, to grow in grace, and to be stronger in the love 
and the mercy of God. That's so, but when it comes to a 
man obtaining salvation he thirsts and he hungers and that 
is satisfied for evermore. And it says he shall never thirst 
and he shall never hunger. 

No.9. We have a good conscience before baptism. Now 
notice if ypu please, I Peter 3 :21: "Baptism is the answer 
of a good conscience." My opponent has this theology in 
reverse. He says that a good conscience is the answer to 
baptism. In other words that you must be baptized in order 
to have a good conscience. But the Apostle Peter says that 
baptism is the answer of a good conscience. What is a good 
conscience? Hebrews 9:14: "Your conscience purged to 
serve the living God." So a man's conscience is purged from 
the old dead works to serve the living God. Now the Apos­
tle Peter affirms that baptism will answer a good con­
science. That's number one. Number two is that the good 
conscience is made so, as Paul said, by that conscience be­
ing purged by the blood of Jesus Christ. And in the third 
place it's purged from the dead works. And in the fourth 
place it's purged to serve the living God. We serve God 
when we are baptized, therefore the conscience is made 
good in order to be baptized, and not by being baptized. 
There is the reverse. . 



6 COGDUJrJACKSONDEBATB 

No. 10. The believer is assured that he shall receive 
remission of sins. Acts 10 :43: "To him give all the prophets 
witness that through his name whosoever believeth in him 
shall receive the remission of sins." Now, !lshan receive the 
remission of sins" is connected directly with belief here. 
Not a word eaid about baptism here. I challenge my oppon­
ent right now J we'll get started on this tonight, I challenge 
my honorable opponent to show in the word of God where 
"ahal ive r f sins" is connected with baptism. 

, he'll quo cts 0 er pass u itotiee 
the statement no, shall receive remission of sins." 
That's connected with belief, and I ask him to s oWone 
connected with baptism71iIDi making baptism a condition 
of it. So I state ·the proposition again, and it is, that who­
soever believeth in him shall receive the remission of sins. 

Argument Number 11. The fact that the Holy Spirit is 
received by believers before baptism proves one is saved 
before baptism. I give you a clear cut case where a man 
received the spirit of God before he was baptized. Acts 
10 :47. The Apostle Peter is the preacher. He is before Cor­
nelius and his household and preaching to them. The Holy 
Spirit comes upon them. They received the Spirit of God 
before they were baptized. Then Peter said, ''Who can for­
bid water that these should not be baptized, seeing that 
they have received the Holy Ghost as well as we." The ef· 
fort will be made to tell you or show you that the Holy 
Spirit came before they believed, but that is preposterous. 
Notice, they magnified God, in the second place, they talk· 
ed with tongues, and in the third place, Acts 10 :37, they 
knew the word, they had already heard about Jesus Christ, 
and Acts 10 :87 said, "the word ye know, which was publish. 
ed throughout Judea!' They knew the word, that is, they 
heard the word. They had known concerning the preaChing 
of the word but when Peter came, as we read in the 44th 
verse while Peter was preaching the Holy Spirit came upon 
them. In the 11th chapter of Acts, and the 15th verse it says, 
"As Peter began to speak," so when you put the two of them 
together, "As Peter began to speak," and "while Peter was 















COGDILL-JACKSON DEBATE 13 

that faith excludes baptism He assumes, therefore, with­
trot proof, a proposition that denies every statement in the 
New Testament about the design of bapism. I want you 
to get that point. He reads and quotes the passages that 
say "saved by faith," that the sinner is saved by faith, 
and then assumes that faith in these passages excludes 
baptism. That it cannot and does not include obedience to 
the will of God. That it means by faith only, without any 
further act of obedience, and more especially without the 
act of baptism. And thus by testimony on the subject of 
faith and its relation to salvation, he would prove the prop­
osition that he is under obligation to prove. Yet his 
passages and his evidence say not one word about his prop. 
osition. Before bapt18m 18 the point. He can figure and 
symbolize all he wants to with reference to what the New 
Testament says but these passages in the word of God at 
the same time rest exactly where God leaves them. 

I want by the means of this chart tonight to present to 
you the relationship of baptism to salvation as the Bible 
presents it. In Mark 16:16 Jesus said: "He that believeth 
and is baptized shall be saved." Now he asked for the pas­
sage that said baptism is to result in the remission of sins 
- where is the passage that says the man who is baptized 
shall receive the remission of his sins. Why, Mr. Jackson, 
your proposition says "shall be saved," that the sinner is 





COGDILL-JACKSON DEBATE 15 

are we, and when are we the children of God by faith in 
Christ Jesus? We are the children of God by faith in Christ 
Jesus; those that have been baptized into Christ have 
put on Christ. "For as many Q.8 have been baptized into 
Christ have put on Christ:' 

He read a lot of passages about faith in or into Christ 
but how many passages on baptism in or into Christ did 
he offer you? Just how much emphasis did he give it? 
Does the fact that the Bible says "faith in Christ" y 
an . . C' an puts his faith or 
his trust into Christ, if you want to express it that way, 
but baptism puts the man into Christ. The man does not 
get into Christ without baptism. That's what Paul said 
about it in Galatians 3 :27. 

Then in I Peter 3 :21: "Baptism doth also now save us." 
Jackson says it doesn't. Peter by the Holy Spirit says it 
does - I'll take the Holy Spirit and Peter. So we find the 
relationship of baptism to salvation. The testimony on it 
in the word of God is that baptism stands between the 
sinner and the salvation of his soul in everyone of these 
passages. 

1. Baptism stands between the sinner and salvation. 
Mark 16 :15-16. 

2. Baptism stands between the sinner and the remis­
sion of sins - Acts 2 :38. 

3. Baptism stands between the sinner and the washing 
away of his sins - Acts 22:16. 

4. Baptism stands between the sinner and the saving 
power of the death of Christ - Romans 6 :3-4. 

5. Baptism stands between the sinner and getting into 
Christ - Romans 6 :3, Gal. 3 :26-27. 

6. Baptism stands between the sinner and resurrection 
into newness of life- Romans 6:4. 

7. Baptism stands between the sinner and being a 
child of God - Galatians 3:27. 

8. Baptism stands between the sinner and being saved 
now - I Peter S :21. 



16 COGDnJrJACKSONDEBATE 

I am asking D. N. Jackson tonight to walk up to the 
issue that his proposition states and deal with these pas­
sages that show the relation of baptism to salvation, and 
show us that baptism and salvation ought to be in the re­
verse order and that is first salvation then baptism. God 
never once said. it that way. That is his obligation, and his 
. proposition simply cannot be sustained without it. 

As we continue to look into the matter we find in Rom­
ans 6:3 Paul said: "Baptized into Christ Jesus - baptized 
into his death/' In verse four of the same sixth chapter he 
says, "Therefore, we are buried with him by baptism." 
That is, for the reason that we are baptized into the death 
of Christ; for the very reason that baptism puts us into 
his death, "we are buried with him. by baptism into death." 
That is, we are buried into a state of separation from sin, 
or death to sin; by this means we die to sin, that is, we 
are separated from sin, "that so we also" (that is in order 
to, or so that we) may be "raised up to walk in newness 
of life." In a comparative passage in Colossians 2:12:, 
"Buried with him in baptism, wherein also ye are risen 
with him through the faith of the operation of God, who 
hath raised him from'the dead." That!+it, friends, life af­
ter !be re!;'lUrtection. The resurrection after the burial. The 
bilrfal in the act of baptism. And that's when the sinner 
gets his life, when he has been buried and raised. He is 
raised so that he might walk in newness of life. And Paul 
said that resurrection is conditioned upon faith in the fact 
that Jesus Christ was raised from the dead by the power 
of God. In these passages Paul emphasizes that our resur­
rection from the baptismal grave into a new life is con­
ditioned upon that faith, the faith that we have in our 
hearts in God's work in the resurrection of Jesus from 
the dead. Verse 13, Colossians 2, declares that "those who 
were dead in sin have been quickened tog6ther with him, 
having been forgiven all our trespasses." Made alive in 
Christ Jesus, and Paul identifies that quickening, or that 
being made alive in Christ, in verse 13, as the time when 
we have our trespasses and our sins forgiven. When our 



COGDILL-JACKSON DEBATE 17 

sins are forgiven we are made alive, we are made alive 
when we are raised, and we are raised when we have been 
buried, and the Bible teaches that we are buried in bap.­
tism. The relationship then of baptism to the new life is 
exactly the same as baptism to salvation in everyone of 
these passages to which we have referred. 

1. Buried by baptism into death. 
2. Raised in baptism into newness of life. 
3. That newness of life is forgiveness of our trespasses. 

Now he has talked to us about the believer having life 
in Christ, and I believe that, but what believer is it? Paul 
tells you. Galatians 3 :26-27. It is the believer who is bap­
tized into Christ. The life, John said in I John 5:11, is in 
his Son - Life is in Christ. What believer is it that has 
that life; that is "passed out of death unto life," that 
John 5 :24 talks about ? It is the believer that has be(ln 
baptized into Christ, where the life is. By faith baptized 
into Christ. Paul said it in Galatians 3 :26-27. In Christ 
is where the life is. I John 5:11. The believer that is 
passed out of death into life is the believer then that has 
been baptized into Christ Jesus Mr. Jackson is under 
obligation to show us some other way of getting into Christ 
that is taught in the Bible. His proposition obligate8 
kim to find an unbaptized believer who was in Chmt. 

We have another chart or two here on that point, that 
we want to emphasize. Who is the believer that is 8aved. 
Now I am not going to take up everyone of his passages 
on faith separately, they do not constitute a separate ar­
gument. The passages that Mr. Jackson has used on the 
theme of faith, that is, the believer being saved are: Ga­
latians 3:26, John 3:16, 18, John 6:40-47, John 11:25-26, 
John 5:24, John 3:14, 16, and Romans 5:1, Romans 3 :24, 
John 16 :33, Acts 15 :9, I John 5 :10, John 6 :35, and Acts 
10 :43. These are not separate arguments. They all con­
mitute exactly the same argument. But I believe, and want 
·him to know that I accept everY passage on the believer 
being saved that he has mentioned, and any others that 
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death. And the fact remains that Exodus 14 :82 tells us 
'iliat "God saved Israel that day." What day? Why, the 
day that they by faith marched through the Red Sea as on 
dry ground in obedience to the will of God, singing the song 
of deliverance on the other side. That is the day that Is­
rael was saved. 

Well, with reference to repentance and faith, let's look 
at another thing. The Baptists say that repentance precedes 
faith. The Bible talks about "repentance unto life." Acts 
11 :18. The Bible talks about "repentance and the remis­
sion of sins." Luke 24 :47. Preached first in the name of 
Christ in Luke 24 :47, in the city of Jerusalem on the Day 
of Pentecost, when the Spirit came. If repentance is unto 
life, and repentance precedes the remission of sins accord­
ing to Jackson's argument the man who repents has life 
and the remission of sins befMe he believes. And so, ac­
cording :to his own argument, that is the way he applies 
the passages on faith; why they don't mention baptism he 
says, neither do these passages mention faith. "Repentance 
unto life," and "Repentance and remission of sins" do 
not mention faith therefore I suppose Jackson would say 
faith is unnecessary. The passage says that "God hath 
granted the Gentiles repentance unto life." Acts 11 :18. 
"Repentance and the remission of sins," Luke 24:47. They 
don't mention faith, Mr. Jackson, and if your argument 
on baptism is worth one cent, then you can prove that a 
man is saved back here when he repents unto life, accord­
ing to your own doctrine, before he believes. 

With reference to the blood of Christ its purifying pow­
er, I believe in peace and in purity of heart by the blood of 
Christ. With reference to when it purifies, Paul tells us 
in Hebrews 10 :22 that it eleaJlses onr bearts from an evil 
conScience when odi are washed with ure water-= 

a re ers to baptism and Mr. Jackson will not deny it. 
There is the connection. When does the blood of Christ 
cleanse your heart from an evil conscience? Why that takes 
place when your body is washed with pure water, when 
the man by faith is baptized into Christ, when he is raised 
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to walk in newness of life, when he is baptized into the 
death of Christ, he comes forth from that death, having 
come in contact with the blood, by an obedient faith, he 
comes forth purified and cleansed. "Having our hearts 
sprinkled from an evil conscience." I Peter 3 :21. "The 
like figure whereunto even baptism doth also now save us, 
not the putting away of the filth of the flesh, but the ans­
wer (the Revised Version renders it "interrogation" 01' 

"inquiry") of a good conscience toward God." When does 
the answer of a good conscience come? Mr. Jackson, you 
picked the wrong proof text there. Every passage you use 
that mentions baptism disproves your proposition. This 
passage declares that the conscience is not cleansed by the 
blood of Christ until baptism. The answer of a cleansed or 
good conscience cannot be correctly sought from God until 
God has been obeyed by faith in the act of baptism. 

I thank you. 



COGDILL-JACKSON DEBATE 27 

JACKSON'S SECOND AFFIRMATIVE 

Gentlemen Moderators, Ladies and Gentlemen: 

My opponent kept reminding me to walk right up to the 
issue. Let me remind my opponent "Quit running from the 
issue". Now, if he touched my speech, I'm sure you failed 
to see it. Now, I'm expecting better things of my opponent 
during this debate. I appreciate his fire and his vim, but 
thunder doesn't kill. It takes lightning. He said, "Why not 
walk up to the issue, Jackson". How many of you heard him 
reply to Eph. 2 :8-10, Titus 3 :5, Romans 11 :6. One argu­
ment I made. I don't have any other speech tonight. I sup­
pose he saved his reply until I am off the floor when I 
can't reply. Is that the issue? "For by grace are ye saved, 
through faith, and that not of yourselves, it is the gift of 
God, not of works, lest any man should boast, for we are 
his workmanship, created in Christ Jesus unto good works!' 
Did he reply? Where's the issue? Titus 3 :5, "Not by works 
of righteousness 'that we have done, but according to his 
mercy saved us by the washing of regeneration and renew­
ing of the Holy Spirit." I made an argument on t hat. 
Where's the issue? Friend, walk up to it. Romans 11 :6, "If 
it's by grace, then it can't be by works, otherwise grace is 
no more grace." If by works no more grace, cannot be of 
grace otherwise work is no more work, there's the issue. 
Baptism is a work. And salvation can't be by baptism and 
grace combined, because we are created in Christ Jesus 
unto good works. Baptism is a good work, we are created 
unto it. That's the issue. Friend, don't run from the issue. 
Did you hear him say anything about the argument I made 
on Cornelius receiving the Spirit, magnifying God, speak­
ing with tongues before baptism, and that he knew the 
word. I quoted to him Acts 10:44-47, and then also in Acts 
10 :37 and showed that they knew the word, and that while 
Peter was speaking the Holy Spirit fell upon them. Here's 
the Holy Spirit that came. You remember I have used the 
scripture in John 14 :17 "Whom the world cannot receive" 
and in Gal. 4 :6, "Because ye are sons God hath sent forth 
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his Spirit in your hearts, crying Abba, Father." And 
the Holy Spirit came upon them before baptism, there­
fore he was a son before baptism. That's the issue. Did 
you hear him reply? But he'll do better later. My friend 
is a promising young man. But, why wait until I can't 
say anymore tonight, when I introduced these in my 
first speech. You remember I made the argument Rom­
ans 10 :4, "Christ is the end of law for righteousness 
to everyone that believeth", and I indicated a cross 
here on the board, and over here baptism before, and 
I said my opponent says when you come ,to baptism then 
are 'ye made free from sin, therefore baptism or the creek 
is the end of the law and not Christ. I want him to put 
Baptism whether between law and Christ, or where is it? 
Where is it? That's what I said awhile ago, where's the 
issue. 

I quoted Romans 8:2. We are freed from this law of 
condemnation by the law of the Spirit of Clirist. And since 
that is so, we are freed from that law of condemnation, 
we come to Christ first, and when we come to Christ first 
then we are saved, and we're saved before we get to the 
creek Thank God for that. I mentioned Acts 2 :41. They 
that gladly received the word were baptized. And he said 
that the Spirit is in the word, and how can you receive 
the word if the Spirit is in the word, according to their 
position, without receiving the Spirit also, and they gladly 
received the word, and therefore they must have received 
the Spirit beforehand. Did he say anything about that? 
You remember I said the believer has the witness in his 
spirit. Did he say 'anything about that? Now, Mr. Cogdill, 
don't calIon anybody to meet the issue unless you are will­
ing to try at least. He said Jackson and the Baptist people 
teach faith that excludes baptism. I made that clear in my 
opening remarks. We don't teach faith that excludes bap­
tism. We teach a faith that puts us into Christ and then 
we are prepared to be baptized. Just like we also teach 
that a child of God should take the Lord's Supper. You 
might say that Jackson teaches a doctrine of faith that 
excludes the Lord's Supper. Well, a person is supposed to 
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kind. Now he's going to grab a little old manual over there 
and when he grabs a manual - about the fruits of regen­
eration. The fruits of regeneration. And he misunderstands 
that. That writer didn't say anything about that the re­
generation coming before repentance and faith. Baptists 
. don't teach it. I taught it, the Bible teaches it, that we must 
repent and believe in the Lord Jesus Christ to be saved. 
But the fruits of regeneration one thing and faith and re­
pentance coming after regeneration, that's another. Now, 
ladies and gentlemen, I have covered everything, I have 
given to you some additional facts. I ask my opponent now 
to come to the issue, grapple with the issue. Why don't run 
around, don't go away and say I said this and I said that. 
D. N. Jackson says that a man repents of his sins, believes 
in .the Lord Jesus Christ, and he is saved when he does 
that. When a man repents and believes he is saved. I've 
quoted the scripture to that effect. 

New let me give you another argument in the closing one 
minute and half of my time. And so here is the argument. 
The fact that a true confession which is made before bap­
tism signifies the presence of God in the confessor shows 
that salvation is obtained before baptism. Here it is, Acts 
8 :87 ''Philip says, If thou believest with all thine heart, 
thou mayest. And he answered and said, I believe that 
Jesus Christ is the Son of God". Here is the Ethiopian of­
ficer telling the Evangelist Philip that he believed that 
Jesus Christ is the Son of God. They were going along and 
they came to a certain water and Philip said - the Eunuch 
said, "Here is water, wh.at doth hinder me to be baptized". 
And you know what Philip said? He said, "If thou believ­
est with all thine heart thou mayest", and he said, "I be­
lieve that Jesus Christ is the Son of Godu • Turn to I John 
4:15, "Whomsoever confesseth that Jesus Christ is the 
Son of· God, God dwells in him, and he dwells in God". 
Therefore, this person was in God and God was in him, 
and he was saved, and as he went down into the water he 
was a child of God, and said so before hand, and I Cor. 
12:3 says, "No man can say that Jesus is the Christ but 
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by the Holy Ghost", and the Holy Spirit is there. I ask you 
friends, in the light of an eternity will you not give your 
hearts to God tonight. "Come unto me all ye that labor and 
are heavy laden and I will give you rest." Jesus promises 
to give you rest, and that's sweet rest, by believing, by 
trusting in Him. 
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COGDILL'S SECOND NEGA11VE 

Mr. Jackson, Gentlemen Moderators, Ladies and Gentle­
men: 

I'm just as sorry as I can be that Mr. Jackson wasn't 
satisfied with my first speech, but I'm not in the least bit 
surprised. I didn't expect him to be, and I think he is going 
to be less satisfied with this one. I want to start right where 
the gentleman left off. He accused me of misrepresenting 
Baptists with reference to the matter of regeneration by 
the Holy Spirit preceding repentance and faith. We're go­
ing to find out about that the first thing. It isn't my busi­
ness to misrepresent anybody, and I didn't misrepresent 
Baptist doctrine on that point, as I'll be abundantly able to 
show you. The first thing I want to do is to point out to you 
that Mr. Jackson in a book that he wrote, "Are We Mis­
sionary Baptists", when he was trying to prove that the 
particular group of Baptists with which he is associated 
are Missionary Baptists, and therefore just as Missionary 
as the Convention Baptists are, that they do not recognize, 
and that do not recognize them, when he was trying to 
prove their identity in that respect he quoted from Dr. 
W. A. Jarrell, the author of Baptist Church Perpetuity, 
writing in the American Baptist Flag, in June the 16th is­
sue, 1898. At least on some points he recognizes Dr. Jar­
rell's authority, and I suppose he will be willing tonight to 
accept what Dr. Jarrell says with reference to what' I said 
about Baptist doctrine. Therefore, I want to read to you 
what Dr. Jarrell says about the point in exactly the words 
he said it, and if any'body misrepresented Baptist doctrine, 
then Dr. Jarrell, the Baptist preacher and Baptist author­
ity that Mr. Jackson quotes to prove some things by is the 
man that does the misrepresenting. Here it is, in Dr. J ar­
rell's book, "The Gospel in Water", I believe is the name 
of it, page 495. Section 4. the order of time in which re­
generation, repentance and faith take place. "From what 
has been said in this chapter on the origin and nature of 
repentance and faith, that the1J are the consequentiaZ ef-
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ance and faith are not necessary in order to become a child 
of God. And if you can't see that, you don't need to worry 
about what it takes to be saved. No need to be bothered 
about that. If a man can receive the Holy Spirit and be 
regenerated by the Spirit and a new heart produced in him 
back here, by being born again by the Spirit, and their con­
fession of faith says that regeneration is the new birth­
regenerated or born again-they are used as identical, as 
twin terms, before he eithe}' repents and believes; and if a 
man can"t receive the Holy Spirit until he is a child of God, 
and if he is a chUd of God when he receives the Holy Spirit, 
I want to know in what sense under heaven could repent­
ance and believing be conditions of becoming a child of 
God. Why, he even gives up faith, and he gives up repent­
ance. He not only doesn't believe in baptism, he doesn't 
believe that faith is essential to salvation. He is denying 
his own proposition that a sinner is saved by grace through 
faith. Then they stretch that thing out, and when you begin 
to press them they'll say, "No, salvation takes place over 
here at faith." Well, all right, what about regeneration or 
the new birth - can a man be regenerated or born again 
without being saved - regenerated when the Spirit comes 
but not saved until he believes? 

His arguments on faith would prove that when a man 
repents because it is unto life and because it doesn't men­
tion faith, therefore it eliminates faith, and excludes it 
because he is saved already. They corne right on over here, 
and in his concluding argument, that minute and a half 
that he had left, he made an argument on the matter of 
confession. Well, must a man confess, does he confess the 
good confession that he talked about? Yes, made by the 
Spirit. Why, I believe that. By the testimony of the Spirit, 
faith is planted in the heart, and then the faith is eon­
fessed. But when does he confess his faith, Mr. Jackson? 
After he believes or before he believes? If a man confesses 
his faith before he believes he confesses something that he 
doesn't have, and therefore confesses a lie. Well, if he is 
saved at the moment of faith, and the confession is not 
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made until after faith, what does your argument prove for 
you. Your proposition does not affirm confession as a con­
diUon of salvation. Yet confession is unto salvation, Paul 
says. (Rom. 10:10) How could that be if he is already 
saved at the moment of faith? Why it would only prove that 
a man isn't saved back here when he does believe. If the 
confession is made by the Holy Spirit, and that proves that 
he is a child of God, it must take place after he believes, 
that on.ly proves that the sinner is not saved when )ir. 
Jackson tries to tell us that be is. 

But I've told you that he tries to stretch faith out back 
here to embrace the Holy Spirit and regeneration and the 
new birth, and he tries to make it embrace confession and 
the love of God, and all of that, but he just can't possibly 
stretch it far enough to include an act authorized by the 
authority of the Son of God who died to save our souls; 
taught in his word, and therefore the will of God and the 
revelation of the Holy Spirit. Faith just can't include that. 
Baptism is not an act of faith. Baptism is a work and that 
eliminates faith. Mr Jackson argues that faith and works 
just both can't enter into salvation. They can't exist to­
gether. He tries to prove that by a passage that teaches 
that justification by faith in Christ makes impossible justi­
fication by the works of the law of Moses - Romans 4 :5. 
What about other kinds of works? Does faith eliminate 
every kind of work? Well, let's see. We want to look into 
this matter of works. He had a lot to say about me saving 
arguments until my last speech. This is not the last speech 
on this issue. It isn't and he knows that. I want this audi­
ence to witness now that he doesn't believe in saving argu­
ments and the answers to arguments until his last speech. 
Before this debate is over we are going to remind him of 
that. Tomorrow night we are going to discuss the ,same 
issue that we are discussing tonight. He will have all the 
opportunity he wants, two thirty minute speeches tomor­
row night, and he doesn't need to be crying about it now. 

Salvation and works. What does the Bible teach about 
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from past sins or eternal salvation? Now which one. It 
makes baptism necessary to some kind of salvation, a con­
dition of being saved in some sense, and if it is necessary 
to eternal salvation then you'll lose your point on apostasy, 
for then a child of God can't go to heaven without being 
baptized. Where do you stand? Just as sure as you live, 
it is necessary to salvation 'one time or another. Jesus 
said "He that believeth and is baptized shall be saved". 
When does it mean remission of sins, when does it mean 
salvation eternally? Why, there is the passage, the very 
passage he asked for, and still he accused me of not pro­
ducing it. Is he going to deny that salvation and the re­
mission of sins are identical. Surely not. 

Well, let's look again at this matter of faith and works. 
I John 2:28, "He that doeth righteousness is born of God." 
What kind of righteousness is that, Mr. Jackson? Is that 
man's righteousness or God's righteousness? He that doeth 
not righteousness is born of God, Mr. Jackson says. He 
that wOl'keth not righteousness is not born of God is what 
the Bible says. Then in I John 3 :7, "Let no one deceive you, 
he that doeth righteousness, is righteous." Then the man 
is not righteous who does not do righteousness. Then I 
hear another passage, Titus 3 :8-14 - Good works - and 
you know he talked about created in Christ Jesus unto 
good works - that we are created in Christ, Eph. 2 :10, 
unto good works. Well, I don't deny that, but I do deny that 
baptism is among those good works. Mr. Jackson, baptism 
is not the works of the Christian life, baptism isn't even 
the first work of a Christian life. Baptism stands right 
squarely in front 'Of the works of a Christian life. Jesus said 
in Matt. 28: 19-20: "Go ye therefore and teach all nations, 
baptizing them into the name of the Father, of the Son 
and the Holy Spirit, teaching them to observe all things 
whatsoever I have commanded you, and I will be with you 
unto the end of the world". There are the good works to­
ward which or into which we are created in Christ Jesus, 
but you don't even believe in them a¥d you'll deny them in 
the proposition on apostasy, You don't believe the child 
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of God must do good works to be saved eternally. Why, of 
course he will. He doesn't believe that those good works 
into which he is trying to classify baptism are essential 
and necessary. He believes that the believer is saved, and 
he'I1·tell us, and you know he nearly got on the question of 
apostasy in this last speech; better save that Mr. Jackson, 
we're going to have two nights on that before this debate 
is over; the believer is saved and saved eternally - he's 
going to be affirming before this debate is over and admit­
ting that the unbeliever is eternally saved if he is not care­
ful - you just wait and see. What believer is it that's sav­
ed? Why, it's the believer that is baptized, and that be­
liever thus created in Christ Jesus, a new creature in 
Christ because he has been buried with Christ, buried into 
death, that's the man, and he has been raised into newness 
of life. Into newness of life - a new creature in Christ 
Jesus, baptized into Christ. That's where we are a new 
creature, and that's where the life is, and he is raised into 
that newness of life, and then it is his obligation to per­
form those good works. 

(4) But we have the works of the law of Moses, and he 
went to Rom. 4, where Pau] talks about being saved by faith 
and not of works. Why, Paul was talking about the case 
of Abraham. His argument in Romans 4, is that Abraham 
was saved by faith 430 years before the law of Moses was 
given, therefore without the works of the .law of Moses. 
Then if Abraham could be justified before the 1 a w of 
Moses was given, we can be justified since the law of . 
Moses has been taken away. He talked about Christ, in 
Romans 10:4 being the end of the law. Why, that means 
"aim". The very aim of the law of Moses was to bring us 
unto Christ, and Christ isn't the end of alI law, Mr. Jack­
son. I Corinthians 9 :21, Paul said "We are under law to 
Christ." If you are going to try to make Romans 10:4 mean 
that Christ has done away with aU law, we are not under 
law to Christ. Note that down. I Cor. 9 :21. All law has not 
been abolished in Christ Jesus; that isn't it. 

(5) Wen, then we have another kind of works, and that's 
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the works of our own righteousness. Titus 8 :5. He said I 
didn't refer to it. Why I did. I talked about Titus 8:8 and 
14, and told him there were the works, there are the works 
up there that he was talking about - good works. Down 
here are the works which we ourselves did. Paul talks about 
the works of his own righteousness, in Romans 10 :8. The 
works that they undertook to perform through their tra­
ditions and additions to the law of Moses, and upon which 
they stood. Now I want Mr. Jackson to tell us which of 
these, which of these works that the Bible talks about con­
flict with grace. Does the work of God conflict with grace? 
Does the 'Work of faith conflict with grace? Does the 
work of God's righteousness conflict with grace? I ask 
him to come on and say it if he believes it. Where 
does baptism classify in the premises? As the good works 
of the Christian life? Why, if it does, it is the only good 
work that a Christian can' perform just one time. There 
isn't another good work that he can mention, not another 
single one, the Lord's Supper, contributing on the Lord's 
Day, and all the rest to which he referred, that isn't con­
tinuous in its nature. You can't just give one Sunday and 
never give any more, and do what God teaches. You can't 
just observe the Lord's Supper one time and never do it 
anymore. But a man does not continue in baptism. The very 
nature of it distinguishes it from all the good works of the 
Christian life that he had so much to say about. Now where 
does baptism classify in these premises here? Why, it is 
a work of God's righteousness, wrought by faith in our 
hearts. It is therefore a work of God. Originating with God, 
taught in his word, established by his divine authority, 
ordained by him, and performed by faith in the heart of 
the individual. Baptism isn't included in the works of the 
law that nullify grace. Romans 11. No, it isn't the works 
of the law that would nullify faith. Romans 4. But it is the 
works' of faith, the works of God's righteousness. The man 
can't even be baptized until and unless he does believe. It 
is the act of faith. That's the reason why an inspired 
preacher said until you believe with all your heart you 
can't be baptized. Baptism unto remission of sins is justi-
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fication by grace through faith. 

Well, let's notice another thing. He said that my wit­
nesses back there with reference to the chicken thief - and 
you know he tried to turn that to mean tilllt I was compar­
ing stealing chickens with something in connection with 
Christ. Now, Mr. Jackson, that is unworthy of you. I had 
no such thought as that in mind, and you missed the point 
that I did have in mind, or else you ignored it. My point 
was that all of your passages on faith that say nothing 
about baptism prove nothing with reference to baptism. 
You can't prove a thing by a man that didn't see it. You 
know what constitutes evidence. A man that didn't see 
can't prove anything, and a man that doesn't say anything 
about a thing, his witness wouldn't be any good, and your 
passages say nothing with reference to baptism. 

Let's get this chart back over here, on the believer. We 
want to look at that matter again. The saved believer, who 
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salvation, which is under discussion, that a man receives 
the Holy Spirit, that his soul or heart is operated upon by 
the Holy Spirit, that by such operation of the Holy Spirit, 
regeneration or the new birth is produced and that after 
such occurs man repents or believes. They believe that the 
Holy Spirit operates upon the heart of the sinner, and that 
as a result of that he is regenerated. They identify that as 
the new birth. And I read it to you from their Confessions 
of Faith. These are not mere assertions with reference to 
their doctrine. I read it not only from the Confessions of 
Faith but from a great scholar that they have recognized 
and that Dr. Jackson even quotes from in his own book. 
Then as a result of this regeneration, the fruit 01' the evi­
dences of it, the Baptist Manual and the Baptist Creeds 
tell us, is repentance. It's a fruit of the regeneration; and 
then belief, arranging it in their order. Now then, they 
say further that confession belongs somewhere in this ar­
rangement. And he himself used the good confession as 
a reason-that a man cannot make it except by the Spirit, 
and that's the way the Word of God teaches the matter, 
that it must be revealed that Jesus Christ is the Lord before 
we can confess it, and that confession is made before bap­
tism and thus a man according to Dr. Jackson has the 
Holy Spirit before he is baptized and is therefore saved. 
Paul tells us in Romans 10 :10 that the confession is unto 
salvation therefore comes before salvation. Mr. Jackson said 
that if a man makes that good confession, he makes it by 
the Spirit, and he cannot make it without the Spirit, and 
if he makes it by the Spirit, that is evidence that he is al­
ready a child of God, even before he is baptized. I pointed 
out to him last night that confessing has to follow faith, 
that it must follow faith-that a man cannot confess unless 
he does believe, without confessing a lie. Then, if his argu­
ment on confession is of any evidence at aU with reference 
to baptism, it would prove that salvation does not take 
place at the time of faith, but it takes place after faith for 
the confession is unto salvation. Mr. Jackson has trouble 
telling us when the sinner is saved. If at the point of faith, 
then confetlsion is not unto salvation, unless confession can 
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any exception to that. The baptized believer, the obedient 
believer, is the saved believer, under the gospel of the Lord 
Jesus Christ. That is it. I called upon him for evidence of 
the fact that a single· one of these passages was talking 
about an unbaptized believer. What did he do about it? 
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Baptist doctrine gets him into. Think about a regenerated 
-born again-child of God-having to remain in the king­
dom of the Devil until a Baptist preacher can be given per­
mission by the Baptist Church to baptize him. You talk 
about putting dependence in the man-giving him power 
over the soul-that makes God helpless to claim one of his 
own children and make him a citizen in His kingdom and 
get him out of the kingdom of the Devil unless a Baptist 
preacher is found and the Baptist church is willing. 

You know they have a difficult time on another matter, 
telling us just when the sinner is saved, because they teach 
that salvation is wholly of grace, unconditional, that the 
sinner is wholly passive and inactive in his conversion be­
cause of an inherent nature that is totally depraved. His 
regeneration must therefore be due to the fact that he is 
one of the elect of God, predestined unto salvation by the 
choice and purpose of God, and must be wrought mirac­
ulously upon his soul by the power of God through the Holy 
Spirit. Now again, let's see whether or not that is what they 
teach. 

In the New Hampshire Confession of Faith, Article 7, 
"TOOt in order to be saved, we must be regenerated or born 
again. That regtme1'ation. consists in giving a holy dispo­
sitiDn to ·that mind, and is effected in a manner above our 
compreheM01I. or calculati01l., by the power of the Holy 
Spirit in connection with divine truth." 

In the Philadelphia Confession of Faith, Chapter 9, Para­
graph S: "Man by his taU into a state of Bin. hath wlwlly 
lost all ability of will to an.y spiritual good accompanying 
salvation." 

In Chapter 10, Paragraph 1: "Those whom God hath 
predestinated unto Ute, he is pleased in his appointed and 
accepted time effectuaUy to call by his word and Spirit." 

Paragraph 2: "This effectual call is by God's tree and 
special grace alone, not from anything at all foreseen in 
man, not from any power or agency in the creature co­
working with his special grace, the creature being whoU'V 
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he didn't question that. He did not deny it. We pointed 
out to you that the unsaved believer was the believer that 
had believed into Christ, but had not repented and was 
therefore condemned because he had not repented; that 
had not confessed, and was therefore not saved because he 
would not confess Christ; that did not love God because 
they loved the praise of men more than they loved the glory 
of God. 

I want in the last few minutes of this speech tonight to 
call your attention to another passage. Eph. 2 :8-9. Here 
is a chart on it. Titus 2 :11-12: "The grace of God has ap-

peal'ed bringing salvation to all men, teaching us that 
denying ungodliness and worldly lusts we should live 
soberly, righteously, and godly in this present world." 
Romans 5:1-2: "Justified by faith," and through faith 
PaUl says we have access into God's grace, but Ga­
latians 5:6 says that it is a faith that works by love-that 
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passing through nullify grace or faith? Certainly not. Did 
Naaman's dipping nullify grace or faith? Certainly not. 
Neither, my friends, does baptism nullify grace or faith. 

And I thank you. 
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JACKSON'S FIRST NEGATIVE 

Gentlemen Moderators, Ladies and Gentlemen: 

We have listened to a very nice little speech, and I hate 
to have to spoil it, but we are going to have to spoil it by 
the truth of the Lord. I want you to notice that the issue 
is clearly defined. Is it blood before water, or is it water 
before blood? I maintain that it is the blood of Christ be-7 
fore water. My opponent BAYS that it is w.ater...Q.efore bloQ!l •• 
Now which one is right? Do we get to the creek before we 
get to the blood of Christ, or must we come to the blood of 
Christ before we can come to the creek. Now before I be­
gin to follow him, I have a few questions that I have to ask, 
and I expect him to answer these questions. 

"It 

1. Can one believe into "eis" Christ without being baptized? 
2. Did the Israelites come under the blood of the lamb be­

fore they reached the Red Sea, or in the Red Sea? 
3. Did the Israelites go from the night of the Passover to 

the Red Sea as j):ee men or as slaves, still in bondage? 
4. Does Acts 2 :38 reveal the complete plan of salvation? 
5. As you teach works are essential to salvation how much 

works must one do to be saved? 
6. Should one be baptized with a dead faith or with a Jim. 

faith? -7. If a person is baptized with a live faith, is he dead or 
alive to God before baptism? 

8. Do you baptize a child of God or a child of the devil? 
9. What kind of relationship does a man with a live faith 

sustain to God before baptism? 
10. Does the penitent believer love God or the devil? 
11. If a penitent believer goes to baptism by a live faith 

can he not also go to heaven by the same faith should 
he die before baptism? 

12. Is the sinner begotten of God before baptism or in the 
act of baptism? If before is he an embryo until bap­
tism'l 
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18. Where is a'man born of God? In or out of the water? 
14. If one has heard the word, repented of his sins, be­

lieved in Christ, confessed him to be the Son of God, 
and desires to be baptized, will he be lost in hell should 
he die before baptism? 

15. Can one be saved unless he is a member of the church 
to which you belong? 

16. Did John the Baptist and the disciples of Christ during 
his personal ministry on earth baptize people for, in 
order to obtain remission of sins? If so, when were they 
saved? I will thank my friend very heartily for answers 
to those questions. 

My opponent has misrepresented what we teach. He 
purports to prove by a manual, and here is what he under­
takes to prove: that Baptists teach that a person is regen­
erated before he has faith and repentance. Now that is 
foreign to Baptist teaching, as we are maintaining it, and -then he also says that we believe in unconditional salvation, 
when I spent last night showing you that people must re­
pent and believe, and gave you a number of scriptures prov­
ing that, and yet he comes back with the audacity and tells 
you that we say that it is unconditional. Is it not conditional 
when he have faith and repentance? And now he quotes 
from a manual. Let me now expose him in his misrepre­
sentations. Speaking about regeneration. "Men must be 
regenerated or born again. That regeneration consists in 
giving a holy disposition to the mind - that it is effected 
in a manner above our comprehension by the Holy Spirit in 
connection with divine truth." Now is that not conditional? 
"In . connection with divine truth," and here it is. Not only 
in connection with divine truth, but we showed you ,that a 
man must repent snd that he must believe the Lord Jesus 
Christ and those are the two conditions of a man's redemp­
tion. Notice also: "So as to secure our voluntary obedience 
to the gospel, and that its proper evidence appears in the 
holy fruits of repentance, faith and newness of life." Now 
he says that the fruits of repentance and. faith showing 
that regeneration resulted in those two things. But he's 









76 COGDILL-JACKSON DEBATE 

man must believe, and then of course he is on his road to 
heaven now, but must not be baptized. Now, if repentance 
and faith and baptism are conditions for salvation, why not 
over here, since this man has apostatized and in a worse 
condition than he was on that side. Now, the question is 
why not baptize him the second time. Why not? Why not? 

Now I shall follow his speech, argument for argument, 
if you call them arguments. And I will allow him the privi­
lege of thinking they are anyhow. But we'll see. Last night 
he got lost between his chart and his notes and went ramb­
ling. I want to notice his proposition: The scriptures teach 
that the penitent believer must be bapized for (in order to 
obtain) the remission of sins. Now think a moment-a 
penitent believer. He is penitent, and he is a believer, and 
this penitent believer must be baptized now in order to 
be saved. This penitent believer dying without being bap. 
tized. Will this penitent believer go to heaven or go to hell? 
Now notice it will you. And he says in order to obtain-I 
challenge him to show in the word of God where it says 
that it is in order to obtain. One passage, not two. One pas­
sage. Oh, he quoted Acts 2 :38, Mark 16 :16. The fact of 
the business is he got excited last night and introduced his 
affirmative arguments last night and he had nothing for 
tonight. What kind of a believer does he baptize? All right, 
here is what he says. Hebrews 11 :1. I baptize one that has 
the conviction in his heart. He said that. Well, let's notice 
Hebrews 11:1: "Faith is the assurance of things hoped for 
and the conviction of things not seen," and I am reading it 
because the word that is translated where it says, "Now 
faith is the substance," it ;s the 8ssuranee.-DOW notice that 
the man has faith, and the man that has the faith has the 
assurance, and when does he have faith before or after bap.. 
tism? He has faith before baptism, and therefore the person 
who has faith before baptism, has rthe assurance of things 
hoped for. Thank you_ my friend, that's rily passage, and 
it's a good one. 

Again, Acta 2 :88-he didn't make his argument on that. 
He mentioned it-ran-he's afraid of Acts 2 :8a: "Repent 
and be baptized everyone of you in the name of Jesus 
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to you. You receive the bills, you receive the contents. My 
opponent's position would have it, that the Holy Spirit 
would go with a person up to the point where he was to be 
baptized, and then jump out of the word and say "I'll meet 
you in the creek, because I'll not go with you into the wa­
ter." I won't do that. I'll come to you, and here it is in the 
word, and the person received the word, and he received 
the word before baptism, therefore the Spirit of God must 
be in the word according to his own position. 

Notice again Mark 16:16. He says Mark 16:16 is the 
same promise of remission as we find in Luke 24 :47. That 
is the point of dispute. He didn't prove it. The remission 
of sins never conditioned upon baptism. I challenged him 
last night to show me one passage in the Bible that said 
"shall receive remission of sins" as connected with baptism. 
I asked him to do that. Shall receive. Now notice Acts 10 :43, 
"To him give all the prophets witness that through his 
name whosoever that believeth in Him shall obtain," or shall 
receive, "the remission of their sins." There's the words 
"shall receive," and I challenged him to show where "shall 
receive" is connected with baptism. But it's connected with 
faith, and the person that believed in Him shall receive­
shall receive-the remission of their sins. 

He says that we cannot change God's law of pardon. I 
am not trying to change any law of pardon, if such a thing 
exists. But baptism is not implied, baptism is not stated, 
and a person does not have to be baptized in order that he 
might be forgiven, but the person who is saved should be 
baptized. 

He said I preached repentance and faith last night to 
the exclusion of baptism, and that we'd left baptism out 
entirely. I didn't do it. I preached that we are to have faith 
in the Lord Jesus Christ, and that faith would lead us to 
do the will of the Master. I said there is a'faith. by faith 
the elders obtained a good report. It does exclude baptism 
as a condition of salvation, but it does not exclude baptism 
as one of the acts of a Christian man, in the walk and the 
service' of our Master. 
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believe on him." There is the will, and when a person be. 
lieves on him, then there is the person that is saved. He 
does obey him. Here is a man that is going to be arrested, 
and I say, submit yourself to arrest, and he obeys. Tell me 
what all he. does to obey? He obeys, he submits. We obey the 
Lord Jesus Christ, certainly so, and after we are saved. 
:why then we obey him and follow him whithersoever he: 
bids us to go. The thief on the cross, up a pole, .above the 
high water mark, there's the man that obeyed him. Was 
he baptized? There he was. What law of pardon did he 
obey 80 far as physical acts were concerned? There he was, 
and he was a saved man. "This day shalt thou be with me 
in paradise." Then you turn to Lnke 8 :42, the blind man­
received his sight, "Thy faith hath saved thee." Here we 
find are conditions of Balvation. And he said Repent-Re­
pent-Repent and then he said, "Believe on the Lord Jesus 
Christ" 

And then notice I Cor. 4:15 "In Christ Jesus I have be· 
gotten you through the gospel." The word "begotten" is 
from the Greek word ,meaning "to bring to 
life." Paul said I have begotten you through the gospel, and 
yet Paul said that I baptized none of you but Crispus and 
Gaius. I baptized also the household of Stephanas, besides 
I know not whether I baptized any other. Paul brought 
them into life, and yet he did not baptize them. He'll say 
well, somebody else did, but Paul said I brought you into 
life-I have begotten you through the gospel, and since he 
did it, and yet he didn't baptize them, therefore baptism· is 
not essential to being brought into life. 

I thank you. 
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COGDILL'S SECOND AFFIRMATIVE 

Mr. Jackson, Gentlemen Moderators, Ladies and Gentle­
men: 

I am pretty well convinced that the gentleman jus t 
doesn't like any speech that I have made or am going to 
make. He keeps repeatedly telling us that I just don't make 
them to suit him. I didn't expect to do that to begin with. 
The fact of the business is that I am just sure that won't 
happen during this debate. The first point I want to deal 
with tonight in this speech is the matter of misrepresenting 
Baptist doctrine. I am surprised at Mr. Jackson. Ordinari­
ly a man who is willing to come out in defense of what 
he teaches, like Mr. Jackson is, whenever he is called upon 
to do so, or has a good reason or excuse for doing so, is 
willing to walk right up and meet the issue, and when you 
really press him on what he does teach, is willing to try 
to defend it. I appreciate the fact that Mr. Jackson is a 
man of a disposition to want to make a defense of what he 
teaches. There are a lot <>f preachers, even a lot of preach­
ers in his church, that won't do that, but I am surprised 
in the fact that even though he is willing to try to put up 
some kind of a defense, he will deny that he teaches what 
his creed says, and what the creed that he endorses says 
that he teaches. Now he says we just don't teach uncon­
ditional salvation. And he says that Cogdill just mlsrepre-

:"sented us when he said that we teach unconditional salva­
tion. Now, Mr. Jackson, I want to Imow, are you going to 
deny that you believe what the Philadelphia Confession of 
Faith has in it? Why don't you tell this crowd whether 
you endorse the Philadelphia Confession of Faith? I've 
referred to it repeatedly, and you never have said, you 
never have said that it isn't Baptist doctrine. You never 
have said that what it says never was Baptist docrine, and 
that it isn't. Do you endorse it, or don't you? Do you be­
lieve what it teaches or n<>t? Are you going to deny it and 
repudiate Baptist doctrine or not? Suppose you ten this 
crowd in your last speech what about it? Of course he can't 
repudiate it for he has declared in one of his little booklets 
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you that you teach. Are you denying it or affirming it? 
Just saying, uevidence of regeneration" doesn't reply to 
it. Why, that's a mere repetition of it, and an emphasis of 
it that I am much obliged to you for. They are the evidence 
of regeneration, and regeneration takes place where, Mr. 
Jackson? Why haven't you walked up here and marked 
the time when the sinner is saved among these conditions? 
I'm asking you to do it. 

Of course, he doesn't believe in saving things until his 
last speech, so that his opponent won't have a chance fu 
reply to them. He told us that last night. And the speech 
that he has after this one is going to be the last speech on 
this theme. He accused me last night of saving some of my 
arguments until my last speech, so he wouldn't have a 
chance to reply. He has had a chance tonight, and still he 
hasn't replied to a number of them. Why, you know that 
that's true. Come right over here for example to the chart, 
that we pointed out to you time and time again with refer­
ence to works. I asked him last night to tell us where does 







COGDDJrJACKSONDEBATE 87 

Mr. Jackson. We're going to give him a little "eis" before 
this speech is over if we can possibly get to it. But in 
John 8 :86, He that believeth "eis" the son hath everlasting 
life. Now listen, "But he that obeyeth not the Son shall not 
see life." Why there it is. I pointed out to him also John 
12 :42: "Believed leis' Christ." Yes, that's the preposition. 
Were they baptized? Were they? Were they members of 
the Baptist chUl'ch? They didn't confess Jesus Christ. They 
didn't confess him. They had not repented. They did not 
love God. I asked you last night were they baptized and 
saved believers, Mr. Jackson. He has saved that for his 
last speech also. 

And over here on the chart, what attention did he pay to 
that? Why, he came along and just ran the reference. 
Noah prepared, and Israel crossed, and Abraham obeyed­
by faith. What answer did he give to it. None whatsoever. 
He simply referred to it so as to say that he had referred to 
it, and I asked him Wd baptism nulJjfy the grace of God? 
Does it nullify man's faith? Is it contrary and opposed to, 
,md out of harmony with faith, and out of harmony with 
grace, anymore tban Naaman's dipping, anymore than Is­
rael's marching around the walls of Jericho, and more than 
Israel marching through the Red Sea by faith, any more 
than Abraham obeying God, any more than Noah prepar­
ing an ark? Why, Noah's preparation, Abraham's obedi­
ence by faith, and Israel's passing through the Red Sea, 
and the walJs of Jericho being compassed about, and Naa­
man's dipping, and our baptism in water in obedience to 
the command of the Lord Jesus Christ ties faith and grace 
together. They are not contrary to grace. They are not con­
trary to faith. And, Mr. Jackson, I want you, even if it is 
your last speech, and the last one on the proposition, to 
tell this audience tonight, ow the action the dience 

e art of these who n did al 0 

the - 0 to grace? ow is 
it contrary to faith? You have argued that grace and faith 
eliminate the work of obedience to God's will. Did it do so 
in these instances? Why don't you deal with it? I'm predict­
ing we will not hear any more from him about it. Why, it is' 
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re e before he believes does he love God or hate God? 
ow when you ge up ere and reply to this question when 

I won't have a chance to reply to your answer; when you 
get up here, you tell these people Mr. Jackson, when a man 
repents before believing, does he love God or hate God? 
If he loves God is he born of God without faith? Does a 
man who repents, and who hasn't believed love God when 
he repents. If he does, he is born of God and a child of God. 
Tell these people when you come back in your last speech on 
this proposition, when you think a man is saved. I've been 
begging you to do that for two nights. 

Well, number 10. If a penitent believer goes to baptism 
by a live faith, can he not also go to heaven by the same 
faith should he die before baptism? If a man is not bap­
tized in obedience to the will of God, faith is without the 
works of obedience, without the works of God's righteous­
ness, and therefore a dead faith. That's it exactly. What 
about a man who starta to hear the gospel preached, and 
dies before he gets to the meeting, Mr. Jackson? What's 
going to happen if a tree falls on him, or he stumbles and 
falls into the creek and drowns? On his way to hear the 
gospel preached-good intentions in his heart. When you 
answer that you'll answer the other one. I told you to begin 
with that we are not talking about contingencies. 

Number 11. Is the sinner begotten of God before bap­
tism, or in the act of baptism? If before, is he an embryo 
until baptism. WeU, that depends upon the sense in which 
you are using "begotten". You have to define that term. Je­
sus said John 3:5, that a man is born of the water and of 
the Spirit when he becomes a child of God. Faith is begot­
ten by the gospel in the heart of the individual, but he is 
not born into God's family until by the agency of water. 
Now, he'll come back in his next speech and tell you water 
doesn't mean water. Well, what could Christ have said that 
Jackson would have thought meant water, that's what I 
want to know? You just tell us how he could have said it 
and meant water. Baptism stands between the believer and 
the new birth. 
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crowd when you answer that question, and you'll find the 
answer in it. But I want to call your attention now to some 
other things. 

I have pointed out to you the believer that is saved, and 
emphasized the fact that faith works-the, works of obed­
ience to the will of God and now Brother Thompson, let's 
just throw this right over here and get to another chart­
Here it is-a thing that I want to get before you. The Bi­
ble versus men. We are going to be able to identify Mr. 

Jackson's position in this matter. The Bible says in Mark 
16 :16, "He that believeth and is baptized shall be saved." 
He asked me last night to produce the passage of scripture 
that promised the baptized shall receive remission of his 
sins. I read him Mark 16:16. I asked him what is the dif­
ference between remission of sins and salvation? Can a 
man be saved without the remission of sins? He said I 
didn't give him a passage. Yes, I did. I gave him Mark 
16:16. I asked him if this salvation promised by Christ 
meant salvation from past sins and he said, "Yes." Thank 
you for that admission, Mr. Jackson. Maybe we are help­
ing him a little, he denied it last night and wanted it to 
mean eternal salvation. Then he turned around in the same 
speech and denied salvation from past sins as in Luke 
24 :47 is the same as salvation in Mark 16 :16. Now Mr. 
Jackson, tell us what is· the difference between salvation 
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from past sins and the remission of sins? Talk about some­
body confused and rattled. All of the passages that can be 
read in the Bible will not disprove what Jesus s aid in 
Mark 16 :16, when he said the believer who is saved is the 
baptized believer. That is what Christ said about it. But 
Mr. Jackson says faith minus baptism equals salvation. 
Jesus said believe plus baptism equals salvation. Mr. Jack­
son says believe minus baptism equals salvation. Christ 
and Jackson are disagreed. Baptist doctrine and Christ 
do not agree. Friends, it is Christ that is right and Jack-

• 1n and Baptist doctrine are wrong. 
Peter said in Acts 2 :38-repent plus baptism equals the 

remission of sins. J aelmon says repent minus baptism' 
equals the remission of sins. He attempted to give 
us a little dissertation an "eis" Which I am sure even he did 
not understand. There is one thing in t his passage of 
scripture that needs no explaining-It takes repentance 
and baptism both to equal salvati.on. Not repentance for 
one thing and baptism. for another but ·repentance and bap­
tism both for the same thing. I ask Mr. Jackson again­
What does repent "eis" remission of sins mean-because of 
-or in order to? 

Well, hewanteil me to point out last night the time when 
Paul found peace. I told him. Mr. Jaclmon you will find the 

. . answer to that in the verse that says "and he arose and 
was baptized and when he had received meat, he was 
strengthened." Acts 9 :18-19. Why, he found peace friends 
when his sins were washed away. What were they washed 
by? The blood of the Lord Jesus Christ. When did he reach 
it? He reached it when he was baptized into the death of 
Jesus Christ where that blood was shed. That's when he 
reached it. And he found peace when he had been baptized. 
Let's Just look at it. Back here in Acts 9 we read about 
Saul, and it says that he prayed for three days and nights 
without stopping to eat or drink. Did he have peace when 
he wouldn't stop land take food? Then anxiety filled his 
heart and he wouldn't even eat. Read verse 18. "And im­
mediately there fell from his eyes as it had been scales, 
and he received sight forthwith, and arose, and was bap-
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tized. And when he had received meat, he was strengthen­
ed."· When did he eat? Why, when he had been baptized, 
when he arose and was baptized. When he did what Anan­
ias told him to do. "Arise and be baptized and wash away 
thy sins." That is it, and when he had done that, and had 
the promise that his sins had been washed away in the 
blood of Christ, then and then only did he find the peace 
that allowed him to take of refreshment and to eat meat 
and be strengthened. "And he entered straightway into the 
synagogue and declared Jesus to be the Christ" Acts 9 :20. 

But he said you know Paul begot the Corinthians, and . 
,Paul begot them by preaching the gospel, and he said in 
I Corinthians 1-"1 thank God that 1 baptized none of 
you except' Crispus and Gaius," and he inferred that none 
of them wel'e baptized when Paul preached to them and 
when they were begotten, because Paul didn't baptize 
them. You remember now that according to Mr. Jackson 
they 'couldn't become Baptists without being baptized. He 
Should read Acts 18 :8. When Paul was preaching at Cor­
inth, the record says: "And many of the Corinthians hear­
ing, believed, and were baptized." They believed and were 
baptized. 

Then he said Cogdill believes in water before the blood. 
Cogdill doesn't believe any such thing. Now you talk about 
misrepresentations, Sir, you are an expert at it. Cogdill 
believes in "water and blood"-I John 5 :6. Cogdill be­
lieves in reaching the blood in the only way that God ever 
told anybody to reach it-Romans 6 :8-"baptized into his 
death." Mr. Jackson has left that passage severely alone. 
I have fed it to him in every speech and he has yet to say 
anything about it. I wouldn't have to preach the creek so 
much if you didn't teach so much error. But you preach 
the creek as much as 1 do, Mr. Jackson. I try to get people 
to be baptized into Christ and you try to get them to go 
to the creek in order to get into the Baptist church. The 
Bible teaches baptism into Christ-but the Bible teaches 
neither the Baptist church nor baptism into it. 

He asked does Cogdill endorse Campbell-only so far 
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life. Resurrection as a new creature in Christ Jesus. Why,_ 
it's just after we have gone into death by baptism-after 
we have been buried into death-then we are raised, that's 
the idea, into a new life. Here it is, friends, and it stands 
untouched. 

1. We are baptized into the death of Christ, Rom­
ans 6:3. 

2. We are therefore buried by baptism into our death 
to sin, verse 4. 

3. When we have been thus buried, we are raised by 
faith-to walk in newness of life. No MW Ufe un­

t'I.1 we are raised in baptism. Col. 2:12 No raising 
until we are buried. No burying without bapti8m. 
He has made no attempt to tell us how the resur­
rection into a newness of life can take place before 
we are buried into death by baptism and he won't 
do so. 

Salvation is attributed to the blood of the Lord Jesus 
Christ, it's the remedy from sin, but there is another part 
of that remedy, and that's the law of the spirit of life in 
Christ Jesus, and I suggested to you in the speech last 
night that we reach the blood which is !the remedy through 
the directions of the gospel of Jesus Christ. The blood is 
the remedy. The Gospel contains the directions and Paul 
says Christ cleansed the church "by the washing of water 
in accordance with the word," Eph. 5 :25. That is another 
part of the argument that he didn't pay any attention to. 
Rather he comes back and says we believe in water before 
blood. What did he say about Hebrews 10:22? Eph. 5 :25? 
Not one solitary thing. His only reply was a misrepresenta­
tion. I believe in water and the blood. Not in blood without 
water-not in water without blood - but in water and 
blood. And that is the way your Bible ta1ks about it, Mr: 
Jackson. The directions are in the law of the spirit of life 
in Christ Jesus. 

We have redemption, even the remission of our sins, in 
Christ Jesus, through his blood. In Christ Jesus we have 
redemption, that is where it is, in Christ. How do we get 
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into him? Baptized into kim. Gal. 8 :26·27. By faith baptized 
into Christ, where redemption by the blood of Christ is 
found. That iB where it is, Mr. Jackson. That is where you 
reach the blood. Remission of sins, but when? When you re­
pent, when you are baptized, Acts 2 :88. There are the di­
rections. That is how to reach the blood of Christ that 
is abJe to remit your sins. 

Cleansing. Hebrews 9 :18-14. HCleansed from an evil 
conscience to serve the living God." By the blood of Christ, 
but when? Hebrew 10 :19·22: "Our hearts are cleansed or 
sprinkled from an evil conscience and our bodies washed 
with pure water." That is another he has saved until his 
last speech. He hasn't even mentioned it. He has said not 
one word in the world about it. 

And in Romans 5:9 that we are justified by the blood of 
the Lord Jesus Christ, but we are justified when we are 
sanctified and washed. I Cor. 6 :11. The directions are that 
we reach the blood by the washing-justified by the blood 
when we are washed-Eph. 5 :25-cleansed by the washing 
of water in accordance with the word; in accordance with 
the directions of the word of God. Why, I believe in the 
blood of Christ, and I believe that the blood of Christ is 
reached through obedience to the will of the Lord Jesus 
Christ. It is reached when you get into Christ by doing 
what the Lord tells you will put you into Christ. This man 
talks about the blood of Christ, and faith in Christ, and 
yet denies the importance and the necessity of doing what 
the Lord commands him to do in order to reach it. He is 
talking about something that he doesn't mean. It doesn't do 
any good to talk about believing in the blood when you 
don't believe in the thing that Jesus tells you will put you 
into the blood. Where is the blood of Christ, Mr. Jackson? 
In his death. How do you get into it? Baptized into it. By 
faith. Why don't you deal with it? That's the way to reach 
the blood. That's it exactly. And friends, I'm pleading with 
you if you haven't done it to do it-it's the will of God. 
The word of God teaches it. Mr. Jackson has no right to 
excuse you from it. And all that God tells you to do with 





COGDILL-JACKSON DEBATE 99 

JACltCON'S SECOND NEGATIVE 

Gentlemen Moderators, Ladies and Gentlemen: 

I have not felt better since Christmas. My honorable 
opponent asked me why would I want to baptize him. Well, 
frankly, I would like for him to have the same kind of bap­
tism that his father Campbell had. And if he is saved, I'd 
be glad to baptize him. Alexander Campbell was baptized by 
a Baptist preacher, and then he could have the same kind of 
baptism that father Campbell had. Now that would be 
a pretty good reason for you, Mr. Cogdill. He says Jackson 
does not like his speeches. I appreciate his effort, and the 
windwork, but it d-oesn't go far. Neither does Jesus Christ 
like the speeches that he has made as to what he has pre­
sented, because it is contrary to the truth that Jesus Christ 
presented in the Bible. Now I come to the question of 
whether or not he misrepresented Baptist doctrine. I hold 
in my hand a church manual. I read it while ago. He tells 
y'OU that Baptists teach that we are saved unconditionany. 
That is, we are saved without any conditions whatsoever. 
When I've proved to you that repentance and faith are 
conditions, and I've read from the church manual right 
here. Here it is, "Above our comprehension by the Holy 
Spirit, in connection with divine truth." Mr. Cogdill can 
you read? Look here! Lookl You have a mighty good for­
getter. "In connection with divine truth." Is that a con­
dition? Now, he says we must have regeneration first ac­
cording t'O Baptist doctrine, and then repentance and faith 
later. And I read to him that regeneration consists in giv­
lng a holy disposition to the mind that it is affected in a 
manner above our comprehension by the Holy Spirit, in 
connecti'On with divine truth, so as to secure our voluntary 
obedience to the gospel, and that is proper evidence­
now notice that, not that its 
proper evidence appears in the holy fruits of repentance, 
faith and newness of Ufe. In other words, the evidence 'Of 
regeneration is seen through the fruits of repentance and 
faith and newness of life. In other words, we have faith, 
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and we manifest in our fruits that we are children of God, 
and that we are saved, that we have been regenerated. Now 
a one-eyed mule could see that. Here it is. Cogdill, why sit 
there-here it is-the fruits of repentance and· faith-by 
their fruits ye shall know them. I repent and I believe. As 
we're told in Hebrews 11 that by faith the elders obtained 
a good report. Their good report didn't produce their faith, 
but their faith produced the good report, and the faith and 
repentance produced the fruits, and by that we know we 
are saved. Here it is. You misrepresented Baptists and 
you know it. Now when you get forgiveness for all of that 
I'll baptize you. Now he comes to the Philadelphia Confes­
sion of Faith, and he says Jackson don't take this one, it's 
about torn up. Yes, and your argument is torn up too, Bro­
ther. We turn to page 28, and listen, f'life and salvation 
by Jesus Christ requiring of them faith in Him that they 
might be saved." Here it is, sweetheart. There it is. Re­
quiring in them faith that they might be saved. In them 
faith that they might be saved. There is a condition of 
faith. And your own little confession that you introduced 
knocks all sand out from under your number elevens. There 
we are. Oogdill, what did you try to put that thing over on 
these people for? Didn't you know I'd expose you in it? 
Say. Now I came back and I said will you accept Father 
Campbell. He says I'll take Campbell so far as he goes 
along with Jesus Christ. Well, I want to know did Campbell 
go along with Jesus Christ when he said this. That's what 
I'm trying to get you to say. Say, Mr. Cogdill. Listen here 
now-don't get tied up with something else now. I want 
to read to you something that your father Campbell said: 
"The blood of Christ then really cleanses us-I know it 
hurts. 

Mr. Cogdill: "Just a minute, Mr. Jackson, I rise to a 
point of order." 

Mr. Jackson: "I have my speech now, Mr. Cogdill." 

Mr. Cogdill: "You had one a while ago too and I asked 
you to notice this quotation I read from - - • 
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Mr. Jackson: "You just sit down now, I have my speech 
now ••.. 

Mr. Arceneaux: "Mr. Moderator, can't you get your man 
to behave and be quiet for this point of order to be made." 

Mr. Jackson: flHe is on fire, friends he's on fire." 

Mr. Oogdill: "No, I'll tell you who is on fire-you are 
the one that is hurting or you wouldn't accuse me of mis­
representing you when I read from one of your own men, 
a scholar, recognized and quoted from by you in your book. 
You wouldn't notice the quotation-here it is-I'll read it 
to you again and then your time can start. (To the audi­
enc). He said I misrepresented Baptist doctrin&---Jthat is 
why I am calling his hand. Here is the quotation, "Hence 
we know that regeneration preceded them." That is Dr. 
Jarrell, and he was talking about repentance and faith 
and said because they were the fruits of regeneration that 
regeneration therefore preceded them. That is my point 
exactly. Is Dr. Jarrell misrepresenting Baptist doctrine? 
Do you endorse him or not? If anybody is misrepresenting 
your doctrine, it is your own dear brother. But friends, it . 
isn't misrepresentation, it is just hurting because it is the 
truth about Baptist doctrine and he is trying to dodge it." 

Mr. Jackson: "All right, be quiet" 

Mr. Cogdill: "Start his time again." 

It's hurting-but we're going to lay the lash on just a 
bit more. You say this is Dr. Jarrell? 

Mr. Cogdill: "Yes, Sir!' 

Mr. Jackson: "Well, what's that?" 

Mr. CogdilJ: "That is your creed, The Philadelphia Con­
fession of Faith and this is what your Dr. Jarrell said 
about what it teaches." 

Mr. Jackson: "WeU, why· are you running from the Phil­
adelphia Confession of Faith 1" 

Mr. Cogdill: "Your Dr. Jarrell quotes from it and tells 
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water except using the literal water as a symbol. Born of 
water and the Spirit. For instance in Gal. 1 :4, God and 
our Father, not two, but God explained in the light of Fath· 
ere So born of the water and the Spirit,that is, water ex· 
plained in the light of the Spirit of God. Not two, but one. 
And so Jesus said to the woman at the well, in the next 
chapter, if you knew who it is that talked with you, ye 
would ask him, and he would give you water that would 
spring up anew unto everlasting life. There's the water, 
that's what we want you to drink, and if you'll drink it 
and come, we'll baptize you. See the point if you please. And 
so there is the water of life that he is talking about. Well, 
if we are born of God, begotten of God, and born then in 
the water, the water becomes his mother. Baptize him in 
a red river and he'll have a red mammy, baptize him in a 
black river and he'll have a black mammy, baptize him in 
a white one and he'll have a white mammy. His mother is 
the water, that's his teaching. The mother in water, water 
in the mother. That's what he teaches. 

Now, he says his chart is going to show me up. What 
did he show up? Tell me, just what did he prove by up 
here? B plus B - remission. Repentance and faith - re­
mission. Baptism and faith - remission. I've already chal­
lenged him time and time again to show me where it says 
that remission-or shall receive remission of sins, is con­
nected with baptism. And he's looking until this day, and 
he cannot find it. But we do find remission of sins-or shall 
receive remission of sins connected with faith, and that's 
the only place that it is connected. Right there it is. Why 
didn't he tell us 'I 

He said·Paul hadpeace-when did he have peace'l When 
his sins were washed away. That's right, but his sins were 
washed away in the blood of Christ, then they were sym­
bollica11y washed away in water, as his father Campbell 
says. 

Well, he said the Corinthians believed and were bap. 
tized. They did believe, and they were baptized, and I have 
been baptized, liut I was saved before I was baptized, and 
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those who were under it, were they llllder the blood before 
they reached the Red Sea? Tell me. You said just the first­
born, only the firstborn. Well, were the firstborn under the 
blood before they reached the Red Sea? Tell me. Tell me. 
Were the firstborn-well, were the firstborn under the 
blood before they reached the Red Sea? Were they? Mr. 
Cogdill, listen to me, were they? Were the firstborn-were 
the firstborn under the blood before they reached the Red 
Sea? Why, of course he knows it. Since he knows it, he 
is closing his eyes to the truth tonight. I am sorry for this 
man. I am sorry for this man. 

Did the Israelites go from the night of the Passover to 
the Red Sea as free men or slaves still in bondage? Here 
is what he said, "God saved Israel that day." Were they 
slaves, saved, were they still in bondage to the Israelites­
to the Egyptians? No, those Israelites were not in bondage 
because the Bible says Exodus 12 :30-as I quoted last night 
-that night Pharoah told Moses to take the children of 
Israel and go, and they were free men. While they were in 
the land, they were chosen out of the land. 

Again, does Acts 2:38 reveal the complete plan of sal­
vation. He says just as much as John 5 :24. Thank YQU, 

Mr. CogdiII. Does John 5 :24 reveal the plan of salvation? 
Tell me. TeU me. There you are. Just as John 5 :24. Well, 
what does John 5:24 say? "Verily, verily, I say unto you 
he that heareth my words and believeth on Him that sent 
me hath everlasting life and shall not come into condemna­
tion, but is passed from death unto life." So then, John 5 :24 
stands out just as good as Acts 2 :38 on the plan of salva­
tion. 

How much work must one do to be saved? Well, he says 
the works of faith. Must do them all. Man then must eat 
the Lord's Supper before he is saved? How about I Cor. 
16:1: ''Lay by in store on the first day of the week as the 
Lord has prospered you." How many of you do. that now? 
How many of you do that? You lay by in store on the Ill'St 
day of the week. How many of you do that? Hold up your 
hands. How many of you do that? Lay by in store on the 
first day of the week-there is a command, and of course, 
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dill. Tell me. He jumped up here like a rubber ball while 
ago. Now come on up and tell me right now. Does the peni­
tent believer love God or the devil? I'll give you some time 
now. Come on up here. You've got a good jumper-upper, 
and so, come on, and stand before the mike, and tell the 
people whether or not the penitent believer loves God or 
whether he loves the devil. You baptize a penitent believer 
-and so he says to me-does he love God when he repents. 
Listen, repentance and faith are inseparable. No man ever 
repented truly without believing, they are inseparable, and 
they go together, and the very moment, the very second, 
that a man repents of his sins, he believes in the Lord Je­
sus Christ. There you are. And when he does repent and 
he believes, he's a saved man, right on the start. That's 
what I've told you all the time. But, now let me ask you, 
does the penitent believer love God or the devil? Here is 
the mike, come on Cogdi11. Answer that question now. I'll 
give you half a minute of my time to get up here now. Now, 
you jumped up while ago-now, come on up here aDd do 
it again. You say you don't want me to misrepresent you­
no, I'm not misrepresenting anybody, but I don't want you 
to misrepresent Jesus Christ. Come on. Come on sweet­
heart, stand up here and tell these folks-does the penitent 
believer love God or the devil? He won"t tell you. 

If a penitent believer goes to baptism by a live faith can 
he not also go to heaven by the same faith ShDuld he die 
before baptism. He says, Jackson, listen, a man starts 'Out 
to hear a gospel sermon and never hears it, will he go to 
hen or will he go to heaven? He'll go tD· hell. He'll go to 
hell. I'm not going to dodge it. But, listen I'm talking about 
the man who has already heard the gospel sermom-I'm 
talking abDut the man who has repented of his sins, who 
has believed on the Lord Jesus Christ, and this man has 
made the good confession, and this man desires to be bap­
tized, and then he dies before you baptize him, will he go 
to hell, or will he go to heaven? He says he'll go to hell. 
That's what he says. The penitent believer who desires to 
go to heaven-he makes the preacher the savior. The 
preacher can· keep you out of heaven. That's Catholicism 
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and originated with the priests. Begotten in the second 
century and born in the othird. And now listen. Here is the 
man who can keep you out of heaven. If you repent and 
believe, confess and want to be baptized, this man right 
here can keep you out of heaven. Behold your savior sit­
ting right here. 

Is the sinner begotten of God before baptism or in the 
act of baptism. If before, is he an embryo until baptism? 
And he says it depends-that he's begotten before baP'" 
tism, but says now it depends-it depends on what you 
mean. Well, I mean exactly what the Bible says-that's 
what I mean. That's what I mean. Now, he is begotten be­
fore baptism, therefore, he is an embryo, and an embryo 
has life, and this life is befure baptism, and therefore the 
person lives with life before baptism. There 'you are. 

Where is a man born of God in or out of the water? He 
says he is born in obedience. Well, is he born in the water 
-then the water becomes your Mother if you please. 

If one heard the word, repented of his sins, believed on 
Christ, confessed Christ to be the Son of God, desires to be 
baptized, will he be lost in hell if he dies before baptism? 
And he answers, now notice again, can one be saved unless 
he is a member of the church to which you belong? Here 
is his answer. Can one be saved unless he belongs to the 
church to which you belong, Mr. Cogdill. And he says he 
must be in the body. Is that the body you belong to? Now, 
ladies and gentlemen, the teaching of Mr. Cogdill and his 
people is, that you must be a member of the church to 
which they belong or you are going straight to hell. All 
Baptists, all Presbyterians, all Methodists, all everybody 
else. Nobody can be saved except the group which they con .. 
stitute themselves, and that is the only church that will 
ever get to heaven. Baptists better watch out for the hot 
place is for you, according to his teaching, and Methodists 
and Presbyterians, and Episcopalians, and everybody else 
has to go to hell because they are not a member of the 
church to which he belongs. That's his doctrine-it's the 
gospel in water according to his own father Campbell. So 
then, ladies and gentlemen, I am pleading with you this 
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1MP0ssmDJTY OF APOSTASY 

PROPOSITION 

The Scriptures teach tluLt the child, of God, one wCUlh,ed 
by the blood of Christ, is 80 saved that he is in a re14tion­
ship to God. beyond the pOB8ibility of ever afterwards being 
lost in hell. 

JACKSON'S FIRST AFFlRMATIVE 

Gentlemen Moderators, Honorable Opponent, Ladies and 
Gentlemen: 

It is with gratitude to Almighty God that we return to­
night for further investigation of the Word of God. I desire 
to congratulate you for your conduct as an audience. We 
appreciate the good spirit that has prevailed. We are ex­
pecting that this same good spirit shall prevail until the 
the last word of this discussion shall have been said. My 
moderator read to you the proposition under discussion 
tonight: The 8criptures teach that the child, of God, one 
'WCUlked by the blood of Christ, is 80 8aved ,that he is in a 
f"elationship to God beyond the possibility of ever after­
wards being lost in kell. 

By the "scriptures" we mean the Old and the New Testa­
ment. By the word "teach" we mean to impart information. 
The child of God is defined here as one washed by the 
blood of the Lord Jesus Christ. He is so saved that he is 
in a relationship to God, in other words, his relationship 
to God is of such nature that it puts him beyond the possi­
bility of ever afterwards being lost in hell. In other words 
it means when we .are savetJ, we are saved for all time and 
eternity. It means that we are saved by the grace of God, 
and kept by the grace of God. Now get the issue please. 
Will God in his boundless mercy and love send his blood­
.washed children to an eternal burning hell? Would even 
a loving earthly father do his children that way in a tem­
poralsense? 

Now, Mr. Cogdill cannot pick out any present day case 
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steps must take place for that person to go to hell. Now 
don't misunderstand me, I'm saying suppose that. Well, 
here are the steps that will have to be taken. First, he'll 
have to violate the law that would condemn him. We find 

Pm. 37:23·24 

1. 2. 3. 4. S. 
Violation Indictment Trial Conviction Sentence 
Rom. 8:2 Rom. 8:33 Rom. 4:8 Rom. 8:34 Reb. 13:5 
Rom. 6:14 Ps. 32:2 Jer.6:37 

in the Bible two laws-one is the law of the Spirit of Life 
in Christ Jesus, Romans 8 :2, that law hath made us free 
from the law of sin and death. _________ _ 
___________ There is the other law. So 
we have two laws. And so we read in Romans 6:14: "Ye 
are not under law, but under grace." It doesn't say under 
the law-it might be so translated here, but in the original 
the definite article is not. And what does it say? "Ye are 
not under the law but under grace." So the law that we 
are not under is the law of condemnation, because it is in 
contrast to the law of Grace. So we are not under that law, 
and since we are not under that law, we cannot violate that 
law, we'll certainly not be sent to hell. We're made free 
from that law. So we read again, therefore-"There is 
therefore now no condemnation to them who are in Christ 
Jesus." Now my opponent will emphasize "who walk not 
after the flesh but after the Spirit." But who are the ones 
that walk after the flesh? And the word "flesh" there means 
the carnal life, and it means the unsaved person if you 
please. And it says, who walks not after that kind of life, 
but it's the person who has the life in Jesus Christ, and 
so he doesn't take the first step, and if he should take the 
first step, what would be the second step for him to take '/ 
And that's ,an indictment that would have to be mad e 
against that person. WeU, we read in Romans 8 :88: "Who 


















































































































































































































