CHAPTER VIIL
EIGHTH DAY OF EVOLUTION TRIAL—TUESDAY,-

JULY 21, 1995.

Court met pursuant to adjourn-
- ment.

The Bailiff—Is the Rev. Dr. R. C.
' Camper in the house? (the Rev. Dr.
R. C. Camper, of Chattanooga.)

The Court—ILet everyone stand
up. Dr. Camper will open court
" with prayer.

Dr. Camper—Oh God, our Heav-
enly Father, we come into Thy pres-
ence this morning, feeling our de-
pendence upon Thee. We pray Thy
blessings upon each one that has a
part in tnis court here today. Bless
the judge, bless each lawyer, bless
each one, Lord, that has a part, and
‘may each and every one do the
thing that is good and right here
today. Guide us in everything we
undertake for good here in this life,
. We ask it in the name of Jesus

Christ. Amen,
The Court—Open court, Mr.
. Sheriff,

The Bailiff—Oyez, oyez, this hon-
* orable circuit court is now open
pursuant to adjournment. Sit down.

Judge Not Fast—Just Watch.

. Officer Kelso Rice—We opened a
little earlier on account of the
judge’s watch and we are now wait-
ing on counsel. The judge isn’t
fast, I think it is just his watch. (A
short recess was taken) whereupon:

Bryan’s Testimony Struck
From Records.

. The Court—Let’s have order.
. Since the beginning of this trial the
. judge of this court has had some

ig problems to pass upon. Of
course, there is no way for me to
know whether I decided these ques-
tions correctly or not until the
courts of last resort speak. If I have
made a mistake it was a mistake of
~ the head and not the heart. There
are two things that may lead a judge
into error. One is prejudice and
passion, another is an over-zeal to

:

be absolutely fair to all parties. I

fear that I may have committed
error on yesterday in my over-zeal
to ascertain if there was anything
in the proof that was offered that
might aid the higher courts in de-
termining whether or not I had
committed error in my former de-
crees. I have no disposition to pro-
tect any decree that I make from
being reversed by a higher court,
because, if I am in error, I hope to
God that somebody will correct my
mistake. I feel that the testimony
of Mr. Bryan can shed no light upon
any issues that will be pending be-
fore the higher courts. The law-
suit now is whether—the issue now
is whether or not Mr. Scopes taught
that man descended from a lower
order of animals. It isn’t a question
of whether God created man as all
complete at once, or it isn’t a ques-
tion as to whether God created man
by the process of development and
growth. These questions have been
eliminated from this court and the
only question we have now is
whether or not this teacher, this ac-
cused, this defendant, taught that
man descended from a lower order
of animals. As I see it, after due
deliberation, I feel that Mr. Bryan’s
testimony cannot aid the higher
court in determining that question.
If the question before the higher
court involved the issue as to what
evolution was or as to how God
created man, or created the earth, or
created the universe, this testimony
might be relevant, but those ques-
tions are not before the court, and
so taking this view of it, I am
pleased to expunge this testimony,
given by Mr. Bryan on yesterday,
from the records of this court and
it will not be further considered.

Mr. Darrow=—If your honor,
please, we want before this is dis-
posed of-—we would like to be
heard. I want to say a word, if
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You please. Of course, I am not at
all sure that Mr. Bryan’s testimony
would aid the supreme court, or
any other human being, but he tes-
tified by the hour there and I
haven’t got through with him yet.

Mr. Stewart—I understand the
court has ruled on this and I think
it is entirely out of order unless
you are making an exception.

Mr. Darrow—I want to make my
exception.

. Gen. Stewart—Make your excep-
tion and don’t begin an argument
about it.

The Court_—Conﬁne your remarks
to the exception, Mr. Darrow, please.

Mr. Darrow—I will, your honor.
I want to except to the ruling of the
court and so I might understand
perfectly, does your honor mean
this will not be certified to in a
bill of exceptions containing Mr.
Bryan’s testimony?

The Court—That is what I mean.
I mean I will strike it from the
record.

Mr. Darrow—We want to take an
exception to that. Of course, when
we make up the bill of exceptions
we will ask to have it included.

The Court—Yes, sir.

Mr. Darrow—I suppose the only
remedy we could have if your
honor holds that way is to have
the writ sent down if we want it in
the record.

The Court—Yes, sir, a writ from
the higher court to have it certified
up.

Defense Has No Witnesses and No
Proof—Asks Verdict of Guilty.

Mr. Darrow—Let me suggest this.
We have all been here quite a while
and I say it in perfectly good faith,
we have no witnesses to offer, no
proof to offer on the issues that the
court has laid down here, that Mr.
Scopes did teach what the children
said he taught, that man descended
from a lower order of animals—
we do not mean to contradict that,
and I think to save time we will
ask the court to bring in the jury
and instruct the jury to find the de-
fendant guilty. We make no objec-
tion to that and it will save a lot

of time and I think that should be
done.

Gen. Stewart—Your honor, may
I suggest that the court has not been
formerly opened yet.

The Court—Yes, sir, it was before
you came in.

Gen. Stewart—Well, I thought
your honor came in with us.

The Court—No, sir.

Gen. Stewart—I thought that it
might just have been an oversight.

The Court—I thank the attorney-
general.

Gen. Stewart—We are pleased to
accept the suggestion of Mr. Dar-
row,

Mr, Hays—Before we do that,
may I get my record straight on the
offer of proof by having the court
rule on this offer of proof and per-
mit me to take an exception? We
have offered to prove what was said
yesterday, where we have filed
statements which were scientific
testimony, as well as Biblical testi-
mony, I assume from what your
honor has said that you deny us
the right to put in that evidence.

The Court—YVYes, sir.

r. Hays—We take an exception.
We further offer to prove—we have
offered proof by Biblical students
whose statements I read, the real
meaning of the Bible and transla-
tions into the Bible. We offer to
prove by Mr. Bryan that the Bible
was not to be taken literally, that
the earth was 1,000,000 yvears old
and we had hoped to prove by him
further that nothing ‘in the Bible
said what the processes were of
man’s creation. We feel that the
statement that the earth was 1,000,-
000 years old and nothing said
about the processes of man’s crea-
tion that it was perfectly clear that
what Scopes taught would not vio-
late the first part of the act. I as-
sume from what your honor said
that that is not permitted.

The Court—No, sir.

Mr. Hays—Your honor will permit
me an exception?
The Court—Yes, sir.

. Hays—In order to be perfect-
ly clear the evidence that I offer is
the evidence of Maynard M. Metcalf,
Jacob G. Lipham, Wilbur Nelson,

r. Fay-Cooper Cole, Dr. H. H, New-
an, I%r. V\%)interton C. Curtis, Dr.
rtley F, Mather and proof by Bi-
ical scholars, Dr, Rabbi Rosen-
vasser and Dr. Whitaker. The proof
in the form of statements that
ere made, or parts of those state-

|

nd all and every part of any and
ill of these statements?

The Court—Yes, sir.

Gen. Stewart—And I understand
e court exclude‘\s/i fr%m thg record
the testimony of Mr. Bryan

| The Courty—Yes, I excluded that
rom the jury.

Mr. Hays—May 1 have on the rec-
ord also the statement, that doesn’t
bear on the issue that has been set
'down by the court? We would of-
fer to prove it if the issue had been
different—we would offer to prove

by Mr. White that Mr. Scopes had
a contract from Sept. 1 until May 1,
at $150 a month, to teach biology
in the public schools and that under
the law he was obliged to teach bi-
ology from the book that was pro-
vided by the public schools. I un-
derstand then your honor likewise
excluded that evidence, because
that doesn’t bear on the issue that
you stated? . ,

The Court—Well, it hasn’t been
offered.

Mr. Hays—It doesn’t bear on the
issue stated. 7

Gen. Stewart—I don’t think real-
ly there will be any objection to it
going in the record. Our view of
it is that the law goes into effect
from and after its passage and our
contention is that it violates the law
at any time after the act is passed,
which was March 21.

Col. Bryan—May it please the
court. ]

The Court—I will hear you, Mr.
Bryan.

Mr. Bryan—At the conclusion of
your decision to expunge the testi-
mony given by me upon the record
I didn’t have time to ask you a ques-
tion. 1 fully agree with the court
that the testimony taken yesterday
was not legitimate or proper. I
simply wanted the court to under-
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stand that I was not in position to
raise an objection at that time my-
self nor was I willing to have it
raised for me without asserting my
willingness to be cross-examined.
also stated that if I was to take the
witness stand I would ask that the
others take the witness stand also,
that I might put certain questions
to them. Now the testimony was
ended and I assume that you ex-
punge the questions as well as the
answers(.: g i

The Court—Yes, sir.

Mr. Bryan—That it isn’t a reflec-
tion upon the answers any more
than it is upon the questions.

The Court—I expunged the whole

roceedings.
¥ Mr. Bl‘ygn—Now 1 had not reach-
ed the point where I could make a
statement to answer the charges
made by the counsel for the defense
as to my ignorance and my bigotry.

Mr. Darrow—I object, your bhonor,
now what’s all this about.

The Court—Why dc‘)? you want to

ke this, Col. Bryan .
m:i\’[s. Bryan—I just want to finish

sentence.
m)l,\/lr. Darrow—Why} can’t he go

tside on the lawn .
oul\;r. Bryan—I am not asking to

ake a statement here.

" The Court—I will hear what you

say.

Bryan Appeals to Justice of
Press. .

Mr. Bryan—I shall have to trus
to the jugtness of the press, which
reported what was said yesterday,
to report what I will say, not to the
court, but to the press in answer
to the charge scattered broadcast
over the world and I shall also avail
myself of the opportunity to give
to the press, not to the court, the
questions that I would have asked
had I been permi}lted t_odcall the at-

rneys on the other side.
. Mr.yDarrow—I think it would be
better, Mr. Bryan, for you to take
us out also with the press and ask
us the questions and then the press
will have both the questions and the
answers.

Mr. Bryan—The gentleman who
represents the defense, not only dif-




308 TENNESSEE EVOLUTION TRIAL

fers from me, but he differs from
the court very often in the manner
of procedure. I simply want to
make that statement and say that
I shall have to avail myself of the
press without having the dignity of
its being presented in the court, but
I think it is hardly fair for them to
bring Jnto the limelight my views
on religion and stand behind a dark
lantern that throws light on other
people, but conceals themselves. I
think it is only fair that the coun-
try should know the religious atti-
tude of the people who come down
here to deprive the people of Ten-
nessee of the right to run their own
schools.
Mr. Darrow—I object to that.
. The Court—I overrule the objec-
tion.
Mr. Bryan—That is all.

Maione Says Will Answer
Bryan’s Questions?

Mr. Malone—If your honor
pleases, I wish to make a statement,
if statements are in order. The at-
torneys for the defense are hiding
behind no screen of any kind. They
will be very happy at any time in
any forum to answer any questions
which Mr. Bryan can ask along the
lines that were asked him yester-
day, if they be ger—

Gen. Stewart—Permit me to sug-
gest—

The Court—All right.

Gen. Stewart—I think the next
thing in order is to bring the jury
In and charge the jury.

Gen. McKenzie (B. G.)—I suggest
that the distinguished gentlemen get
together with Col. Bryan; they are
all anxious to hear him—and that
they have a crowd and have a joint
discussion and by that means your
views will be reflected.

Mr. Malone—We are not worried
about our views. We are in a court
of law and our discussion is ended.
We are ready for the jury.

. Thereupon the jury was brought
i)n and took their seats in the jury
OX.

And thereupon the following dis-
cuisu}nthocci;wred before the court,
out o ¢ hearing of the j
the spectators, L

Mr. Darrow—My statement that
there was no need to try this case
further, and for the court to in-
struct that the defendant is guilty
under the law was not made as a
plea of guilty or an admission of
guilt. We claim that the defendant
1s not guilty, but as the court has
excluded any testimony, except as
to the one issue as to whether he
taught that man descended from a
lower order of animals, and we
cannot contradict that testimony,
therefore, there is no logical thing
to come except that the jury find a
verdict that we may carry to the
higher court, purely as a matter of
proper procedure. We do not think
it is fair to the court or counsel on
the other side to waste a lot of time
when we know this is the inevitable
result and probably the best result
for the case. I think that is all
right?

Gen. Stewart—I think so: es.

The Court—You want t’hz jury
charged, the regular formal charge?

Mr. Darrow—The general sug-
gested something else that might
take its place.

Agree on a Verdict of Guilty.

Gen. Stewart—We suggest—It is,
of course, agreed by all that what
we want and what we want to get
is the case into the appellate court
to test the act properly. It was
suggested merely to make the rec.
ord show a verdict of guilty, to
show that this jury brought in a
verdict of guilty. But, I think the
best way to proceed would be to
let his honor charge the jury and
submit it to them, and I do not
think there would be anything im-
proper for you or me to state to
the jury, after the jury has been
charged—you state to them, if you
want to, that you do not object to
a verdict of guilty, to be frank about
i, what you want is for the case to
gotbﬁfprﬁ ttl}lle appelllate court. I do
no in ere will be -
tion to that? g

Mr. Darrow—You agree with me
for the record—you agree then, that
if the_quesnon might arise here,
you will help us see that this case
comes before the supreme court?
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Gen. Stewart—Yes; anything I
can do after you get the record to

' the supreme court.

Mr. Hays—What about thirty
days?

Mr. Darrow—Don’t bother about
that now.

Gen. Stewart—We want to take
the case to the supreme court the
first Monday in September in Knox-
ville. T think you can do that—

Mr. Darrow—What?

Gen. Stewart—You have a daily
transcript, that was the purpose of
calling the special term. Otherwise
it would have to wait, if it don’t
get to the September term, as we
only have one term a year.

Thereupon counsel left the bar of
the court and returned to their re-
spective seats.

The Court—Have you gentlemen
any statements to make?

Gen. Stewart—We want your
honor to proceed to charge the jury.

Mr. Darrow—As long as it is
agreed we don’t need to talk any
longer.

The Court—I suggest no excep-
tions will be made to my charge, is
that true?

Mr. Darrow—I mean on account
of not covering other matters.

The Court—I will put it in the
formal manner. I will dictate my
charge, and it will have to be
copied so the court will be at ease
a little while.

Thereupon the court left the
bench and a short recess ensued,
after which the following proceed-
ings occurred, to-wit:

Judge Raulston Charges the Jury.

Gentlemen of the Jury:

This is a case of the State of Ten-
nessee vs. John Thomas Scopes,
where it is charged that the ac-
cused violated what is commonly
known as the antievolution statute,
the same being chapter 27 of the
acts of the legislature of 1925, the
statute providing that it shall be
unlawful for any person to teach
in any of the universities, normals
or other public schools of the state
any theory that denies the story of
the divine creation of man, as
taught in the Bible, and teach in-

stead thereof that man is descend-
ed from a lower order of animals.

The indictment in this case is
dated at the July special term, 1925,
and, in part, charges that John
Thomas Scopes, heretofore on the
24th day of April, 1925, did unlaw-
fully teach in the public schools of
Rhea county, Tennessee, which said
public schools are supported i_n
part and in whole by the public
school fund of the state, a certain
theory and theories that denied the
story of the divine creation of man
as taught in the Bible, and did teach
instead thereof that man is descend-
ed from a lower order of animals,
he, the said John Thomas Scopes,
being at the time and prior thereto,
a teacher in the public school of
Daytoyf, in the county aforesaid,
against the peace and dignity of the
state.

To this charge the defendant has
pleaded not guilty and thus are
made up the issue for your deter-
mination. Before there can be a
conviction the state must make out
its case beyond a reasonable doubt
as to every essential and necessary
element of the case. The court
calls the attention of the jury to the
wording of the indictment, wherein
it is charged that this defendant
taught a certain theory or theories
that denied the story of the divine
creation of man as taught in the
Bible, and taught instead thereof
that man descended from a lower
order of animals. This statute has
been before the court during the
hearing in this case, upon a motion
which made it necessary that the
court should construe the statute as
to what offense was provided
against therein. The court, after
due consideration, has held that the
proper construction of the statute
15 that it is made an offense thereby
to teach in the public schools of the
state of Tennessee which are sup-
ported in whole or in part by the
public school fund or the state, that
man descended from a lower order
of animals. In other words, the sec-
ond clause is explanatory of the
first, and interprets the meaning of

the legislature; and the court
charges you that in order to prove
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its case the state does not have to
specifically prove that the defend-
ant taught a theory that denied the
story of the divine creation of man
as taught in the Bible, other than
to prove that he taught that man
descended from g lower order of
animals. Therefore, the court
charges you that if you find that
the proof in this case shows that
the defendant did teach in the pub-
lic schools of Rhea county, the same
being supported in whole or in
part by the public school fund, sub-
sequent to the passage of this statute,
and prior to the finding of this in-
dictment, that man descended from
a lower order of animals, and if
these facts are shown beyond a rea-
sonable doubt, then the defendant
would be guilty and should be so
found, and you are not concerned
as to whether or not this is a theory
denying the story of the divine cre-
ation of man as taught, for the is-
sues as they have been finally made
up in this case do not involve that
question,

By the phrase “beyond a reason-
able doubt,” I do not mean any pos-
sible doubt that might arise, or
such a doubt as an ingenuous mind
might conjure up, but by reasonable
doubt in legal parlance is meant
such a doubt as would prevent your
mind resting easy as to the guilt of
the defendant.

In determining whether or not
his guilt is shown beyond a reason-
able doubt you must weigh and con-
sider the evidence, and in doing
that you would look to the de-
meanor of the witnesses on the
stand, their opportunities to know
the facts concerning which they
testify, their respectability or want
of respectability if such appears,
their interest in the result of the
lawsuit or want of interest; their
bias, prejudice or leaning to one
side or the other, if such appears.
Their relationship to any of the
parties, and all other facts that
might enable you to determine what
weight should be given their testi-
mony.

You, gentlemen, are the sole and
exclusive judges of the facts and
the credibility of the witnesses, and

judges of the law under the direc-
tion of the court.

You enter upon this investigation
with the presumption that the de-
fendant is not guilty of any offense,
and this presumption stands as a
witness for him until it is overcome
by competent and credible proof.

There are different methods by
which witnesses are impeached.
One is by showing that they are un-
worthy of belief, by those who
know them best; another method
is by showing that a witness has
made contradictory statements as
to material facts involved in the
case, concerning which he gave
testimony. Another is to involve
the witness in discrepancies upon
the witness stand, by rigid and
close cross-examination.

When a witness is once impeach-
ed, he stands throughout the trial,
but this does not mean that he did
not swear the truth. This is a mat-
ter for you to determine, but the
impeaching process is a circum-
stance which you will take into
consideration in determining what
weight you will give this testimony.

If there are conflicts in the state-
ments of the different witnesses, it
is your duty to reconcile them if
you can, for the law presumes that
each witness has sworn the truth.
But if you cannot reconcile their
testimony, the law makes you the
sole and exclusive judges of the
credibility of the witnesses and the
weight to be given their testimony.

In this case the defendant did not
go on the stand. Under our con-
struction and laws he has the right
to either testify or not to testify as
he sees proper, and his failure to
testify creates no presumption of
his guilt, but should be considered
for no purpose in determining
whether or not he is guilty.

Under the provision of the statute
in this case, a person who violates
the same may be punished by a fine
of not less than $100 nor more than
$500. If after a fair and honest in-
vestigation of all the facts you find
the defendant guilty and find that
his offense deserves a greater pun-
ishment than a fine of $100, then
you must impose a fine not to ex-

- ceed $500 in any event,

EIGHTH DAY'S PROCEEDINGS 311

But if tirlou
ntent with a $100 fine, then
;I(‘)% (ilgay simply find the_defendant
guilty and leave the punishment to
the court. )
But if the proof fails to show his
guilt beyond a reasonable doubt,
you should acquit the defendant
and your verdict should be not
ilty. X
gubr?der our constitution and laws
the jury can have no prejudice or
bias either way, but you should
search for and find the truth, and
the truth alone, and bring into this
court such a verdict you think
truth dictates and justice derpands.
JOHN T. RAULSTON.
The Court—Any requests.
Mr. Darrow—Your honor, do we
have to take g}xceptxons at the time
the charge? .
OfThe Cou%t——lf you want addi-
i 1 instructions glven.
hoﬁg. Darrow—No, I do not, your
honor. The only thing is matters
you have already passed on as to
hat the law requires.
wTahe Court—Just on the legal

Mr. Darrow—Yes, just on the
1 points. .

leg’lghe? Court—No, the law imposes
on the court the duty to charge the
law correctly. You do not have to
make exceptions at this time.

Mr. Darrow—In our federal court
we have to make them at the time.

The Court—Yes, call them to the
judge’s attention so as to give him
a chance. I wish that was the
practice here.

Mr. Darrow—Yes.

The Court—Anything, Mr. Attor-

-General? '

ne%’}en. Stewart—I think Mr. Dar-

w has something to say.
l‘oMr. Darrow—May I say a few
words to the jury? Gentlemen of
the jury, we are SOrry to have not
had a chance to say anything to
you. We will do it some other time.
Now, we came down here to offer
evidence in this case and the court
has held under the law th_at_the
evidence we had is not admissible,
so all we can do is to take an ex-
ception and carry it to a plgher
court to see whether the evidence

is admissible or not. As far as
:lsxis case stands before the jury, the
court has told you very plainly that
if you think my client taught that
man descended from a lower order
of animals, you will find him guilty,
and you heard the testimony of the
boys on that question and }_1eard
read the books, and there 1s no
dispute about the facts. Scopes did
not/go on the stand, because he
could not deny the statements made
by the boys. 1 do not know how
you may feel, I am not especially
interested in it, but this case and
this law will never be decided until
it gets to a higher court, and it
cannot get to a higher court prob-
ably, very well, unless you bring
in a verdict. So, I do not want any
of you to think we are going to find
any fault with you as to your ver-
dict. I am frank to say, while we
think it is wrong, and we ou_ght to
have been permitted to put in our
evidence, the court felt otherwise,
as he had a right to hold. We can-
not argue to you.gentlemen under
the instructions given by _the court
—we cannot even explain to you
that we think you should return a
verdict of not guilty. We do noﬁ
see how you could. We do not as
it. We think we will save our pomé
and take it to the higher court and
settle whether the law 1is good, an
also whether he should have per-
mitted the evidence. I guess that
is plain enough. i A
Gen. Stewart—That 1is satisfac-

t()I"Il!l'xe Court—Have you any state-
ment, Mr. Attorney-Gene.ral?

Gen. Stewart—No, sir; except
this, your honor, I want to ask this
as a matter of information, did I
understand your honor to charge
the jury in fixing the fine, 1f.thes;d
find guilty, if they were sa.tlsﬁe
with the minimum fee, it will not
be necessary for the jury to bring
in a verdict except simply to say
[ ilt .n

g"i‘hey Court—I will read what I
charged: ‘“Under the provision of
this statute in this case, a_person
who violates the same may be pun-
ished by a fine of not less than $100
nor more than $500. If after a fair
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and honest investigation of all the
facts you find the defendant guilty
and find that his offense deserves
a greater punishment than a fine of
8100, then you must impose a fine
not to exceed $500 in any event.
grlllé 1€hyou are content with a $100 Mr. Darrow—No.
» then you may simply find the Gen. Stewart—I d i
ids(;,lfglré?:latnttog?ﬁletycandt !eave the pun- :hel'}e’ is anything tga?oéa;hlgi( ;}aliadt
ourt,” 0 the jury than what Mr. D
Gen. Stewart—Of course, that js Said. Of course, the case in itsa{)lx"gz
;himn?r matter, but I had it in minq €0t attitude is that it will be thrash-
that it would be the duty of the ¢€d out by the appellate court, that
{,‘gg;dm fix whatever fine -was im. 1§ fvhat the defense wants, and the
: State wants. What Mr. D
The Court—As I understand the Wanted to say to you was at_ he

The Court—If
stipulate—

The jury might fix the fine, th
will not be irrggular. They wfll n?l’
make any question about that.

holding, the court can im Wanted Is cliont guilly,
olding, pose a -d you to find his client
minimum fine always under the Put did not want to be in It]heglxl)l(i?i,-'

statute, that is our practice i
1 n
whisky cases, the least fine in a
transporténg case is $100.
en. tewart—Yes. We have
more of that kind than any other in

tion of pleading guilty, because it

would destroy his rights i

pellate court.y i
The Court—We could not under-

take to take the verdict and make

the criminal court. u

o s R A isiirca. W% the record before noon, could
X . Gen. Stewart—H i
The Court—How is that? The Court—I sao;v \i/seﬂ::%tu?ld not

Gen. Stewart—]I was telling M
.

Darrow we have more wligiskey
cases than any other in the crim-
mz:} c%urt.

Mr. Darrow—1I have not even seen
a cause for a case si
o e since I got down

The Court—There is no reason
why the jury should not fix the
minimum if you prefer. The prac-
tice, however, is for the court to
impose téle minimum.

en. Stewart—I am i
d%fiw (I))n that. o e
r. Darrow—We will not take a
exception, either way you want i?
g;c?ﬁlsehwﬁ want the case passed on
I e higher court, if you
jury to fix the fine. 5

The Court—General, the minimum
fine in a transporting case is $100,

Gen. Stewart—Yes.

The Court—OQur practice in Ten-
nessee is for the court to impose the
fine in a transporting case as like
this, the maximum fine of $500. The
practice is if the jury thinks it
should be greater than the minimum,

Gen. Stewart—I had in mind the
general statute on that.
5g‘he Court—The general statute is

undertake to take the verdict and
make up the rec -
CO(l;ld a, ord before noon,
en. Stewart—I take it it wi
be a matter of a few momelm'g1 .
Mr, Hays—_Yes, and if your honor
will only wait, we ought to be able
:grget through with the whole mat.
éen. Stewart—The formal motion
as I suggest, is to just let the coun-
sel treat them as in.
The Court—Mr. Officer, go with

the jury and get th
deliberation. ‘ SN

Jury Out Nine Minutes.

(The jury thereu i
de](i’Il‘)eration.) pon retired for
he jury returned t -
I‘O?)rfl% at 11:23 a. m. e i
cer Rice—Eve
pl((a:ase. rybody be seated
ourt—Get your book, Mr. Clerk
So as to poll the jury. Get youx:
seats, gentlemen, and let the jury
have their seats. You gentlemen
(\;&;111 havteh to move out a little, so I
can see the jury. You
jury, Mr. Clerk?, zpclilad

(The clerk
- rk calls the roll of the

you want us to ’

Al

EIGHTH DAY'S PROCEEDINGS

Court—Mr. Foreman, will you tell
us whether you have agreed on a
verdict?

Foreman—Yes, sir. We have, your
honor. :

Court—What do you find?

Foreman—We have found for the
state, found the defendant guilty.

Court—Did you fix the fine?

Foreman—No, sir.

Court—You leave it to the court?

Foreman—Leave it to the court.

Court—Mr. Scopes, will you come
‘around here, please, sir.

(The defendant presents himself
before the court.) ¥

Scopes Fined $100.

Court—Mr. Scopes, the jury has
found you guilty under this indict-
ment, charging you with having
taught in the schools of Rhea county,
in violation of what is commonly
known as the anti-evolution statute,
which makes it unlawful for any
teacher to teach in any of the public
schools of the state, supported in
whole or in part by the public school
funds of the state, any theory that
denies the story of the divine crea-
tion of man, and teach instead there-
of that man has descended from a
Jower order of animals. The jury
have found you guilty. The statute
makes this an offense punishable by
fine of not less than $100 nor more
than $500. The court now fixes your
fine at $100, and imposes that fine
upon you—

Mr. Neal—May it glease your
honor, we want to be Keard a mo-
ment.

Scopes Says Fine is Unjust.

Court—Oh—Have you anything to
say, Mr. Scopes, as to why the court
should not impose punishment upon
you?

Defendant J. T. Scopes—Your
honor, I feel that I have been con-
victed of violating an unjust statute.
I will continue in the future, as I
have in the past, to oppose this law
in any way I can. Any other action
would be in violation of my ideal of
academic freedom—that is, to teach
the truth as guaranteed in our con-
stitution, of personal and religious
freedom. I think the fine is unjust.
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Court—So then the court now im-
poses on you a fine of $100 and costs,
which you will arrange with the
clerk.

Mr. Malone—Your honor,
about bail?

Court—Sir?

Mr. Malone—What about bail?

Court—Well, how much bail can
Mr. Scopes make?

Mr. Malone—We can arrange any
amount your honor demands.

Court—Let him give bond for
$500. Well, it is misdemeanor case;
he does not have to go before the su-
preme court and only makes bond
for his appearance back here at the
next term, following the next term
of the supreme court.

Gen. Stewart—I believe the next
term—

Court—This county, I believe, goes
to Knoxville. My counties are close
on the border, some of my counties
go to Nashville, and some to Knox-
ville. This county tries its cases
Lhere the first Monday in Decem-

er— . -

Gen. Stewart—September.

Court—The first Monday in Sep-
tember.

Mr. Malone—I want to state in that
connection that the Baltimore Eve-
ning Sun has generousy offered to
go bond for Mr. Scopes, and the de-
fense has accepted the offer.

Gen. Stewart—The bond, of
course, would have to be given for
his appearance back here at the De-
cember term of court; the defend-
ant does not appear before the su-
preme court in a misdemeanor case.

Court—In misdemeanors the de-
fendant does not appear in the su-
preme court. He can make bond
to the term of this court following
the August term, which will be the
first Monday in December, I believe,
so the bond will be made return-
able to this court on the first Mon-
day in December, 1925. Now, by
that time, I presume, the supreme
court will have passed on this case.

what

Malone Thanks People for
Courtesy.
Mr. Malone—Your honor, may I
at this time say, on behalf of m
colleagues, that we wish to tha
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the people of the state of Tennes-
see, not only for their hospitality,
but for the opportunity of trying
out these great issues here.

(Applause and hand-clapping.)

Mr. Hays—For the purpose of the
record, may I make a motion here?

Court—Yes, sir.

Mr. Hays—I should like, if pos-
sible, that this term of this court
be extended for thirty days, in or-
der to enable us to get up a record.

Court—Make the proper motion.

Gen. Stewart—We have an inter-
vening term of the court in August,
a regular term. Of course, it can
be kept open.

Mr. Hays—1I don’t know your pro-
cedure; we may want you to tell
us—

The Court—Under the statutes of
Tennessee, the court can allow sixty
days to perfect an appeal. Now, I
prefer not to allow the whole sixty
days in this instance, because that
would carry it beyond the meeting
of the supreme court.

Mr. Hays—If your honor will al-
low us sixty days, we will get it
up in ten days if we can do that, if
possible, but in the event it is not
humanly possible, we do not want
to be barred. If your honor will
give us plenty of time, I assure you
we will do everything we can to
get it up immediately.

The Court—I suppose you know,
Mr. Hays, that in Tennessee the bill
of exceptions is just a copy of the
evidence and proceedings and the
judge’s charge. Of course, the tech-
nical record is then gotten up sepa-
rately—a copy of the warrant, and
motions and decrees and orders—
that is part of the technical record
and doesn’t become part of the bill
of exceptions; and that may be
made up at any time.

Mr. Hays—If your honor will just
protect us on our record, we will
leave the whole thing to you. We
don’t want to be put in a position
to lose our rights.

The Court—I believe you can
have it ready in thirty days, Mr.
Hays; you have had a daily tran-
script.

Mr. Hays—We will have that, but
there has been a great deal of con-

fusion, there may be a chance of
having some of it missing.

Court—I will give you thirty
days, and assure you that if you are
not ready—Let’s see, that would be
the 21st of August. Just so you can
get it ready and get the case to
the supreme court in time. You see,
the clerk of this court will have to
make up a bill of exceptions, unless
he can be furnished with a carbon
copy. If he could, that woud expe-
dite matters. It would take, I sup-
pose, a week or ten days to copy the
bill of exceptions.

Mr. Hays—It was a long drawn-out
matter, and it took a long time to
try it, and we wouldn’t want to be
foreclosed.

Court—I will give you all the time
I can, I assure you.

Mr. Hays—I understand that you
give us thirty days?

Court—Yes, sir,

Mr., Darrow—Then another mat-
ter, if the court please, is a petition
for the certification of Mr. Bryan’s
testimony.

Court—I believe you can do that,
Mr. Darrow, after you file your bill
of exceptions, by going to the su-
preme court for a writ of error,
whereby the record in this case will
be certified up there.

Mr. Hays—And then, your honor,
I wish to make a motion in arrest
of judgment, and I suggest that you
give us opportunity to file that in
original form.

Court—You will raise the same
qu(‘;stion that the court has ruled
on

Mr. Hays—I want to raise all the
questions raised during the trial. I
presume the motion will be over-
ruled, but I want to get that in the
record.

Court—Mr. Attorney-General, are
vou willing to that?

. Gen, Stewart—Yes, sir, I am will-
ing.

Court—Let the record show that
th(la glotion has been filed and over-
ruled.

Hays Moves for a New Trial.
Mr. Hays—Yes, sir, and get my
exception in. I want to be certain
the record is correct; I wish to

q01pIoA o1039q 3suf Aimp puE WOOIHNOD




make a motion for a new trial, on
the same grounds.

Court—Let the record show that
your motions were filed and over-
ruled.

Mr. Hays—And so instead of stat-
ing my grounds, I can file them
later.

The Court—Yes, sir.

Mr. Hays—Then your honor will
note my exception.

The Court—Yes, sir.

Mr. Hays—I also am advised that
I should move for permission to ap-
peal.

The Court—Yes, the record will
show that you prayed for an appeal
and that it was granted by the
court.

Mr. Hays—Yes, sir, thank you.
And that makes my record com-
plete.

The Court—I think so—if it
doesn’t, if there is anything over-
looked we will overlook it.

Now let me say—the court has
not adjourned. Have any of you
gentlemen anything to say—but you
are standing up and they are tak-
ing your pictures, I imagine.
Otherwise, you might sit down.
(Laughter.)

Mr. Hays—I presume the filing of
it in regular form could be done
during the term.

The Court—We could extend the
term a few days, yes, sir.

Mr. Hays—Isn’t that the same
time you have extended in order
that we might get our records
fixed.

The Court—This
term now.

Mr. Hays—Are we to understand
that the special term for thirty days
is extended? -

The Court—No, you get your mo-
tion filed and the court allows you
ten days to make your bill of excep-
tions. You know the law requires
a motion for a new trial to be filed
during the term.

Mr. Hays—Yes, sir.

The Court—And in order to meet
the requirements of that statute, if
the motion isn’t ready we will have
to extend this term a few days.

Gen. Stewart—Your honor can
leave the minutes of this day open.

is a special
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The Court—Yes, sir.

Gen. Stewart—And it could be en-
tered on the minutes as of this date.

The Court—Just let the records
show that they were entered as of
today.

Gen. Stewart—Yes—prepare them
right away, of course.

The Court—Does anyone have
anything to say? Mr. Muto wants
to be heard.

Newspaper Men Express Thanks.

Mr. Tony Muto—May it please,
your honor, on behalf of the ladies
and gentlemen of the press that
came down here to cover this trial
for the various newspapers, maga-
zines and syndicates, I wish to
thank the court and all the officials,
the Dayton Progressive club, for all
the courtesies and kindnesses that
have been shown us. (Applause.)

Special Writer from Toronto—
May I have the privilege, as the only
Canadian correspondent present, to
express my great appreciation of
the extreme courtesy which has
been accorded me and my brethren
of the press by the court and the
citizens of Dayton. I shall take
back with me a deeper appreciation
of the great republic for which we
have felt so kindly, and whose in-
stitutions we so magnify and admire.
(Ap%lause.)

The Court—Has any other press
man anything to say? Let me hear
you, Mr. Bell--did you say any-
thing?

Mr. Bryan Bell—No, sir.

A Voice—As one of the public,
who has come a number of miles
to hear this trial, I desire to express
my appreciation of the hospitality
and reasonable expenses that have
been incurred while here. (Ap-
plause.)

The Court—Anyone else? Gordon,
did you have something you wished
to say?

Gordon McKenzie Speaks for
Tennessee People.

Gordon McKenzie—On behalf of
Rhea county and Gen. Stewart, and
on behalf of the prosecution, I de-
sire to say to the gentlemen who
have just made their statements,



316

that we are delighted to have had
you with us. We have learned to
take a broader view of life since
you came. You have brought to us
your ideas—your views—and we
have communicated to you, as best
we could, some of our views, As to
whether or not we like those views,
that is a matter that should not ad-
dress itself to us at this time, but
we do appreciate your views, and
while much has been said and
much has been written about the
narrow-minded people of Tennessee
we do not feel hard toward you for
having said that, because that is
your idea, We people here want
to be more broad-minded than some
have given us credit for, and we
appreciate your coming, and we
“have been greatly elevated, edified
and educated by your presence. And
should the time ever come when you
are back near the garden spot of
the world, we hope that you will
stop off and stay awhile with us
here in order that we may chat
about the days of the past, when
the Scopes trial was tried in Day-
ton. (Applause.)

A Voice—I feel, as a member of
the Tennessee bar, that we should
not be remiss in our recognition of
the counsel from outside of our
state who have appeared in this
case, and I want to exonerate them
from any accusation of any unfair
attitude, and to say that the bar of
Tennessee appreciates the disting-
uished services of these great law-
yers who have come to discuss
among us a fundamental prob-
lem which affects our government,
and the government of all the
states, and we appreciate from the
bottom of our hearts their labors
amongst us, and we feel that they
have as much right to be heard as
our local counsel, and we welcome
them to our state on this occasion
and on any other occasion when
matters of great magnitude involv-
ing our national welfare come be-
fore us. (Applause.)

Mr. Neal—As one of the Tennes-
see lawyers that has been connected
from the beginning with this case,
I want to thank your honor and the
gentlemen on the other side for the

. settled right.
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great courtesy they have shown to
my distinguished associates from
other states. (Applause.)

The Court—Col. Bryan,
hear you.

Bryan’t Last Court Speech.

“This issue will be settled right
whether on our side or the other.”

Mr. Bryan—I don’t know that
there is any special reason why I
should add to what has been said,
and yet the subject has been pre-
sented from so many viewpoints
that I hope the court will pardon
me if ] mention a viewpoint that
has not been referred to. ' Dayton
is the center and the seat of this
trial largely by circumstance. We
are told that more words have been
sent across the ocean by cable to
Europe and Australia about this
trial than has ever been sent by ca-
ble in regard to anything else hap-
pening in the United States. That
isn’t because the trial is held in
Dayton. It isn’t because a school-
teacher has been subjected to the
danger of a fine from $100.00 to
$500.00, but I think illustrates how
people can be drawn into prom-
inence by attaching themselves to
a great cause. Causes stir the
world. It is because it goes deep.
It is because it extends wide, and
because it reaches into the future
beyond the power of man to
see. Here has been fought out a
little case of little consequence as
a case, but the world is interested
because it raises an issue, and that
issue will some day be settled right,
whether it is settled on our side or
the other side.' It is going to be
There can be no set-
tlement of a great cause without
discussion, and people will not dis-
cuss a cause until their attention is
drawn to it, and the- value of this
trial is not in any incident of the
trial, it is not because of anyhody
who is attached to it, either in an
official way or as counsel on either
side. Human beings are mighty
small, your honor. We are apt to
magnify the personal element and
we sometimes become inflated with
our importance, but the world lit-
tle cares for man as an individual.

I will
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He is born, he works, he dies, but
gauses go on forever, and we who
participated in this case may con-
gratulate ourselves that we have at-
fached ourselves to a mighty issue.
INow, if I were to attempt to define
that issue, I might find objection
from the other side. Their defini-
tion of the issue might not be as
mine is, and therefore, I will not
take advantage of the privilege the
court gives me this morning to
make a statement that might be con-
froverted, and nothing that I would
say would determine it. I have no
power to define this issue finally
and authoritatively. None of the
punsel on our side has this power
and none of the counsel on the
pther side has this power, even this
honorable court has no such power.
The people will determine this is-
Issue. They will take sides upon this
ssue, they will state the question
involved in this issue, they will ex-
amine the information—not so much
that which has been brought out
here, for very little has been brought
put here, but this case will stimulate
nvestigation and investigation will
bring out information, and the facts
will be known, and upon the facts,
s ascertained, the decision will be
endered, and I think, my friends,
and your honor, that if we are actu-
ed by the spirit that should actu-
te everyone of us, no matter what
pur views may be, we ought not only
desire, but pray, that that which is
fight will prevail, whether it be our
somebody else’s. (Ap-

" Mr. Darrow—May I say a word?
The Court—Colonel, be glad to
lear from you.

Darrow Compares Trial with
Witchcraft Cases.

Mr. Darrow—I want to say a word.
| want to say in thorough sincerity
hat I appreciate the courtesy of the
sounsel on the other side from the
leginning of this case, at least the
fennessee counsel, that I appreciate
he hospitality of the citizens here. I
Mhall go away with a feeling of re-
pect and gratitude toward them for
heir courtesy and their liberality

ward us persons; and that I ap-
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preciate the kind, and I think I may
say, general treatment of this court,
who might have sent me to jail, but
did not.

(Laughter in the courtroom.)

Mr. Darrow (Continuing)—And on
the side of the controversy between
the court and myself I have already
ruled that the court was right, so I
do not need to go further.

The Court—Thank you.

Mr. Darrow—But, I mean it.

The Court—Yes.

Mr. Darrow (Continuing)—Of
course, there is much that Mr. Bryan
has said that is true. And nature—
nature, I refer to does not choose
any special setting for mere events.
I fancy that the place where the
Magna Charta was wrested from the
barons in England was a very small
place, probably not as big as Dayton.
But events come along as they come
along. I think this case will be re-
membered because it is the first case
of this sort since we stopped trying
people in America for witchcraft be-
cause here we have done our best to
turn back the tide that has sought to
force itself upon this—upon this
modern world, of testing every fact
in science by a religious dictum.
That is all I care to say.

The Court—Any one else?

A Voice—Yes, your honor.

The Court—Mr. Rappleyea.

Mr. Rappleyea—As Dr. Spencer
said a few months ago that big
movements make big men, but this
the case of the reverse, where big
men have made big movements. I
especially wish to pay my respects
and thanks and take this oppor-
tunity, perhaps the last I shall have,
to Mr. Bryan for relieving me of the
embarrassing position I was in as
original prosecutor, and carrying
through what he thought was right
in spite of the criticisms that he has
had. Mr. Bryan, I thank you. (Ap-
plause.)

The Court’s Farewell Oration.

The Court—My fellow citizens, I
recently read somewhere what I
think was a definition of a great
man, and that was this: That he
possesses a passion to know the truth
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and have the courage to declare it in
the face of all opposition. It is easy
enough, my friends, to have a pas-
sion to find a truth, or to find a fact,
rather, that coincides with our pre-
conceived notions and ideas, but it
sometimes takes courage to search
diligently for a truth, that may de-
§(tiroy our preconceived notions and
ideas.

The man that only has a passion
to find the truth is not a complete
and great man; but he must also
have the courage to declare it in
the face of all opposition. It does
not take any great courage for a man
to stand for a principle that meets
with the approval of public senti-
ment around him. But it sometimes
takes courage to declare a truth or
stand for a fact that is in contraven-
tion to the public sentiment.

Now, my friends, the man—I am
not speaking in regard to the issues
in this case, but I am speaking in
general terms—that a man who is
big enough to search for the truth
and find it, and declare it in the
face of all opposition is a big man.

Now, we spoke—Dayton has been
referred to. That the law—that
something big could not come out of
Dayton. Why, my friends, the great-
est Man that has ever walked on the
face of the earth, the Man that left
the portals of heaven, the Man that
came down from heaven to earth
that man might live, was born in a
little town, and He lived and spent
His life among a simple, unpreten-
tious people.

We do not measure greatness by
the size of the village or the town
or the neighborhood from which it
came. But greatness depends upon
the principles that are involved.
Some one recently wrote on this sub-
ject, and in referring to this case,
that the great Dred Scott bill, one of
the most famous lawsuits ever tried
in America, a case that drew public
attention, perhaps, from the whole
world simply involved the liberty of
one colored man.

Someone has also referred to a
case from the District of Columbia,
where the president of the United
States appoints the magistrates, and
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President Adams appointed a magis-
trate but failed to issue his commis-
sion and went out of office; that he
later mandamussed a successor of
President Adams to compel him to
issue a commission to him for the
simple office of justice of the peace.
John Marshall, the man that ruled
and reigned, that presided over the
supreme court of the United States
for thirty-four long years, and one
of the most noted lawyers and
judges that ever lived in America,
made his fame and laid the founda-
tion for his fame by writing the
opinion involving the office of jus-
tice of the peace.

Now, my friends, the people in
America are great people. We are
great in the South, and they are
great in the North. We are great be-
cause we are willing to lay down
our differences when we fight the
battle out and be friends. And, let
me tell you, there are two things in
this world that are indestructible,
that man cannot destroy, or no force
in the world can destroy.

One is truth. You may crush it to
the earth but it will rise again. It
is indestructible, and the causes of
the law of God. Another thing in-
destructible in America and in Eu-
rope and everywhere else, is the
Word of God, that He has given to
man, that man may use it as a
waybill to the other world. Inde-
structible, my friends, by any force
because it is the word of the Man,
of the forces that created the uni-
verse, and He has said in His word
that “My word will not perish” but
will live forever.

1 am glad to have had these gentle-
men with us. This little talk of
mine comes from my heart, gentle-
men. I have had some difficult prob-
lems to decide in this lawsuit, and
I only pray to God that I have de-
cided them right. If I have not, the
higher courts will find the mistake.
But if I failed to decide them right,
it was for the want of legal learn-
ing, and legal attainments, and not
for the want of a disposition to do
everybody justice.

We are glad to have you with us.

(Applause.)

(Laughter.)
The Court—Yes; yes.
(Laughter and applause.)
. The Court—Has anyone else any-
thing to say.
(No response.)
f not—
Officer Kelso Rice—Now, people,
when court is adjourned—
’{he Court—Wait, do not adjourn
yet.
(A train whistle blows.)
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The Court—Go ahead, officer.

_Officer Rice—Do not crowd the
aisles. When the court has adjourned
move slowly, do not be in a hurry.
But move slowly, everybody, when
court is adjourned and do not block
the aisleways at all. Keep moving.

The Court—We will adjourn. And
Brother Jones will pronounce the
benediction.

Dr. Jones—May the grace of our
Lord Jesus Christ, the love of God
and the communion and fellowship
of the Holy Ghost abide with you
all. Amen.

. The Court—The court will ad-
journ sine die.



At Attorney’s Table During Scopes Trial,

TEXT OF BRYAN’S PROPOSED ADDRESS
IN SCOPES CASE.

As a member of the counsel of
prosecution in the Scopes evolution
case in Dayton, William Jennings
Bryan had prepared an address in
defense of Tennessee’s law against
the teaching of evolution in the pub-
lic schools. This address was not
delivered during the trial because
arguments to the jury by counsel on
both sides were dispensed with by
agreement. Arrangements for publi-
cation of it were made by Mr. Bryan
only a few hours before his death.
The text of the address follows:

May It Please the Court,
and Gentlemen of the Jury:

Demosthenes, the greatest of an-
cient orators, in his “Oration on the
Crown,” the most famous of his
speeches, began by supplicating the
favor of all the gods and goddesses
of Greece. If, in a case which in-
volved only his own fame and fate,
he felt justified in petitioning the
heathen gods of his country, surely
we, who deal with the momentous
issues involved in this case, may
well pray to the Ruler of the uni-
verse for wisdom to guide us in the
performance of our several parts in
this historic trial.

Let me, in the first place, con-
gratulate our cause that circum-
stances have committed the trial to
a community like this and entrusted
the decision to a jury made up
largely of the yeomanry of the state.
The book in issue in this trial con-
tains on its first page two pictures
contrasting the disturbing noises of
a great city with the calm serenity
of the country. It is a tribute that
rural life has fully earned.

I appreciate the sturdy honesty
and independence of those who
come into daily contact with the
earth, who, living near to nature,
worship nature’s God, and who,
dealing with the myriad mysteries
of earth and air, seek to learn from
revelation about the Bible’s wonder-
working God. 1 admire the stern
virtues, the vigilance and the pa-

triotism of the class from which
the jury is drawn, and am reminded
of the lines of Scotland’s immortal
bard, which, when changed but
slightly, describe your country’s
confidence in you:

“0 Scotia, my dear, my native

soil!
For whom my warmest wish to
Heaven is sent,
Long ma)l' thy hardy sons of rustic
toi

Be blest with health, and peace,

and sweet content!
“And, oh, may Heav’n their simple
lives prevent

From luxury’s contagion, weak

and vile!
Then, howe’er crowns and coronets
be rent,

A virtuous populace may rise the

while,
And stand, a wall of fire, around
their much-loved isle.”

L.et us now separate the issues
from the misrepresentations, inten-
tional or unintentional, that have
obscured both the letter and the
purpose of the law., This is not an
interference with freedom of con-

science. A teacher can think as he -

pleases and worship God as he
likes, or refuse to worship God at
all. He can believe in the Bible or
discard it; he can accept Christ or
reject Him. This law places no ob-
ligations or restaints upon him. And
so with freedom of speech; he can,
so long as he acts as an individual,
say anything he likes on any sub-
ject. This law does not violate any
right guaranteed by any constitu-
tion to any individual. It deals with
the defendant, not as an individual,
but as an employee, an official or
public servant, paid by the state,
and therefore under instructions
from the state.

Right of the State to Control
Public Schools.
The right of the state to control
the public schools is affirmed in the
recent decision in the Oregon case,
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which declares that the state can
direct what shall be taught and also
forbid the teaching of anything
“manifestly inimical to the public
welfare.” The above decision goes
even farther and declares that the
parent not only has the right to
guard the religious welfare of the
child, but is in duty bound to guard
it. That decision fits this case ex-
actly. The state had a right to pass
this law, and the law represents the
determination of the parents to
guard the religious welfare of their
children.

It need hardly be added that this
law did not have its origin in big-
otry. It is not trying to force any
form of religion on anybody. The
majority is not trying to establish
a religion or to teach it—it is trying
to protect itself from the effort of
an insolent minority to force irre-
ligion upon the chiidren under the
guise of teaching science. What
right has a little Irresponsible olig-
archy of self-styled “intellectuals”
to demand control of the schools of
the United States, in which 25,000,-
000 of children are being educated
at an annual expense of nearly
$2,000,000,000?

Christians must, in every state of
the Union, build their own colleges
in which to teach Christianity; it
1s only simple justice that atheists,
agnostics and unbelievers should
build their own colleges if they
want to teach their own religious
views or attack the religious views
of others.

The statute is brief and free from
ambiguity. It prohibits the teach-
ing, in the public schools, of “any
theory that denies the story of di-
vine creation as taught in the
Bible,” and teaches, “instead, that
man descended from a lower order
of animals.” The first sentence sets
forth the purpose of those who passed
the law. They forbid the teaching
of any evolutionary theory that dis-
putes the Bible record of man’s cre-
ation and, to make sure that there
shall be no misunderstanding, they
place their own interpretations on
their language and specifically for-
bid the teaching of any theory that

makes man a descendant of any
lower form of life.

The evidence shows that defend-
ant taught, in his own language as
well as from a book outlining the
theory, that man descended from
lower forms of life. Howard Mor-
gan’s testimony gives us a definition
of evolution that will become known
throughout the world as this case is
discussed. Howard, a 14-year-old
boy, has translated the words of the
teacher and the textbook into lan-
guage that even a child can under-
stand. As he recollects it, the de-
fendant said, “A little germ or one
cell organism was formed in the
sea; this kept evolving until it got to
be a pretty good-sized animal, then
came on to be a land animal, and it
kept evolving, and from this was
man.” There is no room for differ-
ence of opinion here, and there is
no need of expert testimony. Here
are the facts, corroborated by an-
other student, Harry Shelton, and
admitted to be true by counsel for
defense. Mr, White, superintendent
of schools, testified to the use of
Hunters’ Civic Biology, and to the
fact that the defendant not only ad-
mitted teaching evolution, but de-
clared that he could not teach it
without violating the law. Mr.
Robinson, the chairman of the
school board, corroborated the tes-
timony of Superintendent White in
regard to the defendant’s admis-
sions and declaration. These are
the facts; they are sufficient and un-
disputed. A ‘verdict of guilty must
follow.

But the importance of this case
requires more. The facts and ar-
Suments presented to you must not
only convince you of the justice of
conviction in this case but, while
not necessary to a verdict of guilty,
they should™ convince you of the
righteousness of the purpose of the
beople of the state in the enactment
of this law. The state must speak
through you to the outside world
and repel the aspersions cast by the
counsel for the defense upon the
Intelligence and the enlightenment of
the citizens of Tennessee. The peo-
ple of this state have a high appre-
clation of the value of education.
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The state constitution testifies to
that in its demand that education
shall be fostered and that science
and literature shall be cherished.
The continuing and increasing ap-
propriations for public instruction
furnish abundant proof that Ten-
nessee places a just estimate .upon
the learning that is secured in its
schools.

Declares Religion Not Hostile to
Learning. :
Religion is not hostile to learn-
ing, Cl%ristianity has been the great-
est patron learning has ever had.
But Christians know that “the fear
of the Lord is the beginning of wis-
dom” now just as it has been in the
past, and they therefore oppose the
teaching of guesses that encourage
godlessness among the students.
Neither does Tennessee under-
value the service rendered by
science. The Christian men and
women of Tennessee know how
deeply mankind is indebted to
science for benefits conferred by
the discovery of the laws of nature
and by the designing of machinery
for the utilization of these laws.
Give science a fact and it is not
only invincible, but it is of incalcul-
able service to man. If one is en-
titled to draw from society in pro-
portion to the service that he ren-
ders to society, who is able to esti-
mate the reward earned by those
who have given to us the use of
steam, the use of electricity, and
enabled us to utilize the weight of
water that flows down the moun-
tainside? Who will estimate the
value of the service rendered by
those who invented the phono-
graph, the telephone and the radio?
Or, to come more closely to our
home life, how shall we recompense
those who gave us the sewing ma-
chine, the harvester, the threshing
machine, the tractor, the automo-
bile and the method now employed
in making artificial ice? The de-
pariment of medicine also opens an
unlimited field for invaluable serv-
ice. Typhoid and yellow fever are
not feared as they once were. Diph-
theria and pneumonia have been
robbed of some of their terrors, and

high place on the scroll of fame
?till gawy[x)its the discoverer of reme-
dies for arthritis, cancer, tubercu-
losis and other dread diseases to
which mankind is heir.

Christianity welcomes truth from
whatever source it comes, and is
not afraid that any real truth from
any source can interfere with the
divine truth that comes by inspira-
tion from God Himself. It is not
scientific truth to which Christians
object, for true science is classified
knowledge, and nothing therefore
can be scientific unless it is true.

Evolution Not Truth; Merely an
Hypothesis.

Evolution is not truth; it is mere-
ly an hypothesis—it is millions of
guesses strung together. It had not.
been proven in the days of Darwin;
he expressed astonishment _that
with two or three million species it
had been impossible to trace any
species to any other species. It had
not been proven in the days of Hux-
ley, and it has not been proven up.
to today. It is less than four years
ago that Prof. Bateson came all the
way from London to Canada to tell
the American scientists that every
effort to trace one species to an-
other had failed—every one. He
said he still had faith in evolution,
but had doubts about the origin of
species. But of what value is evolu-
tion if it cannot explain the origin
of species? While many scientists
accept evolution as if it were a fact,
they all admit, when questioned,
that no explanation has been found
‘as to how one species developed
into another.
r Darwin suggested two laws, sex-
ual selection ad natural selection.
Sexual selection has been laughed
out of the class room, and natural
selection is being abandoned, and
no new explanation is satisfactory
even to scientists. Some of the more
rash advocates of evolution are
wont to say that evolution is as
firmly established as the law of
gravitation or the Copernican
theory. The absurdity of such a
claim is apparent when we remem-
ber that anyone can prove the law
of gravitation by throwing a weight
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derstanding of the sentiment that
lies back of the statute against the
teaching of evolution, please con-
sider the facts that I shall now pre-
sent to you. First, as to the ani-
mals to which evolutionists would
have us trace our ancestry. The
following is Darwin’s family tree,
as you will find it set forth on
pages 180-181 of his “Descent of
Man”:

“The most ancient progenitors in
the kingdom of Vertebrata, at which
we are able to obtain an obscure
glance, apparently consisted of a
group of marine animals, resem-
bling the larvae of existing ascid-
ians. These animals probably gave
rise to a group of fishes, as lowly
organized as the lancelot; and from
these the Ganoids, and other fishes
like the Lepidosiren, must have
been developed. From such fish a
very small advance would carry us
on to the amphibians. We have
seen that birds and reptiles were
once intimately connected together;
and the Monotremata now connect
mammals with reptiles in a slight
degree. But no one can at present
say by what line of descent the
three higher and related classes,
namely, mammals, birds and rep-
tiles, were derived from the two
lower vertebrate classes, namely,
amphibians and fishes. In the class
of mammals the steps are not dif-
ficult to conceive which led from
the ancient Monotremata to the an-
cient Marsupials; and from these to
the early progenitors of the plac-
ental mammals, We may thus as-
cend to the Lemuridae; and the in-
terval is not very wide from these
to the Simiadae. The Simiadae then
branched off into two great stems,
the New World and Old World mon-
keys; and from the latter, at a re-
mote period, Man, the wonder and
glory of the universe, proceeded.
Thus we have given to man a pedi-
gree of prodigious length, but, not,
it may be said, of noble quality.”
(Ed. 1874, Hurst.)

Note the words implying uncer-
tainty; ‘“obscure glance,” “appar-
ently,” “resembling,” “must have
been,” “slight degree,” and “con-
ceive.”
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Darwin, on page 171 of the same
book, tries to locate his first man—
that is, the first man to come down
out of the trees—in Africa. After
leaving man in company with goril-
las and chimpanzees, he says, “But
it is useless to speculate on this sub-
ject.” If he had only thought of
this earlier the world might have
been spared much of the specula-
tion that his brute hypothesis has
excited.

On page 79 Darwin gives some
fanciful reasons for believing that
man is more likely to have descend-
ed from the chimpanzee than from
the gorilla. His speculations are an
excellent illustration of the effect
that the evolutionary hypothesis
has in cultivating the imagination.
Prof. J. Arthur Thomson says that
the “idea of evolution is the most
potent thought economizing for-
mula the world has yet known.,”
It is more than that; it dispenses
with thinking entirely and relies on
the imagination.

On page 141 Darwin attempts to
trace the mind of man back to the
mind of lower animals. On pages
113 and 114 he endeavors to trace
man’s moral nature back to the an-
mals. It is all animal, animal, ani-
mal, with never a thought of God
or of religion.

Qur first indictment against evo-
lution is that it disputes the truth
of the Bible account of man’s crea-
tion and shakes faith in the Bible
as the Word of God. This indict-
ment we prove by comparing the
processes described as evolutionary
with the text of Genesis. It not only
contradicts the Mosaic record as to
the beginning of human life, but it
disputes the Bible doctrine of re-
production according to kind—the
greatest scientific principle known.

Our second indictment is that
the evolutionary hypothesis, carried
to its logical conclusion, disputes
every vital truth of the Bible. Its
tendency, natural, if not inevitable,
is to lead those who really accept
it, first to agnosticism and then to
atheism. Evolutionists attack the
truth of the Bible, not openly at
first, but by using weazel-words like
“poetical,” “symbolical” ‘and *“alle-

orical” to suck the meaning out
e inspired record of man’s crea-
ion. .

We call as our first witness
Charles Darwin. He began life a
i On page 39, Vol. 1 of
he Life and Letters of Charles Dar-
in, by his son, Francis Darwin,
e says, speaking of the period from
828 to 1831, “I did not then in the
least doubt the strict and l}teril,l’
truth of every word in the Bible.

Pusey himself.” It may be a sur-
prise to your honor and_to you,
gentlemen of the jury, as it was to
me, to learn that Darwin spent three
years at Cambridge studying for the
ministry. :

This was Darwin as a young man,
before he came under the influence
of the doctrine that man came from
a lower order of animals. The
change wrought in his religious
views will be found in a letter writ-
ten to a German youth in 1879, and
printed on page 277 of Vol. I of
the Life and Letters above referred
‘to. The letter begins: “I am much
engaged, an old man, and out of
health, and I cannot spare time to
answer your questions fully—nor
indeed ecan they be answered.
Science has nothing to do with
Christ, except insofar as the habit
of scientific research makes a man
| cautious in admitting evidence. For
myself, I do not believe that there
ever has been any revelation. As
for a future life, every man must
judge for himself between conflict-
ing vague probabilities.” .

Note that “science has nothing
to do with Christ, except insofar
as the habit of scientific resqax:ch
makes a man cautious in admitting
evidence.”  Stated plainly, that
simply means that “the habit of
scienfific research” makes one cau-
tious in accepting the only evidence
that we have of Christ’s existence,
mission, teaching, crucifixion and
resurrection, namely the evidence
found in the Bible. To make this
interpretation of his words the only
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ossible one, he adds, “For myself,
{)do not believe that there ever has
been any revelation.” In rejecting
the Bible as a revelation from God,
he rejects the Bible’s conception of
God and he rejects also the super-
natural Christ of whom the Bible,
and the Bible alone, tells. And, it
will be observed, he refuses to ex-
press any opinion as to a future

Now let us follow with his son’s
exposition of his father’s views as
they are given in extracts from a
biography written in 1876. Here is
Darwin’s language as quoted by his
son:

“During these two years (October,
1838, to January, 1839) I was led to
think much about religion. Whilst
on board the Beagle I was quite
orthodox and I remember being
heartily laughed at by several of the
officers (though themselves ortho-
dox) for quoting the Bible as an un-
answerable authority on some point
of morality. When thus reflecting, I
felt compelled to look for a first
cause, having an intelligent mind in
some degree analagous to man; and
I deserved to be called an atheist.
This conclusion was strong in my
mind about the time, as far as I can
remember, when I wrote the Origin
of Species’; it is since that time that
it has very gradually, with many
fluctuations, become weaker. But
then arises the doubt, can the rplnd
of man, which has, as 1 fully believe,
been developed from a mind as low
as that possessed by the lowest ani-
mals, be trusted w‘}llen it draws such

conclusions
gl‘?‘iﬁldcannot pretend to throw the
least light on such abstruse problems.
The mystery of the beginning of fall
things is insoluble by us; and I for
opne must be content to remain an
agnostic.”

Darwin Used Bible As Early
Arguments. T
en Darwin entered upon his
scivgr?tiﬁc career he was “quite orth-
odox and quoted the Bible as an un-
answerable authority on some point
of morality.” Even_when he wrote
“The Origin of Species,” the tl.xougl;t
of “a first cause, having an intelli-
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gent mind in some degree analagous
to man” was strong in his mind. It
was after that time that “very grad-
ually, with many fluctuations,” his
belief in God became weaker. He
traces this decline for us and con-
cludes by telling us that he cannot
pretend to throw the least light on
such abstruse problems—the relig-
ious problems above referred to.
Then comes the flat statement that
he “must be content to remain an
agnostic”; and to make clear what
he means by the word, agnostic, he
says that “the mystery of the begin-
ning of all things is insoluble by
us”’—not by him alone, but by every-
body. Here we have the effect of
evolution upon its most distin-
guished exponent; it led him from an
orthodox Christian, believing every
word of the Bible and in a personal
God, down and down and down to
helpless and hopeless agnosticism.

But there is one sentence upon
which I reserved comment — it
throws light upon his downward
pathway. “Then arises the doubt,
can the mind of man which has, as
I fully believe, been developed from
a mind as low as that possessed by
the lowest animals, be trusted when
it draws such grand conclusions?”

Here is the explanation: he drags
man down to the brute level, and
then, judging man by brute stand-
ards, he questions whether man’s
mind can be trusted to deal with God
and immortality?

How can any teacher tell his stu-
dents that evolution does not tend
to destroy his religious faith? How
can an honest teacher conceal from
his students the effect of evolution
upon Darwin himself? And is it not
stranger still that preachers who
advocate evolution never speak of
Darwin’s loss of faith, due fo his
belief in evolution? The parents of
Tennessee have reason enough to
fear the effect of evolution on the
minds of their children. Belief in
evolution cannot bring to those who
hold such a belief any compensation
for the loss of faith in God, trust in
the Bible, and belief in the super-
natural character of Christ. It is
belief in evolution that has caused
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so many scientists and so many
Christians to reject the miracles of
the Bible, and then give up, one
after another, every vital truth of
Christianity. They finally cease to
pray and sunder the tie that binds
them to their Heavenly Father.

Miracle Should Not Become
Stumbling Block.

The miracle should not bhe a
stumbling block to any one. It raises
but three questions: First, could
God perform a miracle? Yes, the
God who created the universe can
do anything He wants to with it. He
can temporarily suspend any law
that He has made or He may employ
htigh(elzr laws that we do not under-
stand.

Second—Would God perform a
miracle? To answer that question
in the negative one would have to
know more about God’s plans and
purposes than a finite mind can
know, and yet some are so wedded
to evolution that they deny that God
would perform a miracle merely be-
cause a miracle is inconsistent with
evolution.

If we believe that God can per-
form a miracle and might desire to
do so, we are prepared to consider
with open mind the third question,
namely, Did God perform the mira-
cles recorded in the Bible? The
same evidence that establishes the
authority of the Bible establishes the
truth of the record of miracles per-
formed.

Now, let me read to the honorable
court and to you, gentlemen of the
jury, one of the most pathetic con-
fessions that has come to my notice.
George John Romanes, a distin-
guished biologist, sometimes called
the successor of Darwin, was promi-
nent enough to be given extended
space in both the Encyclopedia Bri-
tannica and Encyclopedia Amer-
icana. Like Darwin, he was reared
in the orthodox faith, and like Dar-
win, was led away from it by evo-
lution (see “Thoughts on Religion,”
page 180.) For twenty-five years he
could not pray. Soon after he be-
came an agnostic, he wrote a book
entitled, “A Candid Examination of

. " P 7 the
heism,” ublishing it 1}’nder !
SS?lrblled nl:une, “Phty’vsmus. In this
ook (see page 29, “Thoughts on Re-
igion”), he says: . iz
«And forasmuch as 1 am Iar 1it
eing able to agree with those wh(%
fiirm that the twilight doctrine O
he ‘new faith’ is a desirable sub‘su-
ute for the waning splendor of the
old, I am not ashamed to c_onfess
ha,t with this virtual negation _of
od the unive]ljse
soul of loveliness; h
rom henceforth the.precept to ‘work
hile it is day’ will doubtless but
ain an intensified force from tlﬁe
erribly intensified meaning of the
‘words that ‘the niiht cortnethh whe;t
an work,’ yet when
P o 1 thi think at times

hich once was mine, and

fggztliywmystery of g:xistence as now
I find it—at such times I shall ever
feel it impossible to avoid the sharp-
est pang of which my nature is sus-
‘ceptible.” 4 4 "
Do these evolutionists s.top'
think of the crime they commit wbe%
they take faith out of the hearls Ot
‘men and women and lead them ou
into a starless night? ‘What pleasure
can they find in robbing a hun;}al;
being of “the hallowed glory of t ?1
creed” that Romanes once cherished,
and in substituting “the lonely myts-
tery of existence” as he found 1
Can the fathers and mothers of Ten-
nessee be blamed for trying to prg—
tect their children from such a trag-
edy? bis
t anyone had been led to comb ain
ofI theyseverity of the pumshmelni
that hangs over the defendant, _le
him compare this crime and its m;
punishment with the crimes or
which a greater pumshn_lent is pre-
scribed. What is the taking of a few
dollars from one in day or mght‘ldn
comparison with the crime of lead-
ing one away from God and away
from Christ? - 1
' espeare regards the TO
onihg%‘ hig good name as much more
grave than the stealing of his purse.
But we have a higher au_thorlt_y than
Shakespeare to invoke in this con-
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He -who spakeﬂ?s n_e;;rlg:
ake, thus describes the cr1
?ﬁirtl SI;:1re > committed _agams‘t ’gle
young. “It is impossible but t ?t
offences will come; but woe unI(:
him through whom they come.
were better for him that a mlllstoge
were hanged about his neck, and he
cast into the sea, than that he sgould
offend one of these litte ones.” .
Christ did not overdraw the pic-
ture. Who is able to set a price upon
the life of a child—a child into whom
a mother has poured her life and for
whom a father has labored? What
may a noble life mean to the Chlllld
itself, to the parents, and to the
world?
And it must be remembered that
we can measure the effect on only
that part of life which is spent on
earth; we have no way o_f calgulatm%
the effect on that infinite circle o
life of which existence here is but 3
small arc. The soul is immortal an
religion deals with the spul; the log-
ical effect of the evolutionary hypo&
thesis is to undermine religion an
thus affect the soul. it recently re-
ceived a list of questions that were
to be discussed in a prominent east(—l
ern school for women. "I“he secon
question in the lfist rtgad, Is religion
an obsolescent function i
gg allowed to atrophy quietly, .w(;_th-
out arousing the pas_s_lona’,[,e preju 1cei
of outworn supersu_tlon? The rea
attack of evolution, it will be seen, 18
not upon orthodox _Chrlstlamty, or
even upon Christianity, but upon re-
ligion—the most basic fact in mgni
existence and the most practica
thing in life. ! 2
But I have some more evidences _(f)
the effect of evolution upon the life
of those who accept it and try to har-
monize their thought with it.

Over Half of Scientists Deny

Existence of God.f :

es H. Leuba, a prolessor 0
ps‘;a(l:rlgology at Bryn Mawr college,
Pennsylvania, publlsh(‘ad a few y%iars
ago a book entitled ‘Bel}ef in %
and Immortality.” In this book he
relates how he secured the oplm%ns
of scientists as to the existence ot a
personal God and a personal immor-

nection.
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opher of what we might call the not familiar with Nietzsche, not
intellectual cult. one. * * * Some believe it and some
“He wrote one book called ‘Be- do not believe it. Some read it as
ond the Good and Evil which 1 do and take it as a theory, a
was a criticism of all moral pre- dream, a vision, mixed with good

and bad, but not in any way related

to human life. Some take it seri-

tality. He used .

“Americ, , 2 Jolume entitled valy :

he says, ?,’]‘cllggg : C;lf]esg;rllg:,;f which, cianibﬁuﬁ?aﬁedgggg}s ,and physii-

ic 2, ‘prac- . O proper

oty VY American who Ty 1bel il poisons;”why %t Y

a scientist.” i
here” were, 5300 namei* i, 2HouT peonle from the Forasna i
. » nam

Eiggseesgn%itér‘;e of the 5,500, angsa?{? There is a test that is sometimes

hem, he saidpegg?aut}" Most of S(s?g(ti éo ascertain_whether one sus- beyond good and evil, that the laws ously. * * * There is not a univer-

schools of hig’her le eachers in insae of mental infirmity is really for good and the laws for evil did sity in the world of any high stand-

Names were kept conf??imu')g' The ne. He is put Jinto a tank of S not apply to anybody who ap- ing where the professors do not tell

the answers received ential. Upon whil He wrote you about Nietzsche and discuss

that over 'half ed, he asserts € a stream of water flows int on the will to power: him, or where the books are not

eny the exaister?(fge th(;_m doubt or the tank. If he has not sense enolung}? there.

God and 3 Oof a personal 1 :
personal i i Judged ar 4

and he asserts that ul:mo-”ah.ty’ thegSeJ\lyg:ape' Can parents justify

creases in proportions tbehef in- L05€. if, knowing the effect of

nence, th O promi- g 3

being gr:atg:tr ce;;;%&g?g Of;hunbehef triililsgx;xog; dt‘?a%l(lielis to inject skep-

: e m in v § y
firominent. Among biologists, be. ©f their children? > "t° the minds

“I have juls:It mad«tel a 1;;=,w slllxort eﬁ(-
tracts from Nietzsche that show the I : . :
things that he (Leopold) has read, whg;f-eﬂ:llisdbl?g glgtt;)t?bla;;)ethfg:e t:l;rllg;
:mkd thtese gre s}i(t)r.t ar;dh alntll(;is; blame attached because somebody
o e?da fr}"ant OIH, Itls.no tol:vw it took Nietzsche’s philosophy  seri-
would aﬂ‘ect you. Thls no t_0 .lg ously and fashioned his life upon
profi e allect. Ina. € question 1S 49 "And there is no question in this
how it would affect the impression- .. byt what that is true. Then
able, visionary, dreamy mind of a Gy0 i< to blame? The university

evers in a personal G
less than 31 0d numbered Do bad doctri
: d per cent, whi . 1nes corrupt the

lievers in a personal immolxl-iallj)f i'?lo"aéis (t>f students? We have a case boy—.a_btoy Wh? S?OUL‘? never have would be more to blame than he
numbered only 37 per cent. o mos‘: dilst Mr. Darro_w,. one of the REBL vy cety: dor D is; the scholars of the world would
e also questioned O Qnieie 0 o lalxlllchmShed criminal lawyers Mr. Bryan Quotes From be more to blame than he is. The
» Was engaged about Nietzsche's Books. publlsltlel‘sb 1of the:hwor{ld pee 'Yare
more to blame than he is. our

in nine colleges of hj

from 1, igh rank and Year ago in ; :
cont o itieE e 01 b et e DG SRS, e,
between 18 anq 9 Students as dastardly a murq L
S , he found c : urder as was ever
unbelief increased f nd that committed.” The older one “Bitcw
in the freshman clasrom 15 per cent. Leopold, was a brillj e
S up to 40 to 45 Years o] lant student, 19

per cent. among the m 3 old. He was an evolyti
vated. On page 280 of who grad- ist and an atheist. He s
=t 3 of this book, follower of Njefre. was also a
read, “The students’ statistics he had devoulr?;(ziscz?rf(’i vgvliloos:ebgg!(ls
il-

3 . 3 = SOWRT £ % i
so%%?’%até%?sxg;o%lrgﬁzi%he Wh\;\ lslg honor, it is hardly fair to hang a
soft, so unresisting and yielding? :}Sl)-)tlear-old bog' for the I;Ihllosqphy
Why is there so much disavowal bat was taught him. at the univer-
and abnegation in your hearts? sity. It does not meet my ideas of
‘Why is there so little fate in your justice and fairness to visit upon
looks? For all creators are hard his head the philosophy that has
and it must seem blessedness unto ?eenttagght by uaxversxty men for
you to press your hand upon millen- Lo petell L

show that youn
lege, possessed € beople enter col- 0sophy he had aq
) of the belief: i r adopted. Mr. Dar- - . ]
accepted, m s still OW made a plea f i niums and upon wax. This new
ore or less perfunctorily, upon the influence tggt I;\}Iil;izsl:g::’g table,Boh, myhbrgthr,Ie‘n,bI pgt ove(li Trangﬁ;ll:::pl{;tzfngiigfr N
vou; Become hard. To be obsesse
£ In fairness to Mr. Darrow, I think

by moral consideration presup-
poses a very low grade of intellect. I ought to quote two more para-
We should substitute for morality graphs. After this bold attempt to
the will to our own end, and con- excuse the student on the ground
sequently to the means to accom- that he was transformed from a
plish that. A great man, a man well-meaning youth into a murderer
whom nature has built up and in- by the philosophy of an atheist, and
vented in a grand style, is colder, on the further ground that this phil- -
harder, less cautious and more free osophy was in the libraries of all
the colleges and discussed by the

from the fear of public opinion. He § b
does not possess the virtues which professors—some adopting the phil-

are compatible with respectability, osophy and some rejecting it—on
these two grounds he denies that

with being respected, nor any of
those things which are counted the boy should be held responsible
among the virtues of the herd.” for the taking of human life. He
Mr. Darrow says, that the super- charges that the scholars in the uni-
man, a creation of Nietzsche, has versities were more responsible
permeated every college and univer- than the boy, because they furnish-
sity in the civilized world. ed such books to the students, and
“There is not any university in then he proceeds to exonerate the
the world where the professor is universities and the scholars, leav-

from belief to unbelj
lief he attj

to the in nbe e attibutes “B :
igh culftllllll?: ceux?(gei-he bersons “of He g?(le)v% Il(;)o}i{nt?hphllomphy' Ry
Stqlglied'” whom they enamoured of tﬁ%wgﬁ’i;l&%gﬁcam?
€ people ietzsche. Yy o
been patienrt) eno(ggh'ljet?lggsie;veha\;e‘ almost evelyy?ﬁ;'nléont%x;tl lllvaivota reﬁd
€d none too soon, act-  ever wrote, étzsche
expe(ilt tohprotectnéocﬁ?;v :33 éegg' mt}f;llect; the ?nolﬁa%r?ggnmog?ﬁ?m]
€ church, from the deadening opher of the last e
fluence of agnosticjss eadening in- who magq century. A man

: osticism and athej Tacade a deeper impri
If they permit the tegahe o ciom Dhilosophy thap g oo
ployed by taxationet eachers em- withip a hundr dany other man
minds of tha it 0 _Doison the ' right or Wwron eMyears, whether
structive doctrine? with this de- been written % ore books have
that the law ooty ARd remember ably al] the nAPUt him than prob-
not heretof, b e rest of the phil
quired the writj ore re- in a hundred pariosophers
“boison” on ing of the word profe years. More college
2 Poisonous doctrj Ssors have talked ap i

e bodie octrines. In a w. about him.
ol out beopie " gl by i ached e pen
a phil-
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ing nobody responsible.
Mr. Darrow’s language:

“Now, I do not want to e mis-
understood about this, E&nn}osr
the sake of saving the lives of my
clients, I do not want to be dis-
honest and tell the court something
that I do not honestly think in this
case. I do not think that the uni-
versities are fo blame. I do not
think they should be held respon-
sible. I “do think, however, that
they are too large, and that they
should keep a closer watch, if pos-
sﬂ?‘le, upon the individual,

But you cannot destroy thought
because, forsooth, some brain may
be deranged by thought. It is the
duty of the university, as I conceive
it, to be the great storehouse of the
wisdom of the ages, and to have its
students come there and learn and
choose. I have no doubt but what
it has meant the death of many;
bu’}‘ﬁl_latiwe cz(linnot help.” ¥

1s 1s a damnable philos

and yet it is the flower tphat bl?)%kxlri’s:
on the stalk of evolution, Mr.
Darrow thinks the universities are
in duty bound to feed out this pois-
onous stuff to their students, and
when the students become stupe-
ﬁegi by it and commit murder,
neither they nor the universities are
to blame. "I am sure, your honor
and gentlemen of the jury, that you
agree with me when protest
against the .adoption of any such
phllosoph_y in the state of Tennes-
see. A criminal is not relieved from
responsibility merely because he
found Nlet_zsche’s philosophy in a
!1brary_ whlch ought not to contain
it. I\_Ielt.her is the university guilt-
less if it permits such corrupting
nourishment to be fed to the souls
that are entrusted to its care. But
80 a step farther, would the state
be blameless if it bermitted the uni-
versities under its control to be
turned into training schools for
murderers ? When you get back to
the root of this question, you will
find that the legislature not only
had a right to protect the students
from the evolutionary hypothesis
but was in duty bound to do so.

While on this subject, let me call
your attention to another proposi-

Here is

tion embodied in Mr. Darrow’s
speech. He said that Dickey Loeb,
the younger boy, had read trashy
novels, of the blood and thunder
sort. He even went so far as to
commend an Illinois statute which
forbids minors reading stories of
crgme.“ Here is what Mr. Darrow
said; “We have a statute in this
state, passed omnly last year, if I re-
call it, which forbids minors read-
ing story of crime. Why? There
is only one reason; because the
legislature in its wisdom thought it
would have a tendency to produce
these thoughts and this life in the
boys who read them.”

If Illinois can protect her boys,
why cannot this state protect the
ggylsllmfm% any more precious than

of Tennessee
LS, ? Are the boys

Quotes Darrow’s Plea For Richard
Loeb’s Life.

But to return to hiloso
evoh:tionist. Mr. ]I))arrowplslazti(i):f :}‘li
say to you seriously that the -
ents of Dickey Loeb are morep?:;-
Sponsible than he, and yet few boys
had better parents.” * * + Again
he. says, “I know that one of two
things happened to this boy; that
this terrible crime was inherent in
his organism, and came from some
ancestor, or that it came through
his education and his training af-
ter he was born.” He thinks the
bo_y Was not responsible for anv-
thing; his guilt was due, accord-
ing to his philosophy, either to
helg?l(zl}yt or to environment,

: €t me complete Mr. Darrow’
phlloso‘Phy based on evolutionf‘ H(se
says: “I do not know what remote
ancestor may have sent down the
seed that corrupted him, and I do
not kno_w through how many an-
cestors it may have passed until it
reached Dickey Loeb. All I know
(l)sl;)glﬁszs _tru&, and tlhere is not a bi-

in the werld i
sa¥ t aﬁn AT who will not
sychologists who build upon
evolu.tlonary hypothesis teagh tltlt;i
man is nothing but a bundle of char-
acteristics inherited from brute an-
cestors. Thatis the philosophy which
Mr. Darrow applied in this celebrated

SUPPLEMENT—BRYAN ON EVOLUTION 333

criminal case. “Some remote ances-
tor”—he does not know how remote
—“sent down the seed that corrupted
him.” You cannot punish the ances-
tor—he is not only dead but, accord-
ing to the evolutionists, he was a
brute and may bhave lived a million
years ago. And he says that all the
biologists agree with him. No won-
der so small a per cent of the biolo-

. gists, according to Leuba, believe in

a personal God.

This is the quintessence of evolu-
tion, distilled for us by one who fol-
lows that doctrine to its logical con-
clusion. Analyze this dogma of dark-
ness and death. Evolutionists say
that back in the twilight of life a
beast, name and nature unknown,
planted a murderous seed and that
the impulse that originated in that
seed throbs forever in the blood of
the brute’s descendents, inspiring
killings innumerable, for which the
murderers are not responsible be-
cause coerced by a fate fixed by the
laws of heredity! It is an insulf to
reason and shocks the heart. That
doctrine is as deadly as leprosy; it
may aid a lawyer in a criminal case,
but it would, if generally adopted,
destroy all sense of responsibiity and
menace the morals of the world. A
brute, they say, can predestine a man
to crime, and yet they deny that God
incarnate in the flesh can release a
human being from this bondage or
save him from ancestral sins. No
more repulsive doctrine was ever
proclaimed by any man; if all the
biologists of the world teach this
doctrine—as Mr. Darrow says they
do—then may heaven defend the
youth of our land from their impious
bhabblings.

Minds Are Diverted to Trifling
Speculation.

Our third indictment against evo-
lution is that it diverts attention from
pressing problems of great impor-
tance to trifling speculation. While
one. evolutionist is trying to imagine
what happened in the dim past, an-
other is trying to pry open the door
of the distant future. One recently
grew eloquent over ancient worms,
and another predicted that 75,000
years hence every one will be bald

and toothless. Boih those who en-
deavor to clothe our remote ances-
tors with hair and those who endea-
vor to remove the hair from the
heads of our remote descendants igy
nore the present with its imperative
demands. The science of “How to
Live” is the most important of all
the sciences. It is desirable to know
the physical sciences, but it is neces-
sary to know how to live. Chris-
tians desire that their children shall
be. taught all the sciences, but they
do not want them to lose sight of the
Rock of Ages while they study the
age of rocks; neither do they desire
them to become so absorbed in meas-
uring the distance between the stars
that they will forget Him who holds
the stars in His Hand.

‘While not more than two per cent
of our population are college gradu-
ates, these, because of enlarged pow-
ers, need a “heavenly vision” even
more than those less learned, both
for their own restraint and to assure
society that their enlarged powers
will be used for the benefit of society
and not against the public welfare.

Evolution is deadening the spiritual
life of a multitude of students. Chris-
tians do not -desire less education,
but they desire that religion shall be
entwined with learning so that our
boys and girls will return from eol-
lege with their hearts aflame with
love of God and love of fellowmen,
and prepared to lead in the altruistic
work that the world so sorely needs.
The cry in the business world, in the
industrial world, in the professional
world, in the political world—even
in the religious world—is for con-
secrated talents: for ability plus a
passion for service.

Our fourth indictment against the
evolutionary hypothesis is that, by
paralyzing the hove of reform, it dis-
courages those who labor for the im-
provement of man’s condition. Every
upward-looking man or woman segks
to lift the level upon which mankind
stands, and they trust that they will
see beneficent changes during the
brief span of their own lives. Evo-
fution chills their enthusiasm by sub-
stituting aeons for years. It obscures
all beginnings in the mists of endless
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ages. It is represented as a cold and
beartless process, beginning with
time and ending in eternity, and act-
ing so slowy that even the rocks can
not preserve a record of the imagin-
ary changes through which it is cred-
ited with Jhaving carried an original
germ of life that appeared sometime
from somewhere. Its only program
for man is scientific breeding, a sys-
tem under which a few supposedly
superior intellects, self-appointed,
would direct the mating and the
movements of the mass of mankind—
an impossible system! Evolution,
dlsput}n-g the miracle, and ignoring
the spiritual in life, has no place for
the regeneration of the individual. It
recognizes no cry of repentance and
scoffs at the doetrine that one can be
born again.

Prodigal Son Story Contradicts
Evolution.

It is thus the intolerant and unre-
lenting enemy of the only process
that can redeem society through the
redemptlon of the individual. An evo-
lutionist would never write such a
story as the Prodigal Son; it contra-
dicts the whole theory of evolution.
The two sons inherited from the
same parents and, through their par-
ents, from the same ancestors, proxi-
mate and remote. And these sons
were reared at the same fireside and
were surrounded by the same envir-
onment during all the days of their
youth; and yet they were different.
If Mr. Darrow is correct in the the-
ory applied to Loeb (namely, that his
crime was due either to inheritance
or to environment, how will he ex-
plain the difference between the
elder brother and the wayward son?
The evolutionist may understand
from observation, if not by experi-
ence, even though he cannot explain.
why one of these boys was guilty of
every immorality, squandered the
money that the father had laborious-
ly earned, and brought disgrace upon
the family name; but his theory does
not explain why a wicked young man
underwent a change of heart, con-
fessed his sin. and begged for for-
giveness. And because the evolu-
tionists cannot understand this fact,

one of the most important in the
human life, he cannot understand the
infinite love of the heavenly Father,
who stands ready to welcome home
any repentant sinner, no matter how
far he has wandered, how often he
has fallen, or how deep he has sunk
in sin.

Your honor has quoted from a
wonderful poem written by a great
Tennessee poet, Walter Malone. I
venture to quote another stanza
which puts into exquisite language
the new opportunity which a merci-
ful God gives to every one who will
turn from sin to righteousness.

“Though deep in mire, wring not
your hands and weep;
I lend my arm to all who say, ‘I
can.
No shame-faced outcast ever sank so
deep
But he might rise and be again a
man.”

There are no lines like these in all
that evolutionists have ever written.
Darwin says that science has nothing
to do with the Christ who taught the
spirit embodied in the words of Wal-
ter Malone, and yet this spirit is the
only hope of human progress. A
heart can be changed in the twink-
ling of an eye and a change in the
life follows a change in the heart. If
one heart can be changed, it is pos-
sible that many hearts can be
changed, and if many hearts can be
changed, it is possible that all hearts
can be changed—that a world can be
born in a day. It is this fact that in-
spires all who labor for man’s better-
ment. It is because Christians be-
lieve in individual regeneration and
in the regeneration of society through
the regeneration of individuals that
they pray, “Thy kingdom come, Thy
will be done in earth as it is in
heaven.” Evolution makes a mockery
of the Lord’s Prayer!

Evolution Only Defers Hope of All
Mankind.

To interpret the words to mean
that the improvement desired must
come slowly through unfolding ages
—a process with which each genera-
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tion could have little to do—is to
defer hope, and hope deferred mak-
eth the heart sick.

Our fifth indictment of the evolu-
tionary hypothesis is that, if taken
seriously and made the basis of a
philosophy of life, it would eliminate
love and carry man back to a strug-
gle of tooth and claw. The Chris-
tians who have allowed themselves
to be deceived into believing that
evolution is a beneficent, or even a
rational process, have been associat-
ing with those who either do not
understand its implications or dare
not avow their knowledge of these
implications. Let me give you some
authority on this subject. 1 will be-
gin with Darwin, the high priest of
evolution, to whom all evolutionists
bow.

On pages 149 and 150, in “The De-
scent of Man,” already referred to,
he says:

“With savages, the weak in body
or mind are soon eliminated; and
those that survive commonly exhibit
a vigorous state of health. We civil-
ized men, on the other hand, do-our
utmost to check the process of elimi-
nation; we build asylums for the im-
becile, the maimed and the sick; we
institute poor laws; and our medical
men exert their utmost skill to save
the life of everyone to the last mo-
ment. There is reason to believe that
vaccination has preserved thousands
who, from a weak constitution, would
formerly have succumbed to small-
nox. Thus the weak members of civ-
ilized society propagate their kind.
No one who has attended to the
breeding of domestic animals will
doubt that this must be highly injur-
ious to the race of man. Itis surpris-
ing how soon a want of care, or care
wrongly directed, leads to the degen-
eration of a domestic race; but, ex-
cepting in the case of man himself,
hardly anyone is so ignorant as to
allow his worst animals to breed.

“The aid which we feel impelled
to give to the helpless is mainly an
incidental result of the instinct of
sympathy, which was originally
acquired as part of the social in-
stincts, but subsequently rendered in
the manner previously indicated

more tender and more widely dif-
fused. Nor could we check our
sympathy, even at the urging of hard
reason, without deterioration in the
noblest part of our nature . .. We
must, therefore, bear the undoubt-
edly bad effects of the weak surviv-
ing and propagating their kind.”

Barbarous Sentiment Expressed

by Darwin.

Darwin reveals the barbarous sen-
timent that runs through evolution
and dwarfs the moral nature of
those who become obsessed with it.
Let us analyze the quotation just
given. Darwin speaks with approval
of the savage custom of eliminating
the weak so that only the strong will
survive and complains that “we civil-
ized men do our utmost to check the
process of elimination.” How in-
human such a doctrine as this! He
thinks it injurious to “build asylums
for the imbecile, the maimed, and
the sick,” or to care for the poor.
Even the medical men come in for
criticism because they “exert their
utmost skill to save the life of every-
one to the last moment.” And then
note his hostility to vaccination, be-
cause it has “preserved thousands
who, from a weak constitution
would, but for vaccination, have suc-
cumbed to smallpox!” All of the
sympathetic activities of civilized
society are condemned because they
enable “the weak members to prop-
agate their kind.” Then he drags
mankind down to the level of the
brute and compares the freedom
given to man unfavorably with the
restraint that we put on barnyard
beasts.

The second paragraph of the above
quotation shows that his kindly heart
rebelled against the cruelty of his
own doctrine. He says that we “feel
impelled to give to the helpless,” al-
though he traces it to a sympathy
which he thinks is developed by evo-
lution; he even admits that we could
not check this sympathy “even at the
urging of hard reason, without
deterioration of the noblest part of
our nature.” “We must therefore
bear” what he regards as “the un-
doubtedly bad effects of the weak
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surviving and propagating their
kind.” Could any doctrine be more
destructive of civilization?  And
what a commentary on evolution!
He wants us to believe that evolution
develops a human sympathy that
finally becomes so tender that it
repudiates the law that created it
and thus invites a return to a level
where the extinguishing of pity and
sympathy will permit the brutal in-
stincts to again do their progressive
(2?) work.

Darrow Says Nietzsche Was
Gloriously Wrong.

Let no one think that this accept-
ance of barbarism as the basic prin-
ciple of evolution died with Darwin.
Within three years a book has ap-
peared whose author is even more
frankly brutal than Darwin. The
book is entitled, “The New Deca-
logue of Science” and has attracted
wide attention. One of our most
reputable magazines has recently
printed an article by him defining
the religion of a scientist. In his
preface he acknowledges indebted-
ness to twenty-one prominent scien-
tists and educators, nearly all of
them “doctors” and “professors.”
One of them, who has recently been
elevated to the head of a great state
university, read the manuscript over
twice “and made many invaluable
suggestions.” The author describes
Nietzsche who, according to Mr. Dar-
row, made a murderer out of Babe
Leopold, as “the bravest soul since
Jesus.” He admits that Nietzsche
was “gloriously wrong,” not cer-
tainly,” but “perhaps,” “in many de-
tails of technical knowledge,” but he
affirms that Nietzsche was “glori-
ously right in his fearless question-
ing of the universe and of his own
soul.”

In another place, the author says,
“Most of our morals today are jungle
products,” and then he affirms that
“it would be safer, biologically, if
they were more so now.” After
these two samples of his views, you
will not be surprised when I read
you the following (see page 34):

“Evolution is a bloody business,
but civilization tries to make it a

pink tea. Barbarism is the only pro-
cess by which man has ever organ-
ically progressed, and civilization is
the only process by which he has
ever organically declined. Civiliza-
tion is the most dangerous enterprise
upon which man ever set out. For
when you take man out of the
bloody, brutal, but beneficent hand
of natural selection you place him
at once in the soft, perfumed, dain-
tily gloved, but far more dangerous
hand of artificial selection. And, un-
less you call science to your aid and
make this artificial selection as effi-
cient as the rude methods of nature,
you bungle the whole task.”

This aspect of evolution may
amaze some of the ministers who
have not been admitted to the inner
circle of the iconoclasts whose the-
ories menace all the ideals of civil-
jzed society. Do these ministers
know that “evolution is a bloody
business”? Do they know that “bar-
barism is the only process by which
man has ever organically pro-
gressed”? And that “civilization is
the only process by which he has
ever organically declined”? Do they
know that “the bloody, brutal hand
of natural selection” is “beneficent”?
And that the “artificial selection”
found in civilization is danger-
ous”? What shall we think of the
distinguished educators and scien-
tists who read the manuscript before
publication and did not protest
against this pagan doctrine?

To show that this is a world-wide
matter, I now quote from a book
issued from the press in 1918, seven
years ago. The title of the book is
“The Science of Power,” and its
author, Benjamin Kidd, being an
Englishman, could not have any na-
tional prejudice against Darwin. On
pages 46 and 47, we find Kidd’s inter-
pretation of evolution:

“Darwin’s presentation of the evo-
lution of the world as the product
of natural selection in never-ceasing
war—as a product, that is to say, of
a struggle in which the individual
efficient in the fight for his own
interests was always the winning
type — touched the profoundest
depths of the psychology of the West.
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out until the blood is purified. One
of the leading universities of the
South (I love the state too well to
mention its name) publishes a
monthly magazine entitled “Journal
of Social Forces.” In the January
issue of this year, a contributor has
a lengthy article on “Sociology and
Ethics,” in the course of which he
says:

“No attempt will be made to take
up the matter of the good or evil of
sexual intercourse among humans
aside from the matter of conscious
procreation, but as an historian, it
might be worth -while to ask the
exponents of the impurity complex
to explain the fact that, without
exception, the great periods of cul-
tural efflorescence have been those
characterized by a large amount of
freedom in sex-relations, and that
those of the greatest cultural degra-
dation and decline have been accom-
panied with greater sex repression
and purity.”

No one charges or suspects that all
or any large percentage of the advo-
cates of evolution sympathize with
this loathsome application of evolu-
tion to social life, but it is worth-
while to inquire why those in charge
of a great institution of learning
allow such filth to be poured out
for the stirring of the passions of its
students.

Just one more quotation: The
Southeastern Christian Advocate of
June 25, 1925, quotes five eminent
college men of Great Britain as join-
ing in an answer to the question,
“Will civilization survive?”’ Their

. reply is that:

“The greatest danger menacing
our civilization is the abuse of the
achievements of science. Mastery
over the forces of nature has en-
dowed the twentieth century man
with a power which he is not fit
to exercise. Unless the develop-
ment of morality catches up with
the development of technique, hu-
manity is bound to destroy itself.”

Can any Christian remain indif-
ferent? Science needs religion to
direct its energies and to inspire
with lofty purpose those who em-

ploy the forces that are unloosened

Yoy o\

The idea seemed to present the
whole order of progress in the world
as the result of a purely mechanical
and materialistic process resting on
force. In so doing it was a concep-
tion which reached the springs of
that heredity born of the unmeas-
ured ages of conquest out of which
the western mind has come. Within
half a century the origin of species
had become the Bible of the doctrine
of the omnipotence of force.”

Kidd goes so far as to charge that
“Nietzsche’s teaching represented the
interpretation of the popular Dar-
winism delivered with the fury and
intensity of genius.” And Nietzsche,
be it remembered, denounced Chris-
tianity as the ”doctrine of the degen-
erate,” and democracy as “the refuge
of weaklings.”

Kidd says that Nietzsche gave Ger-
many the doctrine of Darwin’s effi-
cient animal in the voice of his
superman, and that Bernhardi and
the military textbooks in due time
gave Germany the doctrine of the
superman translated into the na-
tional policy of the superstate aim-
ing at world power. (Page 67.)

And what else but the spirit of
evolution can account for the popu-
larity of the selfish doctrine, “Each
one for himself, and the devil take
the hindmost,” that threatens the
very existence of the doctrine of
brotherhood.

In 1900—twenty-five years ago—
while an international peace con-
gress was in session in Paris, the
following editorial appeared in
L’Univers:

“The spirit of peace has fled the
earth because evolution has taken
possession of it. The plea for peace
in past years has been inspired by
faith in the divine nature and the
divine origin of man; men were then
looked upon as children of one
Father, and war, therefore, was fra-
tricide. But now that men are
loocked upon as children of apes,
what matters it whether they are
slaughtered or not?”

When there is poison in the blood,
no one knows on what part of the
body it will break out, but we can
be sure that it will continue to break
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by science. Evolution is at war with
religion because religion is super-
natural; it is, therefore, the relent-
less foe of Christianity, which is a
revealed religion.

Let us, then, hear the conclusion
of the whole matter. Science is a
magnificent material force, but it
is not a teacher of morals. It can
perfect machinery, but it adds no
moral restraints to protect society
from the misuse of the machine. It
can also build gigantic intellectual
ships, but it constructs no moral
rudders for the control of storm-
tossed human vessels. It not only
fails to supply the spiritual element
needed but some of its unproven
hypotheses rob the ship of its com-
pass and thus endangers its cargo.

Science Has Made War More
Terrible Than Ever.

In war, science has proven itself
an evil genius; it has made war
more terrible than it ever was be-
fore. Man used to be content to
slaughter his fellowmen on a single
plane—the earth’s surface. Science
has taught him to go down into the
water and shoot up from below and
to go up into the clouds and shoot
down from above, thus making the
battlefield three times a bloody as
it was before; but science does not
teach brotherly love. Science has
made war so hellish that civiliza-
tion was about to commit suicide;
and now we are told that newly dis-
covered instruments of destruction
will make the cruelties of the late
war seem ftrivial im comparison
with the cruelties of wars that may
come in the future. If civilization
is to be saved from the wreckage
threatened by intelligence not con-
secrated by love, it must be saved
by the moral code of the meek and
lowly Nazarene. His teachings, and
His teachings, alone, can solve the
problems that vex the heart and
perplex the world.

“The world needs a Savior more
than it ever did before, and there
is only one Name under heaven
given among men whereby we must
be saved.” It is this Name that
evolution degrades, for, carried to
its logical conclusion, it robs Christ

of the glory of a virgin birth, of the
majesty of His deity and mission
and of the triumph of His resurrec-
tion. It also disputes the doctrine
of the atonement.

It is for the jury to determine
whether this attack upon the Chris-
tion religion shall be permitted in
the public schools of Tennessee by
teachers employed by the state and
paid out of the public treasury. This
case is no longer local, the defend-
ant ceases to play an important
part. The case has assumed the
proportions of a battle-royal be-
tween unbelief that attempts to
speak through so-called science and
the defenders of the Christian faith
speaking through the legislators of
Tennessee. It is again a choice be-
tween God and Baal; it is also a re-
newal of the issue in Pilate’s court.
In that historic trial—the greatest
in history—force, impersonated by
Pilate occupied the throne. Behind
it was the Roman government, mis-
tress of the world, and behind the
Roman government were the legions
of Rome. Before Pilate, stood Christ,
the Apostle of Love. Force tri-
umphed; they nailed Him to the
tree and those who stood around
mocked and jeered and said, “He is
dead.” But from that day the power
of Caesar waned and the power of
Christ increased. In a few cen-
turies the Roman government was
gone and its legions forgotten;
while the crucified Lord has be-
come the greatest fact in history
and the growing figure of all time.

Again force and love meet face
to face, and the question, “What
shall 1 do with Jesus?’ must be
answered. A bloody, brutal doc-
trine—Evolution—demands, as the
rabble did nineteen hundred years
ago, that He be crucified. That can-
not be the answer of this jury rep-
resenting a Christian state and
sworn to uphold the laws of Ten-
nessee. Your answer will be heard
throughout the world; it is eagerl
awaited by a praying multitude. If
the law is nullified, there will be re-
joicing wherever God is repudiated,
the Savior scoffed at and the Bible
ridiculed. Every unbeliever of
every kind and degree will be
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happy. If, on the other hand, the
law is upheld and the religion of
the school children protected, mil-
lions of Christians will call you
blessed and, with hearts full of grat-
itude to God, will sing again that
grand old song of triumph:

“Faith of our fathers, living still,

In spite of dungeon, fire and sword;

O how our hearts beat high with joy

Whene’er we hear that glorious
word—

Faith of our fathers—holy faith;

We will be true to thee till death!”




