Response to the Maxey-Hughes Debate
The premise for the debate referenced here and the argument that I am rebutting is this that one can be saved without being baptized.  The proponent of this argument, and the man to whom this rebuttal was requested by and addressed to is Al Maxey, an elder and pulpit minister at one of the churches in Alamogordo, New Mexico.  The instance he uses in the debate to make his point is an account of a man in Searcy, Arkansas who died on the way to be baptized after completing a bible study.  He had a heart attack in the parking lot before he could get into the building to actually get into the water.  Al Maxey's contention is that God will impute to him salvation based upon the intent of his heart, rather than his completing the necessary act of obedience, and he supports the idea that one can possibly be saved before baptism if his heart is right, as God looks at hearts, not necessarily obedience.  He says that because we are under grace and not law that God will "bend the rules" in cases like this.  He makes the statement in the debate text that he does not know exactly where one becomes saved, that scripture is not clear about that.  Thus he negates baptism's necessity for some, which if you follow his line of reasoning you could make it apply to just about everyone who is sincerely religious and unbaptized in the denominational world.  Al Maxey, through his line of thinking makes it clear that he would eventually like to see God bend the rules for everyone.  

Brother Mike Hughes, a pulpit minister from one of the Lord’s churches in Missouri took the other side, as do I, that the account the debate is premised upon is highly unusual (dying before getting to water), and that God made baptism a necessary condition for salvation, and will not bend the rules.  You have to be in Christ to be saved and baptism is the entry point for being in Christ.  If you don't enter into Christ through baptism you cannot be saved… end of story.  I have defended that point with some points about the necessity of Christ's death from Hebrews chapter 9 that brother Hughes was impressed with and with some new material that he did not use in his debate responses.
I was asked by Al Maxey to produce this document as a response to my opinion about the content of the debate as well as my opinion about the content of some of his other communications with me.  My response to Brother Maxey was as follows:

Al,

As you requested, I read the debate that you and Brother Hughes had.  Here is what I think about much of the discussion.  I have to tell you up front, I am not sure why you would expend so much energy on trying to prove a point that does not apply to 99.99999% of those who need to obey the gospel.  Most people will hear what they need to do and be baptized, and this issue of dying before getting into the water to actually do it will never come into play.  I agree with you on the premise that I cannot limit the grace of God, but neither can YOU extend it.  That's God's prerogative not ours and He has told us what to do.  We must comply.

I suppose that God could overlook a situation such as the one described in the debate, but I believe that He will not.  His character is not like ours (changeable with the wind).  He says what He will do and He does what He says.  He is the ultimate in dependability, and that is why we can trust Him.  There is no capriciousness in Him.  He would not be true to His nature if there was.  
I don’t think that He will “bend the rules” as you put it in the situation mentioned above, because of the very nature of the gracious and precious method He has given us in which to be reconciled back to Him.  He sent His Son to die a horrible death in order to accomplish this reconciliation for us, so that we can be justified before Him again.  To make it possible to let someone have salvation outside of Christ would cheapen what Christ did at the cross; making His death and the shedding of blood He did not a necessary thing, at least not for the person in question.  Interestingly, the writer of Hebrews tells us in Hebrews 9:16-28 that Christ's death and shed blood were necessities for our salvation; for remission of our sins in (v.22) and for a change in the covenant (he actually uses the words “necessity” and “necessary” in this section in v.16 and in v.23 and I am quoting from the NKJV).  
Now you have to ask yourself "why would Christ have done what He did if it was not necessary?"  Let's not forget the prayer in the garden, where Jesus asked God to "take this cup away" in Luke 22:42.  If there had been another way to accomplish this; if this were not a necessary event, certainly God would not have used it, if only to answer Jesus' prayer affirmatively, because of the special relationship they have with each other.  God deemed this act as NECESSARY to accomplish what He had in mind for us.  He did not enjoy watching His Son die.  Christ’s death was a NECESSITY for us to be able to have remission of sins and for a change in the covenant, and if it was a NECESSITY, then it is NECESSARY that all come to the Lord the way He prescribed.  If it was necessary for Christ to die as He did in order to effectively bring about our salvation then it will be necessary for us to have the efficacy of His death to wash away our sins and be saved.  God cannot abide sin in His presence; His holiness will not permit it, and heaven will be a holy place (Rev. 21:27).  In plain English if Christ HAD to die specifically in this way to save us, then we specifically HAVE to obey Him to take advantage of the gift of salvation that is offered through that death.  
Additionally, if the answer to Christ’s prayer in the garden from God was “No, this cannot be done another way” (further reinforcing the idea that this was necessary), then the answer to us on the question you bring up is “No, you cannot be saved another way.”  If Christ got a “No” from God on this, then who are we to think we won’t and shouldn’t get the same answer?  For us to think we can get a different answer from the one Christ got borders on arrogance.   

Since you focus so much on what is in the heart in your debate premise, let’s look at that for a moment. We can say with certainty that it was in Jesus’ heart to obey God before He actually went through His ordeal and subsequent death as evidenced from John 14:31.  In fact He was a party to the decision before the foundation of the world and was in agreement about it with the rest of the Godhead (1 Pet. 1:20).  So did God say “well that is good enough for Me… you don’t have to actually do this My Beloved Son, your willingness and compliant heart are enough” when Jesus asked Him to “take this cup away” in Luke 22?  No, He did not.  He deemed it necessary that Christ go through with the actual act of shedding his blood and dying before things were set aright, so that the spiritual realities that the advent of sin had caused could be mitigated and this is referenced in Hebrews 9:23.  Sin caused something bad to happen that we don’t understand the magnitude of, but God does.   Something had to be done to fix the situation, and that something was Jesus’ death.  Salvation is offered to us because of Christ’s death and what that act actually accomplished, not because of Christ just thinking about it and contemplating it in His heart.  The act of Christ’s sacrifice itself necessarily had to be performed in order for God’s plan of salvation to be fulfilled… it could not be extrapolated from what was in Christ’s heart as a thing already done and so made not necessary.  
It follows then that if Christ had to accomplish the act of dying in order for us to have the salvation His death offers, then we will have to complete the act that God has given us to do to be saved in order to have the benefits of that death.  Again I ask you, if it were not sufficient for Christ our Creator (“by whom all things are made” Col. 1:16), to just have it in His heart to obey God’s will… if He had to go through with it and die horribly, why would anyone think that it would be sufficient for us, the created beings in this equation, to have it only in our hearts to obey God with no follow through on actually being baptized?  
We have to be baptized in order for the spiritual realities that sin causes in our lives to be mitigated… washed away.  Something has to be done to fix this.  Baptism is the God given remedy for that situation, just as Christ’s death was the remedy for the situation that had been caused in heaven by sin’s advent (Hebrews 9:23).  Our sins could not be remitted without the shedding of Christ’s blood and death (Hebrews 9:22), and our sins cannot be washed away other than through baptism into Christ and His death; that is how God has told us it is done (Acts 22:16, and Revelation 7:14).  God has said that both acts, Christ’s and ours, are necessary to deal with the realities of sin’s existence… they are connected by God.  What God has joined, let not man put asunder.  I would not want to approach the Judgment in the condition you advocate, and I just cannot see God saving someone outside of Christ because of these facts.
God is fair, and He has told us we can only be justified before Him IN CHRIST, and nowhere else.  If we don't take advantage of the way (the "new and living way" through Christ’s body referenced in Hebrews 10:20) that God has given us to get back to Him, that is our problem not His.  It is not His fault that we go off at a certain time in our lives into a sinful state.  That is a choice we make whether conscious or not.  We chose and choose to rebel, He did not and does not make us do that.  The value of the offering that He has put into place to redeem us from sin is incalculable.  If we choose not to avail ourselves of it, how can we blame Him, and say that He is a God that we cannot serve, as you stated in one of your debate responses?  Because of this situation you have focused on and the reasoning you have presented to mitigate what God says, I would say that I can almost hear the words of the children of Israel, about God not being fair, coming out of your mouth from Ezekiel 18:25… and I can hear God replying “is it not My way which is fair, and your ways which are not fair?”  Al, “Shall not the Judge of all the earth do right?”   

God has made provision for us, because the He "is longsuffering toward us, not willing that any should perish but that all should come to repentance" (2 Peter 3:9).  He gave His only Son for us.  Al, sin is our fault, not His.  Ezekiel 18:4 puts it plainly; "All souls are Mine... the soul who sins shall die".  He has given us a remedy for our sin and separation from Him through Christ (John 14:6), and we need to use it; that is a responsibility we have, or we "shall die".  

Other than the example you cited from Searcy, Ark. (and having asked around) I know of no one else who has died trying to make it to water to be baptized, and I have personally never heard of such happening except for the instance you cite, but I believe you when you say it happened. I think Brother Hughes response on that to you is apt though, this man probably had many other chances to obey the gospel before this one, and let’s face it the Scriptures say in Isaiah 55:6, “Seek the Lord while He may be found…”, meaning obey the Lord while you have the chance; there is a time limit.  The incident you cite as an example of this happening in Searcy truly should give new meaning to the admonition in the Ephesian letter for us to "redeem the time".  Brother Hughes is right, about the other examples you cited of Abraham sacrificing Isaac and the woman caught in adultery, and the condition of their individual hearts having nothing to do with water baptism.  Those examples prove nothing about the subject at hand (which is salvation) in my judgment, and furthermore there is no evidence in scripture of God setting aside the necessity of baptism for salvation... not one.  He made no exceptions.

I think this whole way of thinking you have which minimizes the role of baptism in our salvation boils down to is this: the fact that you say you don't know where we become saved.  You think nothing happens in baptism to allow us to identify that as the place where we cross the line from being unsaved to becoming saved.  To you baptism is just an example for the world of obedience, a mere symbolic act, an outward manifestation of inward faith… an event where nothing happens to us.  As such you make it become questionable in its value and so it can be dismissed by human thinking.  
On the other hand from the word of God, I know where we become saved.  I can know that baptism is the place where we come into contact with the blood of Christ and our sins are washed away (Acts 22:16, Acts 2:38, Rev. 1:5); where God adds us to the church which is the body of Christ, the new and living way to come back to Him (Acts 2:47, 1 Cor. 12:13, Hebrews 10:20); where we get into Christ (Romans 6:3, Gal 3:27); where we become new creatures raised in Him, hidden in Him to walk in newness of life (Romans 6:4, Col 3:1-3); it is the place where we become members of (by being conveyed by God into) the kingdom of Christ (Col. 1:13); and it is the place where we receive the gift and sealing of the Holy Spirit for the day of redemption (Acts 2:38, Eph. 1:13 & 4:30).  The word of God tells us that spiritual actions take place when one is baptized, and just because you cannot see what is going on does not mean they are not happening.  Baptism is the place where our obedient faith and the crying out for a clean conscience meets the grace of God and we become saved (1 Peter 3:21).  
In regards to salvation if one is thinking with the mind of Christ then baptism is not elevated above faith or grace; faith is not elevated above grace or baptism, and grace is not elevated above either of the other two; they all have to exist for salvation to occur in God’s eyes.  God has provided the grace through Christ, man provides the faith by hearing and receiving the word of God, and God has given us the knowledge in His word of the place where they meet to bring forth salvation… in the waters of baptism.

As far as your assertion goes that man has to do nothing to receive God’s grace, that is an abject fallacy, and I strongly disagree.  Yes, grace is a free gift to all who desire it, it cannot be earned, and anyone can have it; God is no respecter of persons.  However, we do have to do something to acquire it… just as someone receiving a free gift of a million dollars in an assembly has to go and claim the check.  It is a free gift, but they have to lay hold of the check in order for it to be theirs... they have to take possession of it.  
We have a clear example of this type of thing from God’s word: the free gift of the Promised Land that the children of Israel received.  In Deuteronomy 6:10-18, God makes it clear the children of Israel did nothing to earn the gift of the Promised Land (v.10&11), just as we do nothing to earn grace; it is a free gift.  But they still had to go in and possess it in order for it to be theirs, and God commanded them to do this in v.18.  Do you think God would have given them the gift if they refused to go in and take it?  No, He would not, and as you know He actually did not.  God took the gift away and wanted to start over again with Moses when they refused to go in the first time because they were scared to do so… and we know that from Numbers 14, which details all of that, and shows that God is longsuffering, but not all suffering!!!    
There are things we have to do in order to receive God’s grace just as the children of Israel had to do something to receive the free gift of the Promised Land.  Just as they had to obediently go in and “possess” it, we have to study God’s word, hear it and develop faith in God (Romans 10:17).  That is doing something.  Also God doesn’t just smack us with grace, as the Calvinists would have us to believe.  That would be forcing it upon us, and God has never forced anything on man that would negate his free will.  We have to be obedient to the faith, as the priests were in Acts 6:7, and as Paul referenced in Romans 1:5 and 6:16&17 to receive the grace of God.  Notice how at the end of Romans 6:16 Paul uses the phrase “obedience leading to righteousness”?  Righteousness does not precede obedience, it follows after it. 
Now I know all of these things because God has told me in His revelation to us all, which I have studied carefully.  If you choose to try to split hairs with God, then you go ahead, He has given you the free will to do just that.  I will not do so because of admonishments like the one in Psalm 111:10, and because I love Him and am grateful to Him for giving me a way to come back to Him that is easy to follow and easy to teach to others.  YOU make the issue cloudy Al, God does not.  
Do you think that questioning all of the preponderance of scripture I just gave you constitutes "walking humbly with your God"?  I would give you two scriptures that easily illustrate the point we must all get to: Hebrews 5:9 tells us Jesus is the “author of eternal salvation to all who obey Him, and in Mark 16:16, Jesus tells us what to do (i.e. believe on Him), and how to obey (be baptized) in order to receive salvation.  We need to take those points that God’s word has made to heart lest we face the consequences mentioned by Paul in 2 Thessalonians 1:8 for those who do not obey the gospel.  
In the debate you brought up Samuel’s comments in 1 Samuel 16:7 about God looking at the heart by which to judge us when referring to God’s choice of David for Israel’s king, and you seem to focus only on this aspect of what God sees.  However, you need to keep in mind what an inspired Samuel also said in 1 Samuel 15:22-23, “Has the Lord as great delight in burnt offerings and sacrifices, as in obeying the voice of the Lord?  Behold, to obey is better than sacrifice and to heed than the fat of rams.  For rebellion is as the sin of witchcraft, and stubbornness is as iniquity and idolatry.  Because you have rejected the word of the Lord, He has also rejected you…"  God looks at our heart, but He also looks at our obedience to His commands, and it is by this that we show Him our heart.  Didn’t Jesus say in John 14:15 “If you love me keep my commandments”?  When we reject what God tells us to do, we reject Him… we essentially show Him that we don’t love Him, Al.   Samuel’s words inspired by God and Christ’s… not mine.
By the way, since this dialogue between us originally got started by you telling me that Apollos was Priscilla and Aquila’s brother “in Christ” in your judgment before they taught him more completely, I have done more study on that particular subject.  As I said before he was not their brother “in Christ” because he was not baptized into Christ yet.  He was not baptized into Christ yet at that point, because he did not know about Christ and the baptism He had commanded; he only had knowledge of what John had taught at that point.  I also said that we could conclude from the account in Acts 18 that they did baptize him into Christ at that point.  You disagreed with me on this, and said that in your “studied judgment he was their brother in Christ” before they taught him more fully.  

As you know, the recounting of that happening between Apollos and Priscilla and Aquila is located in Acts 18:24-28 which are the very last few verses of the chapter.  I find it very interesting and not a coincidence in the least that Luke by inspiration of the Holy Spirit then included in the very next few verses that begin chapter 19 (v.1-7 to be exact) a recounting of the twelve men on the road to Ephesus who had the exact same issue that Apollos did with his salvation.  They were not “in Christ”, having known only John’s baptism just like Apollos.  We see from this account in Acts 19 that when Paul taught them about Christ and His baptism as superceding John’s baptism and about the gift of the Holy Spirit (see Acts 2:38); they were then baptized “eis to onoma” the Lord Jesus, or “into the possession of” the Lord Jesus (the same language Christ used in Matthew 28:19).  They were baptized again, this time into the baptism of Christ’s great commission which is for salvation “in Christ”… in order to come into His possession.  Why?  Because John’s baptism was no longer valid at the point where Christ’s command superceded it and John’s baptism was not able to put anyone “into Christ”.  

Since we know that God has placed all spiritual blessings in Christ from Ephesians 1:3, and since we know that Apollos and these twelve men were not “in Christ” (since as yet they had only known John’s baptism up to that point), we can conclude that Apollos and the twelve men were no one’s brother “in Christ” until after they were taught correctly and baptized into Christ… They were not in Christ’s possession up until that point.  They then were taught more fully and were baptized “in the name of the Lord Jesus”.  Fellowship in Christ was then attained and not before.  
Furthermore from what we see in Acts 19:1-7, there is an inference that is necessarily drawn about Apollos in Acts 18:24-28.  We can know that he was baptized into Christ at that time even though the text does not explicitly state that this is what happened.  Why?  Because it is directly inferred… it cannot be missed.  Again, why?  That inferred fact is inescapable, due to the very placement of the passage about the baptism of the twelve men on the road to Ephesus with whom Paul was going through the same issue being RIGHT NEXT TO IT in scripture!!!   

I hold firmly to the argument that no one will be saved this side of the cross without having been baptized into Christ.  To do so would make God a “respecter of persons” and we know He does not do that, and it would make Jesus death not necessary, when scripture clearly says it is; it was necessary for us all, no one is exempted.  God is not going to cheapen what Christ did for anyone, by saving someone outside of Christ, and baptism is the place you enter Christ.  There is no condemnation for those who are in Christ Jesus (Romans 8:1) and that is all that remains.  Those who are outside of Him are condemned.  That cannot be refuted… it is written in the heavens.  God is the Father of mercy, and wants no man to perish.  That is why He sent Jesus to us, but if we do not “Hear Him” (meaning obey Him) as we are told in Matthew 17:5, we will not be saved.  God’s mercy will not fall on those who reject the gift His Son brought about through His necessary death, no matter how good their intentions were.  You made no points in debate text that can hold water to the contrary Al.

On our discussion about your intellectual honesty, I still believe that if you are intellectually honest you can't refute the reasoning of this argument without being dishonest to do so; not only that, but you would not want to do that at all.

In Christ,

Scott
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