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] FOREWORD .

2 In the face of hundreds of great scicntists who have re-

3] Jeceted Lvolution, somo of whom at first accepted it and wrote
in fuvor of it, und after mature study, repudiated it, many
BEvolutionist professors and Modernist (Evolution) preachers
persist in blinding the people by saying that “all sclentists
believe in Evolution.” 'This course would make honest men
blush; but these Evolutionists never blush——they have evolved
fromn that stage of existence,

Thelr bare-faced claims that only “mediacvalist” preach-
ers, and “back-numbers' oppose Evolution is just as far from
the truth. That the recader may see how utterly false these
oft-repeated asscrtions are, and that he may have where-
with to wect this uncircumcised Philistine, I place here in
this book &« fow smooth stones that the rcader may place them
in his shepherd's bag that ho may smite this grcatest giant
that cver dcfled Jehovahh of hosts and the God of Israel’s

armics.—T, 'I', M.

SECOND “ *We have counted noscs, we have taken the vote, and the
result Is all biologists, all schiclars, all universitics, accept it,
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNLI\, ADDRESS { and so we are bound to belleve it.' Thus we extend our dexmo-
: cracy into thoe scientific world, and determine truth by a popu-
“lar vote. If you can only get an idea started so that people
will think that it is generally accepted, then the crowd will
fall into line and yell.'—Alfred Fairhurst, A, M., D, Scl,, in

g “Atheism in Our Universities.”

*As for transformiation, it is mnot scientifically demon-
strated cither as concerns the passage of one species to an-
other or as concerns the inheritance of acquired characterls-
s tics.”—Luther T. Townsend, D. B., 8. T, D., M. V. ], in “Col-
lupse of Kvolution,'

‘“The descent of organisms is not a sclentifically demon-
strated proposition.”—Urof. Zceckler, of the University of
Greifswald in “Beweis des Glaubens.”

“Now the surprising thing, notwithstanding these facts,
is that American university professors, on the lecture plat-
form, assure the people that ‘evoluticn is accepted by all sci-
entists,' and that ‘those who oppose it are not familiar with
either the evolution hypothesis or the facts of natursl hise
tory.! Waere these professors clergyinen, would it be discourt-
eous to characterize such an exhibliion-as & piece of superb
ignorance and insolence?

“And if these facts a9 to the attitude of leading scicntists,
and it this revolutiona of opinion from evolution to anti-ovolu~
tion are known, and certaiuly they ought to be, then can cven
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the silence of some of our Ameceriean professors be locked upon
as honest and manly ?"-—FLaither T. Townsend, D. D., S.'T. D.,
M. V. I, in “Collapse of Ivolution."

“1f one scans & Lit thoughtfuily the landscape for the last
few decades, he can hardly fail w see signs that the whole
battle-ground of cvolutien will have to be fought over agaiit;
tidds tinie not so0 much between scientists and theologians, as
miony scientists themselves.”—Prof. Wm. Ii. Ritter, of the
;Hol(l,glcnl Rescarch Departinent of the University of Call-
urnla.

*To-day the theory of natural selection liag few foliowers
among teained investigators, but it still has a popular vogue
that is wide-spread and vociferous.”-—In *“A Critigne of the
Theory of Ivolution,” by Prof. Thomas Hunt XMorgan, of
Columbia University,

“In the Contemporary Review, Februarvy-March, 18§33,
Herbevd Spencer wrote:  *Close contemplation of the facts
lmpresses me more strongly thar ever with two alternatives—
e¢lther there has been inheritance of aequired characiecrs, or
there has been no evolution.”  Phis candid admission, in the
fiiee of the present proof that acquived cliaractery do not per-
pint, reminds us of Prof. Bateson's statewient that if Davwin
hoid Known the facts now proved regarvding Mendel's law, he
would never have written his books. And we are compelled
to believe thac it Spencer were now alive, he would stand by
Lls alternative nud declars that ‘there has been no evolu-
tton.' "—iHownrd Agnesy Johuston, Ph.D., D. B., in *Scientiific
Chrlstinn Thinking for Younug People.”

“In the height of the Darwinian controversy, I’rofessor
Apnesiz denled that there was any division on the subject of
oypiuiion, but adds facetiously and by way of explanaticn,
thit ‘any maen who aceepicd the doceteine of cvolution ceascd
thivrely to be & man of science.” "—Coionel T, W. Higginson
lo **Faet of w Man’s Life.

“Tr. Wm. Bategon, Professor of Biology im Oambridge
Unlvorrdiy, in his recent book, ‘Alemdel's Principles of Ifcre-
ity witer & full discossion of the revolutionary overturning
af thie generally acecepted thicory of natural sclection, as a re-
st of Mendel's faw, as proved by loug and careful personal
Investigations and westings, confidently asserts that if Darwin
L known the truth revealed by Sendel's Iaw, he would never
v written his Looks,"—Ilcward Agnew Johnston, Ph.U,,
iy 1, In Seleniifie Chreistinn Whinking for Young People,”

I'rof. Lirnest Haeckel, probably the most brilliant advo-
eife of evolution, save Iferbert Spencer, palmed of en the
piblie dingrons of supposed embryo Tossily, ns ‘“aalssing nks”
o wis chargoed with forgery ané tried by the Jeaa Univerw
ally Court. Yiere is Lils own confessiorn us published in
Muviehener Allgeineine Zeitung:

o
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“{ begin a4 onee with the contrite confession that a small
per ceat of my embryo diagrams are really forgeries, those
namcly for which the observed material is so incompicte or
insufficient #s to compel us to fili in and reconstruct the miiss-
ing links by Lypothesis and coniparative synthesis. . . . I
should feel utterly condemned by the admission, were it noi
that HUNDREDS OF THE BEST OBSERVERS AND MOST
BREPUTABLE BIOLOQGISTS LIE UNDER THE SAME
CHARGIS. (Sce for proof “God or Gorilla,” by Alfred W.
McCann, LI, D.). The great majority of all morphological,
anatoinical, histological, and cmbryological diagrains A
NOT TRUE TO NATURE, but arc more or less SCHEMA-
TIZED, DCCTGRED AND RECONSTRUCTED. (Sec  for
abundant, absolute proof of this the crushing exposures in
McCann'’s “God or Gorilla.”) Yet these forged diagrams of
Jlacckel and other such swindiers and forgers are taught as
actual facts in many of our schools at present and palmed ofi
as “Science.”’

HAN ORGANISM CANNOT IPASS ON TO 1TS OFFSPRING
A FACTOR WHICH IT DID NOT ITSELF RECEIVE IN FiR-
TILAIZATION.'—William Bateson,

Professor Bateson is the world's greatest biologist, & man
whio Las given his life to the study of evolution. After ad-

mitting dhis fact stated by Professor Bateson, how iy saue,

henost man can still believe in evolution is beyond my com-
prehension, It is no wonder that McCann, in “God or Gorilla,”
says: “We must deseribe it as the ‘blind staggers’ of science.
That it has appropriated so much sclf-certified dignity and has
fooled so many ‘educated’ men will ever remain one of the
mysteries of this ouija-board age.”

wivolution demands of its devotec gullibility at every
step.'—Alfred TFairburst, M. A, I Sci., in “Atheism in Owr
Universities.”

“wphe failure to explain one single well-observed fact is
suilicient to cast doubt upon or even to subvert any hypothe-
gis,"—Sir William Hamiltou,

“Let us acknowledge that in truth we know nothing about
anything, so far as ultimuate truths are concerned. Scientifi-
cally considered, nature is a riddle to which human curiosity
can find no answer. Hypothesis follows hypothesis, the ruins
of theories are piled one on another, but truth ever escupes
us. To learn llow to remain in ignorance may well be the
final lesson of wisdom.”—M, Falbre in *Souvenirs Eniomc-
logiques,” 3rd servies, p. 817.

“These professors arc protected by what is called ‘acade-
wmic liberty, or ‘academic freedom.' They sit, as it were, in
the steel vaults built by the millioss of dollars of great uni-
versities and blandly swile at the protests that are made
against their godless teaching. Xf they condescend to notice
objections at all, it is (o say that their teaching iy misunder-
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stood. At the smme time they laugh wup their sleeves, and say
to themselves, ‘The old fools are casting their eggs agrinst
stone walls.—Alfred Fairhurst, A, M., D. Sci,, in “Atheism
in vur Universitics.”

‘It is impossible for scientists longer to agree with Dar-
win's theory of the origin of species. Varieties of many kinds
wo daily wituess, but no origin of species.”—Prof. Bateson,
Urofessor of Biology in Cambridge University, the greatest
living Biologist.

“If Bateson's opinion is generally accepted as a fact, or
demonstrated truth, the way is open to scarch the causes of
evolution along other lines of iniquiry.'—Prof, Henry Fair-
fleld Osborn, of Columbia University.

Reader, do you take in what this language means, com-
Ing from the great High Priest of Yivolution in Ameriea, the
man who champions so many figures patched up from a few
uncertain bounes (Sce McCann's “God or Gorilla'') and palms
them off on a gullible public as ‘‘Science,” or absolute proof
of cvolution? His language means, “We are in swampo up
stumpum; it means as George Irederick Wright put it for
thomn, “We are in too deep to wade and we cannot swim.”

“In order that they may not be compelled to surronder
the theory altogether, they have invented the idea that both
man and the ape descended from a common ancoster, of which
thore is not the slightest trace known in the fossil history of
animal life. Could anything be more unscientific? Is this
intellectual honesty?''~~Howard Agnew Johnston, Ph.D., D.D.,
fn “Scientific Christian Thinking tor Young People.'

‘‘Between the appearance of ‘The Origm of Species’ in
{830 and the present time, therc have been great waves of
falilh in one explanation and then in another; cach one of
thaese waves of confidence has ended in disappeintment, wntil
flanlly we have reached a stage of very general scepticism,
Thus, the long period of observaticn, experiment and reason-
lng which began with the ¥remch philosopher, Buiton, one
hundred anud fifty years ago, ends in 19106 with the gencral
fecling that our scarch for causes, far from being ncar come
pletion, has cnly just begun.”-—Professor (Osborn, quoted in
LEVOLUTION AND THI: SUPERNATURAL, ;

“They tell as they fix their faith in evolution because of
the findings in palacontology. Yet wo have shown that palae-
antolopy is no longer coiapetent to furnish any facts to justily
thele foith,'—lloward Agnew Johmsion, I'h, D., D. D., ia
YHelentliic Christian Thinking for Young People.”

“They demand that timir theories shall be accepted ou
thelr woed.  1f this ig not intellectual tyranny, the autocracy
of falsc-hood, the soverign reign of deeelt, what it ig?"'-—Ale
feed W, MeCann, LILD, in “Ged or Gorilla.”

UGicology furnishes no genealogical link to show that e~
Itences of ons vace derive their lineage from. the existence

CHRIST OR HELL? 7

of apother.”—Hugh Miller, the great Geologist, in *The Old
Red fSandstone.”

‘“Tvolution is a theory that assumes cverytumr' of im-
portance.”"—Alfred Fuu'hmst A, M., D, Sci. in “Athcism in
our Unlversities.”

“The lower animals lmvc a hairy. coverh.g. Man in a
savage state needed this covering, since 1t would bo useful for
his protection; Mvolition demands thay any useful part be
retained and fmproved. But hair is absent from most of man’s
body. It is thickest on ihoe backs of animals, bat usually ab-
sont on the backs of men. No theory of evolution can explain
this loss.”—Howard Agnew Johuston, ', D., D, D,, in *Scicn-
tific Christian Thinking for Young Pcople."

“We have scen how they attached the jaw of a chimpan-
zeo to a human skull; how they compressed thelr measure-
ments of that skull to muke its ¢, c. capacity conform with the
figurce they thought they ought to have to bring it into the
sub-man or part brute domain; how they mispluced an upper
canine toolh by putting it into the lower jaw where it dida’t
bolong, in order the more to justity their reconstruction of
an apish face,’—McCana in GOD OR GORILLA.

“I¢ would be tedious to cite testimonies at length, but, in
addition to M., de Quatrefrages, who has made a full and care-
ful study of the whole question (Charles Darwin et ses precur-
seurs Francair, and Les Emules de Darwin) may be mentioned
such continental scholars as Blanchard, (La Vie des etres
animes), Wigand (Der Darwinismus und die Naturforschung,
ete.), Wolff (Bietrage zur Kritik der darwinschen Lehre),
Driesch (Biologisches Zentralblatt, 1808 and 1802), Plate
(Bedeutung wnd Tragweite des Darwinchen Selektionsprine.
cip), Hertwig (Address to Noturalist Coungress, Aachen, 1009),
}((,ex- (Ux-wdt der 8chiweiz), Kolliker (Ueber die Darwin'sche
Schopfungsthicoric), Eimer . (Entstchung der Arxten), Von
Hartmaun (Wahrheit and Irrthum im Darwinismus), Schilde
(Antidarwinistisches in Ausland), Du Bois-Reyuiond (Confer-
ence, August 2, 1881, etc,,) Virchow (Kreiheit der Wissens.
chaft, ete.,), Nageli (Mechanisch-physiologische Theorie der
Abstammungslechre) Schaafhausen (Uber die anthropologis-
chen Fragen), Fechner (Ideen zur Schopfungs-und Entwici-
lungsgeschichte der Organismen), Jacob (Der Mensch, etc.,)
Diebolder (Darwin's Grundprinzip, ete.,) Huber (Die XLehre
Darwins kritisch betrachtet), Jeseph Ranke, and Von Bauer,
—-all of whiom either reject Darwinism altogether or admit it
only with fatal reservations.’* ‘“The 0ld Riddie and the New-
est Auswer,” Professor John QGerard.''-—B3McCann in GOD Oont
GORILLA.

“How extraordinary! Yf maun were reall_v descended from
a pre-historic aancestor commnton to him and the apes of the
present day, there must sureiy be some fossli trace left of his
exisience and not merely traces of apes, Why does pslecom-
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tology furnish so many and such wonderful specimeny of a fog-
sil apes and not o single specimien of a hypothetical ancestor
of man if they rcally lived side by side as is the claim?"”—2Mc-
Cann, in GOD ORR GORILLA.

“If the floods ang sandstorms entombed all the fossil re-
mains of ape-men and sub-men, why did the same floods and
sund-storms spare the fossil remadns of the countless scores of
smdler animals now on cxhiibition in all the muscums of the
world?"'—2aAlfred W, McCann, in GOD OR GORILLA.

WEHE QUIESTION RESOLVES ITSELF INTO A MATTER
01" PACE., Have we any concrete cvidence to warrant us in
believing thai definite modiflcations are ever, as such, or in
any representative degree, transmitted? It appears to us that
wo have not,”—Howard Agnew Johnston, in Scientific Christ-
lan Thinking for Young Pcople quoting FProf, J. Arthur
Thompson of Aberdeen University in IHeredity.

“1 was a young man with unformed ideas. I threw out
theories and suggestions, wondering all the time over every-
thing, and, tu my astonishment the ideas took like wiidilve;
people nuwle a veligion of them.”—Charles Darwin in his
Ldfe and Letters quoted in Scieantifle Christian Thinking for
Young Pcople,

“A poetical accumulation of probabilities without proofs,
of seductive explanations without demonstration.'—Dr.
Charles Robin, the distinguishied French Savant.

HAt the International Congress of Zoologists at Berlin in
1001 Branco bore wiiness that palacontology knows nc ances-
tora of man, but that man suddenly and immediately appears
before ws in the diluvial age as a perfect homo sapiens.”
tluvinels, Philosophy of Revelation p. 184,

“There oughit to be a clear distinction made between sci-
onee In the state of hypothesis and science in the state of Tact;
nnd, Inusmuch at it is still in its hypothetical stage, the ban
ul veclasion ought to fall wpon the theory of Bvolution, I
nyree with Viechow that thie proofs of it are suill wanting,
that the failures have been lamentable.'—Professor Tyndale,

"A genius like Goethe is far from explained when we
know that he inhkerited his stature from his father, and his
dhicartnl disposition from his mother. Xvolution is a great
word, but it taens ity back on difficulties and sums up a rich
and complicated reelity uader a vagtie formula,”—RBavinck,
I 1220,

We must confess unreservedly that there is not at our
ilaposal A SINGLE UNEXCEITIONABLE PROOF OF 118
CORRBRECTNISS. "——Xeinke, 1000,

“lhe theory of organie evolution has become the backe
oo of all biological teaching, and the falge impression i
innele by those who teach it that thie theory is established
wolenee —alfred Pelrhurst, &, 3, D. Sci. in “Atheism in our
Universities,”

R
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“Phe prevalent fad now among the college-bred and
among those who have some claim to education is _cvo'lutiou.
Any up-to-date ccllege man from most of our institutions is
proud to claim that he is ‘an evolutiomist.’ In fact, he Is
afraid not to do so."—Alfred Fairhurst, A. M., D, Sci. in
“Atheism in our Universities.”

Cuvier—*the greatest zoclogist of all time,”—*There is
no proof that ail the dilterences which now distinguish or-
gunized beings are such as may have been produced by civ-
cuiastances. All that has been advanced upon this subject is
hypothetical.”

“The number of species is equal to the number of divers
forms which the Infinite Being created in the beginning; which
forms, according to the preseribed laws of gencration, pro-
daced others, but always like unto themselves.”~—Linneaus.

“Thoe biologist requires not fewer than a million years
(Hacckel's estimate of a thousand million) to evolve nan
trom the lower forms of organized life and mot fewer than
several bundred thousand years to lift him out of the brute
condition from which, according to evolutionists, he has been
developed. On the other hand the latest geologisis have cs-
tablished the fact that not more than twelve or fifteen thou-
sand years, as an outside limit, can be allowed for the entire
life on earth of any being that has worn a human form.”—
Luther T, Townsend, D. D, 8. T. D., M, V. 1., in *Collapse¢ of
Evolution.”

“The greatest meance to Christianity and to American
Democracy is the modernist (Evolution) professor; and second
only to this evil is the modernist (Lvolution) pulpit.”—W. B.
Riley in “Inspiration or Lvolution.”

“Neitzsche, who in the judgment of Prof, Williams of
Oxford, was the greatest exponent of Evolution kncwn to the
age said, “Igoeism is the prime characteristic known to the
noble soul”—*Iuspiration or Evolution,”

YT saw the naturalist (Darwin) not many months ago, and
told him that I had read his *““Origin of Species”” and other
books; that he had by no means satisfied me that we were
descended from monkeys, but bad gone far to persuade me
that he and his so-called scientific brethren had brought the
present generation very near to monkeys.”’—Thomas Carlyle,
quoted in “Inspiration or Kvolution.”

It is a sad and terrible thing to see nigh a whole generas
tion of mcn and women professing to be cultivated, looiing
around in purblind fashion, and finding no God in the Uni-
verse."—W. B, Riley in *‘Inspiration or Evolution.”

“Once a great body of the cltizenship scts on the assumys-
tion that there is neither divine purpose in the universe nor
divine laws that must be followed, life resolves itself iunto
s mere brutal struggle for existence.”—Riley in “Iuspiration
or Evolution.”
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“We have a right to expect that professors in universi-
tles shal! teach nothing as truth to their students except what
they are absolutely certain of. We expect, above all, that
what Is presented as science, for scientin means knowledge,
not conjecture nor theory, shall be beyond dispute and cavil.
If {here is the slightest reasonable doubt about scientific theor-
los, wo expect them not to be represerted as doctrines, but
wolely as theories, with whatever doubt there is about them
ynther emphasiced than minimized or cbsecured in any way.
Wao have a right to cxpect that the relation of professor and
ntudent shall be above all one of ithe utmost candor and sin-
oerlty, lacking in pretense and in any attempt at producing
1 sensation for the sake of the sensation.

“When university professors teach the publie, moreover,
Wwo oxpecet from them a greater regard for their position as
tenchers.  Ior, if, as Juvenal said, ‘maxima pueris debitur
reverentia,’ (the greatest reverence is doe to youth), then
surely the publie, who, without the means of critical judgment,
kll us unquestioning chiidren at the feet of the professors,
uhould never by any half truth or any suppression or distortion
of truth, be led to aceept as scientific trath what is still really a
matter of dispute and unscttled by scientists themseives."—
Jumes J. Walsh, M, D. Yh. D, in *The Evolution of Man."

“Are Atheists in professors’ chairs to carry on their de-
nlructive work, unspposed, with a high and mighty hand? Is
the public helpless in their hands?  Is there no remedy by
which Christian young pcople can be saved from the clutches
of these ghouls?”——Alfred Fairhurst, A, M., D. Sci., in “Athe-
fsm in our Upiversities,”

“Evolution knows nothing whatever as to how any of
the organs of the body have originated.”—Alfred Fairhurst,
A, M., D. Sci., in “Atheism in our Universities.'

“The nursing instinct in both mother and offspring and
the milk glands must all appear at the same time, otherwise
the process fails,’—Alfred Fairhurst, A, M., D. Sci., in “Athe-
Ism in our Universities.,”

“IJivolution of species has not been proved. Darwin’s son,
In writing his father's blography, says: ‘We can not prove
that a single species has changed.” And yet evolutionists claim
that sll specics have changed.,”—Alfred Fairhurst, A, M,, D.
Hel,, in “Atheism in cur Universitics,”

“We have been eareful to exclude the Bible from our
public schools, and yet, in our ignoritnce, we permit a theory
to be taught that destroys the Bible, as a book of authority, by
denying miracles, revelation and what the Christian regards
ny supernatural,”’—Alfred Fairhurst, A, M., D. Sci., in *Athe-
{sm in our Universities.”

“Not only does embryology give no direct aid but the fails
ure of cytology (ilie study of cell organism) is equally com-
plete* s =# e+, ARWIN SPEAKS NO MORE WITH PHILO-
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SOPHICAL AUTHORITY, WIE READ HIS SCHEME OF
EVOLUTION AS WE WOULD THOSE OF LUCRETIUS OR OF
LAMAROQI ¥ %%+ 3 ¥ ATMOST THE LAST SHRED OF THAT
TELEOLOGICAL FUSTIAN WITH WHICH VICTORIAN PHIL~-
OSOPHERS LOVED TO CLOTHE THE THEORY OI* EVO-
LUPION IS DEAD.#¥¥¥3%Dgo we, as a matter of fact, find in
the world about us variations occurring of such a kind as to
warrant faith in a contcmporary progressive evolution?7s¥#¥%%
Till lately most of us would Liave said ‘yes’ without misgiving.
The appearance of contemporary variation proves to bo an
illusion. We have done with the notion that Darwin came fo
favor, that large differences can arise by accumulation of small
difierences.¥#¥¥¥*Modern research lends not the smallest en-
couragement or sanction to the vicw that gradual evolution
occurs by the transformation of masses of individuals, though
that faucy has fixed itself on popular imagination.¥¥¥**We
sce no changes in progress around us in the contemporary
world which we can imagine likely to culminate in the evolu-
tion of forms distinct in the larger sense.—William Bateson in
SCIIENCE. 'That is the death knell of evolution,

“The layman accepts without challenge the shallow plaus-
ibilities tendered him by popular writers, Thus he clutters his
mind with the doctrine of an ascending evolution of organic
forms, whereas the scientist admits there is no evidence in
favor of such ascending evolution. The layman of material-
istic tendency adopts the ready-made conviction that man or-
iginated in the monkey; whereas the scientist knows and ad-
mits there is no trace of even a merely probable argument in
favor of the monkey-origin of man,”—McCann in GOD OR
GORILLA.,

“It fish could have risen into reptiles, and reptiles into
mammalia, we would necessarily expect to find lower orders
of fish passing into higher, and taking precedence of the
higher in their appearance in point of time. But it is a geo-
Iogical fact that it is fish of the highest order that appesar first
on the stage, and that they are found to occupy exactly the
same level during the vast period represented by five succecd-
ing geologieal formations. There is no progression, and the
argument fails."’—Howard Agnew Johuston, Ph. D., D. D, in
“Bcientific Christian Thinking For Young Pecople.”

‘“The evidence of Gceology today is that species scem to
come into existence suddenly and in full perfection, rcmain
substantially unchanged during the term of their existence,
and pass away In full perfection, OQOther specles take tlicir
places, apparently by substitution, nmot by transmutation.'—
Prof. Joseph LeConte, of the University of California.,

“The question resclves itself into & matter of fact. Have
we any concrete evidence to warrant us in believing that defi-
nite modifications are ever, as such, or in any representative
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degree, transmitted? It appears to us that we have not,"—
I'rof, J. Arthur Thompson, of Aberdeen University.

“Lovge areas in foerope and North America which are
now principal centers of civilization were buried under glacial
leet, thousands of feet thiclk, while the civilization of Babylonia,
(,000 1o 6,000 ycars ago) was in its heyday. The glib man-
woer in which mnany, not to say most, popular writers speak of
the Glacial poch as far distant in Geological time, is duc to
lgnorance of facts which would scem to be so clear that ho
who runs might read,”—G. F. Wright, eminent geologist in
THE ORIGIN AND ANTIQUITY OF MAN.

Probably in no department of natural science is the at-
tempt. to draw general conclusions from a number of facts
more linble to be influenced by the subjective disposition of
the student than in the early history of man. On this sub-
Jueet It often happens that upon a Tew facts theories are based
which ave stated with so much conviction as easily to lead
thoue, who have no special knowledge of the subject, to re-
pird them as assured scientific certainties.—FProfessor Sch-
walbe In the introduction to his work on THIE RARLY HIS-
TOIY OI° MAN.

“As he stands before us in all his primeval shagginess,
rmuplnu, his heavy svooden spear in the moonlight—and so I
ive shown him in my drawing on the opposite page—he
thrilly us,  This is our ancestor; thiy is the creature from
Whieh we evolved; this thing is bope of our bone, ilesh of our
flesh,  We are stirred by his passions, urged on by his name~
lown Instinets, Forty thousand years scparate us from him,"
sal'rofessor Knight of tho American Museum of Natural His-
fory, This they call “Science!” This is what we are being
fvesd, through our taxes to pay to have taught as *“‘Science” to
e ehildren,

“Ihe teaching of evolution ought, in my opinion, to be
WACLUDED by law, if nocessary) from all public schicols be-
Iy the universitics, and, in the Colleges and Universities it
siht to be tavght HONESTLY and fully to the select few
Wihio have the ability to comprehend it in all of its bearings.”
sel'rof, Alfred Uuivhurst, M. 4., D, Sci. in ATHEISM IN (;UR
UNIVIERSITLLS,

“I'he pablic who employ teachers have a right to know
Wt they teach, Does it accord with the genius of our Gov-
e nt or with our Christian civilization for a professor to
praclishn his aiheism to a class of young men and women in
i Minte Unlversity?  Ys this to be accepted as o part of our
Piluentlonnl Systemn?  Are citizens voluntarily giving their
ey to support such teachings?"—ATHEISA IN OUR UNI-
Vs,

y

EVOLUTION OR CHRIST?
CHRIST OR HELL?

Address delivered in Los Angeles, California,
November 11, 1923

Let not the title of a book I have published, ‘‘Hell
and the High Schools,”’ cause me to be written down as
an enemy of our High Schools.. Our publie school system
is our greatest national asset. Evolution, however, is be-
ing drilled into our High Schools. Evolution teaches
that every species of beings, from amoeba, the smallest
living thing, up to man, has been evolved from the lower
to the higher; therefore that God did not create the sepa-
rate species, that God did not directly create man, but
that he evolved from the lower animals. Genesis, though,
says, ten times in the first chapter, that everything
brought forth ‘‘after his kind.”” Bvolution says that
there are ten lies, that everything did not bring forth
‘“after his kind.”” The Saviour endorsed Genesis as the
word of God; if Evolution is true, and He endorsed those
ten lies, that proves that He was not Deity, God’s Son,
but only the illegitimate son of a fallen woman; and
changes the most sublime expression the world ever
heard,—‘God so loved the world that He gave His only
begotten Son, that whosoever believeth on Him should not
perish but have everlasting life,”’—into ‘‘God so loved
the world that He gave the bastard, illegitimate son of a
Jewish fallen woman as the world’s Teacher and Lx-
ample, and, if you do not accept Him as teacher and ex-
ample, there is no Hell anyhow.’’ ;

Lt us consider one astounding fact:—over sixty-two
of every one hundred High School graduates ncver go to
any college; henece, if Evolution robs us of the Bible as
God’s Word, and of the Savicur as our real Redecuer,
the High Schools are left helpless; for, at that most sus-
ceptible, enquiring, impressionable age, Evolution is
drilled into the pupils, with no one to expose it. Hence
the subject of my book, ‘‘Hell and the High Schools.”’
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Professor Ihy, of thie Texay State Universily, has
whown that the State Universities, with their far better
gitipment and stronger faculties, have put only one man
into the hook ““Who’'s Who in Ameriea,”” to where the
denominational colleges, with their poorer equipment and
wienlor Ineulties, have put very near four and one-half;
bt the State Universities have twice as many pupils;
hionee the Christion sehools have put nearly nine men into
“Wlho's Who in Aerica’ 1o where the State Universi-
How have pul only one. There is but one explanation;
the State Universities edueate the body and the mind, but
gitinot educate the soul, thereby leaving the graduate
lops sitled, unedueated, shrivelled in one-third, and the
mont miportant thivd, of bis nature. Something MUST
e done to remedy this. It ean be done by having the
dilferent denominations, at their own cxpense, secure
lly pear cach scliool) where, for one period each day,
hiny will teach merals and ethies.

Our eeeatest problem, however, is the teaching of
livolution in our tax-supported schools, which not only
lonyen the soul uneducated, but leaves that soul without a
Wodeemer, without a Saviour. CGenesis says ten times
that overvthing hrought forth “‘after his kind,”” and that
Chatl ereated man in Iis own image, and that the first
Wi wpeke a plain language; Tvolution says that there
Al Iwelve lies; that everything did not bring forth
Sulter s kind,” that the first man was mid-way be-
Iween the anthropoid ape ard modern man, and that the
flisd man had no lanpguage, but that language was ac-
gulred by degrees through many generations. The Sav-
W ' endorsine Genesls, if Evolution be true, proves that
Hy wis not Deity, and hence no real Redeemer, no real
Miviour, Thus only Hell is left, and no Heaven at all
pueepnt for idiots and babies.

Phey einim, though, that ““all scientists now believe
I Wvalution.!”  Listen to them,—*Now there is not a
W ol seience in the world who does not admit man’s
dossent feom an apelike form,”’—Josecph W. MeCabe, in
Se AL B, C.of BEvolution’’; Professor E. G. Conklin of
Prleaton University,—*‘There is no longer any doubt

v
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among scientists that man descended from the animals.’’
H. W. Conn, in ‘““The Method of Evolution’’ :—‘It would
probably be impossible to find, among modern seientists,
any one who would venture to hold any other opinion.””

That is an old bluff. Tt was used in 1896 when Zahm
published his ‘‘Evolution and Dogma’’; it was then
claimed that “Evolution is a firmly established doctrine,
about whose truth there can be no longer any doubt.”
Why, that bluff was used in 1876 by John Fiske in ‘‘Dar-
winism and other Essays,”’—‘‘One could count on one’s
fingers the number of eminent naturalists who still de-
cline to adopt it.”” I hold in my hand a book written by
myself, ‘“Hell and the High Schools,”’ giving the names
of one hundred and twenty great scientists who reject if.
T can double that list from my books yonder in my room
at the hotel

Let me give you three:—Sir Wm. Dawson says that
Tvolution is ‘‘one of the strangest phenomena of human-
ity, a system destitute of any shadow of proof.”” Prof.
Fleischmann, of Erlangen:—‘‘There is not a single fact
to confirm Darwinism in the realm of nature.”’ Prof.
Rudolph Virchow quoted by Prof. Alfred Fairhurst
M. A, D. Sei,, in ““Theistic Evolution’’ page 73, ‘‘Profes-
sor Virchow of Berlin, who was styled the foremost chem-
ist of the globe, and who was the highest German author-
ity on Physiology, said: ‘‘Itis all nonsense. It cannot be
proved by science that man descended from the ape, or
from any other amimal. Since the announcement of the
theory, all scientific knowledge has pointed in the op-
posite divection. The attempt to find the transition from
animal to man has ended in total failure.”” Virchow
went so far as to denounce the theory as ‘‘dangerous to
the State,’”’ demanding that it ‘“‘be excluded from the
schools.”’ ol

They run another bluff on the people by claiming
that Evolution is no longer a theory, a hypothesis simply,
but that it is a demonstrated science. In this little book,
1 give the testimony of forty great scholars that Evolu-
tion is not a science at all, but only a theory, only a
guess. Hear two of them: President Lmeritus Charles

R T S A N R T T
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W, Ellicty of Harvard Uuiversity, “Rvolution is a hypo-
thiosis und not a seience at all . . . . . Iivolution is only
I theory,”” President Hadley of Yale University :— ‘1t
Il nol o universal science, because it 1s not a science at
ulit, "

Take three samples. ““Tu North America, the black
boir was seen by ifearne, swimming for hours with
Widely-open mouth, rhus catching, like a whale, inseets
W the water, T osee no difficulty in a race of bours being
Pindered by Notural Seleetion more and more aquatic in
Hietr stracture and habits, with larger and larger mouths
o ereature was produced as large as a whale,”’—Dar-
WL Origin of Speeies,” Ifrst Bdition, page 214, Isn’t
it o whade of o gness?  And they call that “*Seience!”
Lt i remember this, however, that thie inheritance of
Ml characieristies has been given up as untrac;
Bithen, with holes in their noses for rings never bear
S with holes iu their noses; women with holes
Bl i their cars for car rings do not bear children with
Bobon i theie ears,

Blee oty case, that of the giraffe. Evolution
Bhes ths e fone forelogs and long neck come from
SRR, e draaphit, te reach the upper limbs, Why

|H:l ol the poad, the sieep, the cow, stretch their necks?
Wi they not hanery thent But each generation only
Slehiod o hittle. “hat was a fearfully long drought!

B aoynired chavacteristies however, has been
given up

Phe wloplant co1 his long probeseis, so Bvelationists
W, By dtrerehings out his nose to reach food or water.
Wb o stecteh !l Wiy did not the goat streteh his nose !
WY i et e horse streteh his nose?  Evolution
BRRIRN, roniciher, that there ave only “‘slicht varia-
MR [rout e poveration to another; and giving up
I Lty ol inhieriting acgnired characieristies kills
wll thidn,
Sl veisonine reminds one of the reasoning of an

“ai B dosen Soudh, swho was eaught stealinge chickens.
B quie old and did orely lizht work arourd the

plane | hut N auite dienified, wearing a cast-off
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Prince Albert coat, and an cld cast-off stove-pipe hat.
ITis master noticed that his young spring-chickens were
disappearing, but old Uncle Remus explained that the
hawks were catching them. One morning the master
did not leave the house as usual, and suddenly heard a
great commotion ammong the chickens in the back yard.
He ealled for Uncle Remus to come to him at ence. The
diguified old darkey came in and stood without removing
his hat. ‘‘Remus, what is the matter with those chickens
out there in the yard$’’ ‘‘Boss,’’ replied the old negro,
‘“de hawks is aftah dem spring-chickens again.”” Just
then a young chicken thrust his head through a hele in
the old stove-pipe hat and cackled; the old megro thor-
oughly cmbarrassed, lifted his hat and the chicken flew
out the door. ‘““‘Now Remus,”’ said the master, ‘I have
caught you at last. I don’t want to whip you, old man;
if you can give any recason why that chicken was up in
your hat, I’ll let you off.”” The embarrassed old negro
stood with his hat in his hand and tears {rickling down
his cheeks. Fmally he sobbed, ‘““Boss, befo’ Gawd Ah
don’ lmow how dat chicken got up dah; but Buss, dese
spring-chickens acts pow’ful strange when de hawks
gets aftah ’em; dey jes’ goes plum’ crazy; Ah don’ know
how dat chicken got up dar’; but Boss, befo’ Gawd, T be-
lieve he run up wmy breeches leg!’”’ This old brother’s
reasoning iz a dead parallel to that of the Evolutionist
in accounting for the whale, the giraffe and the elephant;
and yet, they call that “‘Science!”’

‘Why is it so popular? Let three of them tell:—
Professor Huxley, in the introduetion to his ““Seience and
Hebrew Tradition,’’ says, ‘‘These essays are for the most
part intended to CONTRIBUTE TO THE PROCESS OF
DESTROYING 1THE INFALLIBILITY OF SCRIP-
TURE.” Professor Merry RFairfield Osborne in ““The
Origin and Evolution of fife:”’—“‘In truth, from the
period of the carliest stages of Greek thought, MAN IHAS
BEEN EAGER TO DISCOVER SOME NATURAL
CAUSE O EVOLUTION AND 10 ABANDGN THE
IDEA OF SUPERNATURAL INTERVENTION IN THE
ORDER OF NATURE.”’? Another:—*‘We intend first, to
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Petcmi el Wible Tstory in hinemouy with the theory of
Bvalition s seeond, 1o vhiainate, by this process, all that
Wostipeenaturnl an e recoed, ™

Lot it b leapt i wmind that of the millions of inter-
Whinto wpecion that muat ave been on the cill‘th, if Bvo-
abbon e e, not one foratl of an intermediate between
spesien b over Leen found,  Listen to Mr. Darwin, him-
el M W e we deseend fo details we cannot prove that
W bl wpecies has ehoaneed.”” Isn’t that ‘“science?”’
Pawu fiuets abaolately kill Bvolution with any one who will
iy wlop and think :—IMrst, that acquired characteristies
st be inhevited.  Professor August Weismann, of

Felobnry, ““demonstrated beyond question’ that char-
woleplntlon nequired by a parent cannot be transmitted
W the offspring.  Professor William Bateson, the great-
eat Hiving Biologist, in his address before the American
Awsoeintlion for the Advancement of Seience, in Toronto,
Catiidn, December, 1921, admitted and stated positively
il nequired characteristies cannot be inherited. Hear
W ' We have done with the notion that Darwin came

lllilm'ly {o favor, that large differences can arise by the.

postnmlation of small differences.”’ THEN, HOW CAN
THERE BE EVOLUTION FROM ONE SPECIES TO
ANOTIER? Iear him again—“An organism can not
wih o to its offspring a factor which it did not itself
pelve in fertilization.” THEN HOW CAN THERE BE
VYOLUTION OF ONE SPECIES UP TO ANOTHERS?
it kills Bvolution. Second:—there has been an ice
e of the world, when the Northern Hemisphere was for
U long period eovered by ice. I have here the testimony
the preat scientists who made a special study of this.
hoy ull state that the glaeial ace ended less than fifteen
thousand yvears ago. There are no fossil remains of man
bpele of the ice age. Professer Alexander Winchell of
meriea —Man had ne place till after the reign of ice.”
Salessor Iidward tlall, Seeretary of the Vietorian In-
lute of Londou, a specialist in these matters :—*Not
I oue single case in the whole of Europe or America has
frace of man’s ecxistence been found below the only
Bpusits which we have a right to assume were developed

-
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and produced by the great ice-sheets of the early glacial
periods.”’ That is the death-knell of Evclution. Yet the
Evolutionists, in the face of the testimony of the great
glaciclogists, continue to elaim that man has been on this

earth from five hundred thousand to nine million years!

Why, they boasted, sixty years ago that they would
drive Christianity out of existence. But, now that we are
exposing, pulling the lion’s skin off and exposing the
ass’s cars, tail and all, Evolution is eévolving into a cov-
ardly cur, at first snarling, and then whimpering and
whining like a whipped hound. Hear Professor Gerald
Birney Smith, of Chicago University, who has done more
to damn Southern Methodism, than even some of its
modernist bishops:—‘‘All the evils common in secular
polities are being introduced into the realm of religion
by the Fundamentalists,”” and ‘‘the most painful thing
about the Fundamentalists’ attitude is their conspicuous
lack of Christian love.”” ‘‘Christian love!’’ Go read this
arch-Evolutionist’s bitter sarcasm and biting flings at the
teaching that Christ died for our sins, and at those who
love Him for redeeming us from all iniquity. After he
and his kind destroying the faith of their students in
God’s Word, and in the Saviour as Redeemer, now that
they are being exposed, they turn and whimper about
‘“Christian love!” An old colored pastor in the South
met one of his members and said, ‘‘Brother Rastus, you
ought not to beat up Brother Johnson like you did yis-
tiddy.”’ Rastus replied, ‘‘But, pahson, dat niggah hit
me fust.”” ‘‘But, Brother Rastus de good book say dat
when a man slap you on one cheek, you must turn de
udder also.”” ‘“Ah knows dat, pahson, Ah knows de
Seripture say that! but dat niggah hit me on de nose!’’

To deccive the people by repeating that all seientists

‘believe in Evolution; that it is no longer merely a theory

but an established science; to destroy the failh of our
young people in God’s Word, and to brand the Saviour
as the illegitimate son of a fallen woman and not our real
Redecmer at all; it comes with poor grace, when exposed
to whine about ‘‘Christian love.”” They have been steal-
ing from the students their faith in God’s Word, and in

T L g L e o e o i ko e
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the Baviour, and we have been asleep. Now, iowever, the
poaple ure awakening, and the Bvolulionists are fast
aiting into the condition of another negro in the South.
e Gld colored Pastor met the colored Doctor one morn-
i nnd nuked, “Docetah, what s de mattah wid Brother
Muoopn ! What dizease do he 'peal to be ’flicted wid, in
yu' hnimble 'pinion?’”’ The eolored Doctor replied in his
gl dignificd tone, **Chronie chicken-stealing, wid com-
entiong of hird-shiot in de back, sah.”” The faith-steal-
i ol these Livolutionists has become chronie, and from
oW on1, 1l is goinge (o be complicated with bird-shot in
e Lavole,

As wamples of what they are doing, take these:—
Uhle, (man's) strueture indicates descent from ances-
s ol npedike habits, living in trees and on fruits,’’—
Hih Hehool Geography, by Charles Dryer, page 255, pub-
heit Ly (he Anerican Book Company, New York, Chi-
B, Uineinnniti, Boston and Atlanta. At once the High
Behonl boys wund girls see that if that is true, (and their

Wool binalon nnd their teachers say it is true) the Bible
Ell Hey wndd Jesus was not Deity at all or He would not
WY Bidoried the Le as the Word of God.

Apusin from ‘Prineiples of Botany”’ by Bergen and
I)M'Iu, published by Ginn and Company, page 413, ‘‘How
Hante Protect Themselves from Animals,”’—not how God

Hned nnd provided protection for them ; for Bvolution

s God ' design. Consider, first:—that these plants
wve Intaelligence that enables them to know that they
WO proteetion; second, that they can reason and plan
fdtiun o third, 1that they have the ability of God to
Shle pratection ; and that is being taught to your chil-

S0 e MHedenee,” and, by your taxes, you are paying
e salirlon of teachers to thus damn your children:

Aunliy, popes 412 and 414 ““There are plenty of in- -

MR o sienetnees, hiabits, or aecumulations of stored
alepial i their tissue which plants seem to have aec-
Wl wnduly or entirely as a means of defense, Some
e miont bmportant ave: 1. The habii of keeping a
Wpiaed af a2, Forming tough, corky, woody,
W, o linty, and therefore nearly’ uncatable tissue.

oy
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3. Arming exposed parts with eutting edges, sharp or
stinging hairs, prickles or thorns. 4. Accumnulating un-
pleasant or poisonous substances in exposed parts.’”’
Hearer, will you consider: God did not do these things,
for that would mean design in creation, and it is beneath
ithe dignity of these high-brow pseudo-scientists to admit
| such a thing, and would lead your boys and girls to be-
{lieving in God and in the Bible, and in Jesus Christ as a
Saviour, and would leave these hell-agents out of a job,
;and prevent them being looked upon as learnmed and as
; being above the common herd who believe in a Creator
Jand a real Hell and a Redeemer. Get it: ‘‘these plants
PROTECT THEMSELVES FROM ANIMALS.” God
didn’t design it, God didn’t do it; that these things,
these plants, “HAVE ACQUIRED mainly or entirely as
MEANS OF DEFENSE.” Consider these things :—First,
keeping a bodyguard of ants. There are plants, such as a
species of Acacia which have thorns in which ants live,
and these plants have little growths at the ends of the
leaflets which the ants use as food. Now these pseudo-
seientists say that these plants, “TO PROTECT THEM-
SELVES FROM BEING EATEN BY ANIMALS,” plan-
ned to grow those thorns, to have the ants live in them,
and to produce those tender growths for the food of the
ants, in order to keep the ants as a bodyguard; and this
is rammed down the throats of your children as science,
and you pay the taxes to have it done. Consider, first,
these plants have intelligence, and feeling and dread to
be eaten by animals; second, they have knowledge, thai
ants will make a bodyguard; third, they have knowledge
of the fact that an animal chewing ants would get a bad
stinging taste in the mouth, and yet these little plants
have never chewed an ant, nor eaten one; fourth, they
have knowledge of the fact that an ant ecan sting and in-
ject a poison, and yet they have never been stung, nor
poisoned by an ant; fifth, they have knowledge of what
kind of little growths would be suitable as food for ants;
sixth, they had the intelligence to grow out these little
growths for the ants, (what chemists they were!) sev-
enth, they had the omnipotence to grow these new
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posw i andd the o thorns in whiell the ants should make
thade ot Can’t vou see, hearer, that these pseudo-
solentints really bove a multitude of, little gods, and are
tierelore polytieists, and, mevitably, will lead your chil-
tlen In the same divection, to rejeet Jesus Christ as Sav-
boue ind to spend eternity in 1Tellf  And yet these pseu-
daelentimts can not believe in a real God with real de-
wle i tocthe Bible aud in Jesus Christ as Saviour!

Movond == Formine touegh, corky, limy, or flinty,
il theeelore acorly uneatable tissue,”” that such plants
e Lhe horsedni), to prevent being eaten by animals,
]ﬂnmml fa prow o onter coating of deposits of silica and
e uneatable substances to proteet themselves; that

pieh plants ws the toueh rushes, chaparral, ete., planned
10 pgrow their coating to protect themselves from being
pilen by animals!
Phirvil ' Arming exposed parts with cutting edges,
M or stingine nairs, prickles or thorms.”  Get i,
Brer, that these once tender plants had intelligence
il feeling, and dreaded to Le eaten and so, “HAVE
COIIRED o “PROTECT THEMSELVES FROM
| NIMALS, cutting edges, sharp or stinging hairs, prick-
ol thorns,”” sieh as the barberry, nightshade, loeust,
‘m-llu. ele, Wy didn’t the oaks, the timothy, the blue-
ai el the clover have that much sense and ability to
thorns and stinging hairs and saw-edges, and bar-
marpgins to protect themselves?  Consider, hearer:
e onee tender and delicate plants, had feelings and
elligenoc; they dreaded to be eaten; they had intelli-
PR to know that animals had feelings, that they could
i Wi, that a thors or stinging hair could produce that
_I siing; ihey had the omnipotent power to plan and
W these stinging hairs or thorns; they had the omnipo-
Bt power and the chemieal knowledge to put into some
Hiowe stinging hairs a poison. What wonderful intelli-
el YWhat wonderful design! What wonderful abil-
And vour sous and daughters are taught this in
panie of seience, rather than to allow them to believe

[t
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book, and others like it, are taught in Baptist, Catholie,
Congregatinonal, Diseiple, Episcopalian, Lutheran, Meth-
odist, Presbyterian, and other religious colleges, with the
tacit endorsement of their Presidents and Boards of
Trustees. And if anyone dare protest, the only answer
they have is “They burned Servetus at the stake’’!! and
the denominational cat-o-nine-tails is laid on the back of
the one who dares protest, while our sons and daughters
are being sent to IHell in the name. of religion by these
pseudo-scientists.

Fourth :—‘¢ Accumulating unpleasant or poisonous
substances in exposed parts.”” Understand, hearers, ten-
der plants, with feeling and intelligence, dreading to be
eaten by animals, “HAVE ACQUIRED”’ to ‘‘PROTECT
THEMSELVES FROM ANIMALS, unpleasant or poi-
sonous substances in exposed parts.”’ Bergen and Davis’
own illustrations are the dog-fennel, the hound’s tongue,
the jimson weed, (they certainly did a good job there!),
the tomato plant, the poisonous hemlock, red peppers,
horse-radish, ete. Consider, patient hearers, that these
tender, delicate plants had feelings and intelligence, had
design, had wonderful chemical knowledge and power
and ability to carry those designs into execution. What
splendid smelling ability they had! They knew that
animals did not like certain smells; they knew how the
dog-fennel would smell, and that animals would not like
it, they knew how the jimson weed would smell; they
knew how the red pepper would taste to an animal; they
knew how the horse-radish would taste to an animal; they
lnew the marvellous chemical combination to produce the
dog fennel smell; they knew the marvellous chemical
combination to produce the jimson weed smell; they
knew the marvellous and varied chemical combinations to
produce the worm-wood taste, the red pepper taste, the
horse-radish taste, and mirabile dictu! they had the abil-
ity to produce all these chemical combinations and to
grow them. And yet, these intellectual high-brows, these
pscudo-scientists, ecan not believe in a real God of design,
that He has laws, that the violation of those laws will be
punished, and that in love and mercy and righteously,
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I“|l |||||| i||'||\|;l|‘|| a real Rodeomer o ])['()l.l'(.'t and save
Wione who ve violited those lows,  And those publice-
g tesohiors wha teaeh thig, and those denominational
pullogen who toaeh i, with their Presidents and Boards
ol Penstoon, proteid that they haven’t sense enough to
gtk e teme inge nlinolotely contreadiets the teaching
of Hhegenin, ol B, the Savieur having endorsed Gene-
win, 1 gundeon Thim no Lonrer |7t'il_\’, but the l)asturd, il-
ptbhnte won of w fallen woman, and therefore no Re-
destier ot awll, bul leaves our sons aud daughters to go
1 Fell
P, not coptent with poisoning and damning our
Wk sohined Bioy s pisd givls, the Kvolutionists reach down
witl voh the orndle Linten: from “Home Primary Geo-
sl e Held W, Paivbanls, Revised Edition, pub-
whodd by ihe Bdueationnd Publishing Company, p. 124:
SRl nnd whntos mee wmone the most interesting of the
aeean nvdimnla hoyv nre not fish, for they have to come
B0 Wb stiedee be brenthie nir. What o strange story these
Sty gnn tellt Mhaeir grandlathers lived upon the land,
SOk o long dpos There i not one particle of proof of
s sbpdy nowild, hdebirained theory—T. T. M.) They
Wl Foue tops el watkeed around like other animals. (No
wtide of prool for this-T. T. M.) They used to go
Ellﬂ the water for fond, (No p:n'ticle of proof for this.—
M ! al st spent most of their time there. Their
B il Lo beeaime changed (no particle of proof for
e 11 M owo thet they could swim or paddle
Wieouph the water, Now they are at home in the water
W very qutel sod praeeful in their movements.’”’ Now
W it b the boole for the primary department as
potun!l trath mied foet, nud is taught to the trusting, un-
nrln]umlimr chilil. hen the ehild hears the preacher read,
SA Gl srepted prent whales, and every living erea-
Wie thal moveth which the waters brought forth abun-
kullllv, Sl thele kind,' " and the thought comes, ‘‘the
S e ol el the trath, for my books in school say
Wt s hdon were onee nnimals on land, and my teacher
S it e Bile does not tell the truth.”’ Then the

CHRIST OR HELL?Y 26

child hears the preacher read that Jesus said the scrip-
tures are true, and the word of God, and it says: ‘‘Jesus
‘does not tell the truth; for my book in school says that
the Bible does not tell the truth, for it says that whales
)were once animals on the land, and had four legs; and
my teacher says it is so.”” And the faith in the Bible as

< God’s Word, and in the Saviour as God’s Son is gone. It

i does not dare tell its father and mother so, but its soul
lis wrecked.

{ But further, from the same book, page 143: ‘‘If
birds could talk, what stories we might hear. We might
learn of a time, ever so long ago, when their grandfathers
were not birds at all (not one particle of proof for this:
simply a wild, hair-brained theory.—T. T. M.). Then
they could not fly, for they had neither wings or feathers
(not one particle of proof for this—T. T. M.). These
grandfathers of our birds had four legs (not one particle
of proof for this—7T. T. M.) a long tail and jaws with
teeth (not one particle of proof for this—T. T. MM.)
After a time feathers grew upon their bodies and their
fore legs became changed for flying. These were strange
looking creatures. There are none like them living now.”’
The simple, trusting child reads this. The teacher,
trained in a State Normal or State University, backs it
up, and teaches it; the child hears the pastor read: ‘‘And
God created great whales, and every living ereature that
moveth, which the waters brought forth abundantly
after their kind, and every winged fowl after hig kind”’
(Genesis 1:21) and the child says ‘*That is not so, because
my school book and my tcacher say that whales grew
from animals with four legs, and birds grew from animals
with four legs; the Bible does not tell the truth.” Then
the child hears the pastor read that Jesus says the Scrip-
tures are God’s word, and the child says: “That is not
80; for God’s word would tell the truth, and that Bible
does not tell the truth about whales and birds; and if
Jesus had been God’s Son, he would not have said that
the Bible that does not tell the truth is God’s word.”
And these children go out into Eternity, without a real
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Wodevmor,  Aud their fathers and mothers pay the taxes
for bhiw teaching, and stand by and see their children
duniriod

The Cermonns poisoned the wells of Belgium and
Muvihevn FPranee, that the children who came to drink
Wil b posoned aad die. They were angels compared
W e e whio pur such poison as this in the wells and
Spriips frome which our children come to drink a little
o g tor they dumned only the body ; these damn the
Wil

The ermans filled acroplanes with poisoned ecandy
winl How over Beleium and Northern Franee, and poured
Woupt thint the poor starving Belgian and French children
Sl st i nnd die—they were angels compared to those
Wl patd by our taxes, stand as teachers and feed such
sl to o elitldren; for the Germans damped only the
'm.i,\_ piid thess doan the soul,

A Uevinan oilicer, a physician, was quartered in a
ol otie, the husband being away in the army. The
il the Little Ieench woman was to become a mother,
B0 Leiiin oftleer sereeed to wait upon her as her physi-
B The noxt morning as the little French mother, in
L0 Wy slnwn, ene to conseiousness with her wee babe
Sl By Ber vidde, she beean pouring out her heart’s grati-
L b e Uerman officer, and said she never could re-
Wy b he heartless German said that he was already
oty wnd the Little French raother asked how. The
S waddd thist be pat out the babe’s eyes when it was
Wl s et wonld never aim e gun at & German. He
WO0 b el gotpared to those who blind the souls of
sk e, mnd send them into outer darkness for
Sty whide they are being fed from our hands by our
s e Chieistianity-suelkded soul-murderers! And
S0 b by md ifTerenee !

A dustor's wife was dving in North Carolina; her
s suspeated poisoning s in her dying hours, her hus-
!ihlul Beguoid to hnve o rarewell prayer alone with his
ol wile g others withdrew from the room; the doctor
S i veltodd wnd praved so loud that some one quietly

\
\
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slipped into the room; the doetor had his hands under
the cover, his hypo-dermic needle, loaded with a deadly
poison, stuck up to the head in the woman’s thigh, and
was pumping the deadly poison into her body, while he
was praying God to spare lher life. That doctor was an
angel compared with those professors who stand and
pump the deadly poison of Evolution into our boys and
girls, while they look heavenward with a dying-calf ex-
pression, and piously tell us that Evolution does not in-
terfere with religion; for this doctor only damned the
wife’s body, while these professors damn for eternity the

“._souls of our children.

Take this letter as a sample: “May 8, 1921. Dear
Sir:—1I was the son of a Christian mother; went to col-
lege, was taught by infidel teachers, studied Tvolution,
New Thought, under men like — , travelled exten-
sively, came home, insulted my old mother, went the
primrose route, and to-day I am a mental, spiritual and
physical wreek. My soul is a starving skeleton; my
heart a petrified rock; my mind is poisoned aud as fickle
as the wind and my faith is as unstable as water. 1
broke the heart of my mother, disappointed my friends,
stcod before my class on graduation day, delivered the
valedictory address, lauded ‘Darwin’s Theory’ to the sky,
and other things I can never recall. I have run the
gauntlet; T am at the end of the rope. Oh! wretched
man that I am! There is no rest, peace or happiness for
me, I sometimes think that I will jump overboard and
end it all. T wish I had never seen a college; I hope you
will warn the young men of the impending danger just
ahead of them. I may be beyond hiope, but on this glori-
ous Mother’s Day, I wish to testify that mother was
right, and yearn for her Saviour, Jesus Christ, to be mine.
And T call upon you and your great chureh, who, I learn,
still believe in the Bible, and the power of prayer to save,
to pray that I may be saved under the blood of Christ,
and re-united with mother, in the Heavenly Kingdom.
(Signed) A Mother’s Son.”’
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Whon 1w ol e, snd 1oeee mny of them, I
R e wath wowonenn of Woestern Toexog, A cow-
Fl',l' Pl o e b hecn bnvinge ehills and fever, The
ﬂml el e velprng o eamp, hin friends said,
L don o sleep ont here o the geass; il omay bring
h ob e obite s poonale the veochman yonder to let you
wlvnp b i Witehion Hooy, The ranchman consented,
Sk i Dol eoltedd i e Lie eoweboy blanket, and luy
S e e Bltehen dooe G was oo dict oor) to sleep.
st Bl past ooy Boend was aroused by the howl
WP walis Baane wha has onee heard it will cver
el 1 A iy el pot up to the window to look
Sk dte the e lgeht b hos effort to see the wolf, the
Sapehiine s wile, i her night-gown and  bare-footed,
S thycaped the kitehen, swearing the blackest of
AR Bt et the vilesr laneuage, followed by her hus-
il Tl e b the nwoonlighit lasted for half an hour,
0o plter e wall, the man alter the woman., As
S e it her baele futo the Kitelien, she was a raving
Wi, ueinge the foulost inguigee .m(l swearing the
ltllpnl ithe An honge after, the woman had fallen
sl oxbaintion, amd the ranchman came back
Iu- Bitehon tor o odrink of waler, and explained to
rhnpl no dntows s UBtranpger, my wife is not a bad
W b s poodd wolann ; she never uses such langu-
Wl ahe lenes o woll howl, and then she loses her
A sinpletely aad does as you saw and heard. Strang-
W0 P an von see. Sixomonths ago, we had an
Sl g et fwelvesmonths-old baby boy; wife was
wl e spring, doine the family washing. The baby
Wi anloep om0 paliet under a tree near-by. As
WA alonpdnge over the serubbing b(mrd she heard a
e s, sl tookine arcund, saw s woll with his
% Bl e the baby 's threat, wol\mg its blood. The
AF et the litile body back into the brush, and
0 b after i g she finally got the body, but the
Wk deal, That is zll. She is a good woman; she
BEERRE Wean auch languonge as ven hcard to-night, until
Wl 0 woll hinw !, then shie leses her ming and swears

8 0l e slap vl she catebes that wolf and chokes
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him as he choked her baby.”” When I see that the XEvo-
lutionists have us by the throat, forcing us to pay their
salaries with our taxes, while they blind our children
and send them into outer darkness for all eternity; when
I see our young people being thus doomed and damned;
I feel like layiug one hand on my Bible and holding the
other up to God, and swearing that I will never let up
until every Ivolutionist is driven from every tax-sup-
ported school on the American continent.

Do you ask what can be done? Only one thing can

(be done, and that is to carry the fight to tlic people, to

drive every Evolution teacher and every Evolution text-
book out of every tax- suppo"ted school, and then put in
a series of books, from primary to university, giving,

! fairly, both sides of the Iivolution questien. Of course

the ery will be raised, at onee, that we are trying to bring
religion into tax-sopported schools. Not at all; but we
are demanding that if religion cannot be taught in tax-
supported schools, it shall not be attacked and destroyed
in those schools. Shall teachers be left to teach what they
please? Shall they be left to teach Bolshevism? Shall
they be left to teach Anarchy? Shall they be lefi to teach
Atheism?  Shall they be left to teach that dintheria is

‘not contagious? Shall they be left to teach that small-

pox is not dangerous? Shall they be left to teach that
scarlet fever is harmless? What are these compared to
the teaching of Evolution? These kill the body, but Evo-
Iution robs the pupil of God’s Word, and of a real Re-
deemer, and Saviour, and sends a lost soul to Hell. What
is one soul worth

You say it has not hurt your son or daughter; but it
is dooming and damning your neighbors’ sons and daugh-
ters by the multiplied thousands, and it is not done with
its deadly work. It may yet get one of yours, or your
graudson or granddaughter. It will yet come closer to
you than you think. On the Scottish coast there was
heard one afternoon the booming of the signal gun of
distress. A storm was driving a disabled vessel in upon
the rocks. As she struck, the signal guns were fired in
rapid succession. Captain Jim called for the life-saving

-"‘*'(r-.:.m'v":.ﬂf-wvmu&.‘}-‘m, Yo a e o e
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A ey wore olimbing tato the life-boat, an old
Bkeedl Hoatel woman rushed into the waters, waist
id Jockeng hov s around Captain Jim'’s neck,
sebeimdng, My boy! Don’t go! Don’t go! No
B b Bve dn thiat wiorm ! Your father went away six
By i wover came back! Your brother Will went
LW vonen apo, tnd never came back! You are all
f lefet Yo will never ecme back! Don’t go!
go ! Cuptuin Jim threw his arms around the old
b il seronined nhove the roar of the storm, ‘‘Mo-
W eaptuin ul the erew. I'm bound to go. Good
Bl et Thne and again the life-boat shot up
liult'n with 1ta precious burden of lives, only to
i Hig slosmed vessel,  As the last boat load shot
plicre, winl they sprang out, they said, “‘That’s
L% wll ' One passenger said, ‘‘Noj there is a
Wi down in the vessel, too sick to come up on
© Cppiein Jim yelled out above the storm, ““ Every
]I‘I a1’ Ax they were ¢limbing into the boat,
o attee pushed into the sea, up.to her arm-pits,
: &lli‘l‘ awrns around Captain Jim'’s neek, shriek-
I

Iy ! You've done your duty! Don’t go!
ol the man go! Don’t take these men from
wl Yuou'll never conie back! No boat can live
i now ! Your father went away six years ago
W ouize baek! Your brother Will went away
N o ind never came baek! You’ll never come
Wt go! Don't go!”’ Sobbing aloud, Captain
liviokod nhove the thunder of the breakers, as
Iis nems avound his old mother, “‘I’m captain!
ﬁ!yl I must go!  CGood bye, good -bye!”’ At
Ale bost was alongside thie doomed vessel and
#i Wus peen running up the rope. In a few mo-
Wl neen lowering the sick man. Then came the
e foe ihe shore, For the fury of the storm had
e terrible. At last the watehers on shore saw
Wedwint on the crest of a wave. Captain Jim
0 prow, and with his hands to his mouth, yellgd,
Wbl it was Brother Will!”?  And she had said,
thie.'"  And the flint-hearted:Evolutionists say,

CHRIST OR HELL? s

“‘Let them lose their faith in God’s Word and in the
Saviour.”” And the eold-hearted, indifferent fathers and
mothers continue, with their taxes, to pay the salaries
of the Evolution professors, and say, ‘‘Let our children
lose their faith in the Bible and in the Redeemer; what
do we carey’’ The Germans who poisoned the wells and
candy that the little ¥rench and Belgian children might
cat and drink and die, were angels compared to such fa-
thers and mothers,

1f Evolutionists would only consider a few facts, all
this strife and confusion would be settled: First, that
the days of creation do not mean, necessarily, twenty-
four hour days; for there was no sun to measure twenty-
four hour days, until the fourth day of creation. The
periods of the geological ages are provided for in the
first chapter of Genesis,

Seceond, that the biblical -chronology as caleulated
by Usher is not correet, as was clearly shown by the elder
Professor Greene of Princeton, quoted by George Ired-
erick Wright in ““The Age and Antiquity of Man.”’

Third, that, by the law of chances, when Moses, in
Genesis mentions fifteen different things in exaectly the
same order that science has demonstrated, he had 1,307,-
674,367,999 chances to miss the exact order to only one
to have gotten it corrcet. The man who will not see in
this a higher power guiding Moses, will never be con-
vinced by anything.

Fourth, that the Rough Stone Age, and the Smooth
Stone Age correspond exactly with man before the flood
and man after the flood.

Fifth, that Noah’s flood, which has bcen proven to
have oceurred (Professor L. T. Townsend, the learned
scientist, in his book ‘‘I'he Deluge, History or Myth,”’
piles mountain-high the proof that the deluge occurred),
accounts for much that has been confusing the scientists;
for it was not simply the rain for forty days, but the rec-
ord is that ‘“the same day, were all the fountains of the
great deep broken up,”’—mighty upheavals, producing
the eonfused strata of rocks and mountains that we see
to-day.
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Bixth, that covologists, finding man a savage and
W to teace his evolution frow savagery to eiviliza-
W, have begnn in the middle of man’s history. 'L'hey
Wl him where Le hiad fallen, and only try to trace him
Bl there. 1fud they anly gone back to his creation,
sl feaced him fron thore 1o his fall, and then down to
ey, and thee Ly ocevelalions from God, up from
SEery to preseor duy civilization and progress, they
WL have accowpihbiod something worth while.

1 is the wost pitiable, sickening tragedy of the ages;
Wb of, with 1eloseope studyving the stars and with
Sding souls listening to the musie of the spheres as
] pid night chey hvien their Creator’s praise around

8 Hione, and thus lewding theiv students, great pro-
B and seientists spend their lives down in the seam

"L Mime and nwucek, seraping up muek and slime and
MI ul the bottom of the ocean, or digping down into
pil dirt and ot decayving bones, trying to find
S that wil! enable them, with haughty, proud,
bl mien, or with clenched fist and grating teeth,
Ok up and sey, COh, God! You are a Har! Every-
l"li' il not bring ferth ‘after his kind’; you did not
SO min b your own nuage, and your pretended son

W bastard iliegitimate son of a Jewish prostitute,

W0 need no Redeewer trom our sing, for there is no
Fl\ 0 do al Inst join with the kings of the earth and

’

| PO0L wiei, and the vich men, and the chief eaptains,
S e hity men and every hond-man and every free-
R fide themselves in the dens and in the rocks of
SR s, and sav {o the mountains and rocks, ‘Fall
W .l""' whdl Bide ws fvom the face of Him that sitteth
url O e and from the wrath of the Liamb.? ”?
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TWO CHALLENGES

Evolution comes to us from paganism. It was taught
by the pagans six hundred ycars before Christ. Aristottle
taught it, centnries before Christ. Charles Darwin, an
Englishman, made it popular in modern times. Honor-
able Wm. B, Gladstone and others largely drove it out
of England. Germany took it up and went wild over it,
and 1t has doomed Germany. We sent our young men,
before the World War, to the German universities. They
came back with their great university titles and we put
them at the head of our colleges and universities, and
they trained a race of young men who are now college
and university professors and teachers in our tax-sup-
ported schools; and we are being foreed, through our
taxes, to pay the salaries of men to doom and damn our
children; for livolution means that Genesis is shot
through and through with lies, and the Saviour endors-
ing Genesis means that He was not Deity, was not really
God’s Son, for Deity would not endorse a bundle of lies
as the Word of God; hence Evolution leaves the world
without a Redeemer or Saviour at all. ,

It is a tremendous erisis; it is the greatest issue the
world ever faced. Wrapt up in it is the issue of the eter-
nal destiny of every one who believes it. It is not right,
it is unconstitutional, it is a crime before God to foree
us, by taxation, to pay the salaries of men to damn the
souls of our children, and send them into outer darkness
for eternity. The agitation has just begun; the people
are becoming aroused ; it will not stop until the fight has
been carried to every legislature; until it is carried to
every village and hamlet, and every evolution teacher is
driven out of every tax-supported school.

t is going to mean a fearful war among our people.
It can be easily avoided. Here are two plans:

First, let Chicago University and Columbia Univer-
sity seleet seven men to meet, in joint debate, throughout
America, William Jennings Bryan, W. B. Riley, of Min-
neapolis, J. W. Porter of Kentucky, J. Frank Norris of
Texas, Alfred W. MeCann, the New York lawyer, George
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MeCready Price, the (uliforuia selentist, and myself, on
this question, ' Is tie Bvolution of man from amocba up
through the lower species true?’’ Tiet these debates be
published in Loul form and by the daily press, and the
issue will spon be setiled. i

Or, second, leo these seven men seleeted by Chicago
Hulversity and (0lunmbia University, meet the other seven
in joint debutc fhooavhont the country on the question,
“DG Jesus Chrise ase from the dead?’”’ and let the de-
bates be publiztica. Uhat will settle the question of Evo-
lution; fer i¢ Jesws ihe Christ rose from the dead that
proves,

““Hirst, the existence of a personal God who is con-
cerned with frumni Yy 1

Secon.d. ality of miraculons interference with
natural forees;

Third, ihe {ruh of the atonement and the redewp-
tion ; and

Fourth, the fo-civation of the Old Testament Serip-
tures, (hence sien, of the Uenesis aceount of ereation).”’

;
tion, '’

I not accept cither of these chal-
DARE! They will continue,
om they got their Evolution, to
' and depend upon smoke-sereens
den, we will give them the bayonet!
hie strife that is coming will lie at the

—Graebner, in
But, vl
lenges.
German-like
crouch in (lhie
and poison-
and the bl

door of the livehusonists. THE PEOPLE SHALL KNOW,
and when iliey Jdo, they will make short work of the
whole ma tier

THESLE MNGLLOWERS SHALL NGT PRIESS
THRIR ! VI GE PAGANISM ON THE BROW OF
AMERICAN v Uil THEY SHALL NOT CRUCIFY
THE SOULH i O CITILDREN ON THE CROSS OF
D INFIDELITY.

Other Books by the Same Author

‘The Evolution Issue—Price, 50 cents

The First Los Angeles Address
“It will be your most widely read book’

“HELL AND THE HIGH SCHOOLS”
Paper, 75cts; Cloth, $1.25

From Reviews:
Latest and Best Book on Evolution.—*Hell and the High Schools”
Evangelist T. T. Martin has just published this book on Evolu-
tien. . It is a terrific arraignment. He meets the Evolutionists
on their own ground and crushes them, They will never answer
it—they can’t., He carries the fight to the people. Every father
and mother who will read the beok will be aroused to the depths
of their souls; every honest voter who reads it, will be ready to
drive Evolution from all tax-supported schocls.

It is a book for Catholics, Protestants and Baptists to scatler
broadcastl

There are no honeyed words in it. It is on the Elijabh-meet-
ing-Ahab, Elijah-at-Carmel, John-the-Baptist-order. He Jays the
axe at the root of the tree; then lays off his coat and cuts the
tree down; then digs up the stump, root and alll

It's a veritable *“Slaughter of the Innocents!™

The book should be read by hundreds of thousands.

Wherever it is read it will make short work with Evolution
and Evolutionists in all tax-supported achools. He shoves Evolu-
tion in denominational schools aside with “If the religious de-
nominations will continue to be duped by the pussyfooting apolog-
ists for, and defenders of Evolution, and by some presidents and
professors who deceive the people by denying that it is being
taught in the schools; or by the deceptive plea that it is only
being taught ‘as a working hypothesis,” let them go ahead; but it
is time for the honest tax-paying and voting fathers and mothers
to take hold of this thing and see that their tax' money is not
used to damn their children.” 7 i

He shows up mercilessly the flimsy reasoning of Evolution-
ists, and tells them “‘that.they would not know logic if they met
it in the road;' that 'their brains have gone on a vacation,” and
proves itl j

Evolution has met its Waterloo in this bosk.

While the book is cutting, crushing, it is not railing; it is
not billingsgate; it is not reviling. The author, a scholar, with
thorough college and seminary training, versed in Hebrew and
Greek, a College Professor of Science in his young manhood, a
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Lifetime studen: of scisnce, mests these “intellectuals’” as they
call themselves, on their own ground and the result is humiliating
to the Evolutionists. Fle is unsparing in his logic, and the result
will be mortifying to those Evolutionists who have not Jost their
sense of shame. ‘

The chapter on "EVOLUTION NOT SCIENCE,” is a scath-
ing exposarc of the hypocritical claim of the Evolutionists, He
shows clearly that the claim of the Evolutionists that Evolution
in now an cstublished science is absolutely- without foundation;
that they have not cne fact on which to rest their claim, but only
guesses, possibilities and probabilities; that their course of reason-
ing is "Lvolntion is possible; therefore it's a fact; therefore it's a
science.” He piles the great scientists and scholars heaven high
who testify positively that Evolution is not a science but only an
unproven theory. Ile drives home the fact stated by Herbert
Spencer that withoul wheriting acquired characteristics there can
be no Evolution:; he then shows that the great scientists have
come out and confessed that there is no inheriting acquired char-
acteristics; hence Evelution can never be a science.

The chapter on “'Evclution repudiated by Great Scientists
and Scholars™ is an avaleuche that overwhelms, buries, the wild
hypocritical claim that “all scientists believe in Evolution.” What
an exposure! What a piling vp of testimonies!

The chapter, ""The Fficcts of Evolution on the Teachers of
ft,” is startling in its revelations.

The chapter on "“The Effccts of Evolution on Students,” is
absolutely alarminy.

The chapter on, 'The Responsibility on Fathers and
Mothers,”"—who can read it without being stirred?

The only thing remaining is to now get this book to the
people. Tha battle s won if we get the book to the people.

Evolution in this book finds itself in the grasp of a master
and he chokes its strangle hold from the throats of our young
people.  In the author's mighty grasp the **Christianity-suckled
soul-murderers,” as the author calls them, writhe in vain. .

GCet the Look! Read itl Cet everyone you can to read itl
Buy it and scatter it us a missionary workl Get everyone you
can to buy itl Get Legislators to read itl  Get public school
teachers to i1ead o Ozt editors of county papers to read itl
Get profesaars =5 to yead it] Get every college student
to read wl  Jer .nd mothers to read itl Get every high
schocol boy and gir d it."” o

“T. T. Martin hus been for 23 years the leading Evangelist
among Southera Baptists. He was at one time a science pro-
fessor. e js @ welnmincus weiter.  There is nothing else on
the subject of [ cormpare with it."”

“[f Mare up Evolution, root and branch, we
are no judge : IHe treats the subject in a plain
: that the most illiterate can get the mean-
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"“Hell and the High Schools” by Evangelist T. T. Martin is
altogether the severest arraignment of the deadly doctrine of
Evolution that we have ever read. Evangelist Martin in his char-
acteristic way goes straight at the heart of the matter and pre-
sents an array of facts and testimonies that are irrefutable. It is
30 plainly written and with such invincible reazon and logic that
no one except an unreasonable Evolutionist can fail to see.”

“Hell and the Figh Schools” by Evangelist T. T. Martin is
more than an argument; it is an appeal from the heart of a man
who loves the souls of his fellowmen and feels a responsibility
for their salvation which he must discharge as God's steward. He
himself has been a teacher of science, but for vears has been a
fisher of men. IHe sees the “octopus” of Evolution threatening
and already destroying our young men and young women in the
high schools. He shows what is being taught in our schools;

shows that Evolution is not a science;.that it is repudiated by -

great scientists, and yet how it presumptuously challenges God in
His sphere of creation. He shows its effect on teachers and stu-
dents; and then poinis out the only hope. Preachers, school
teachers, parents, patrons and trustees of our public schools
ought to read this book."”

“One of the most timely books that we have had the privilege
of reading is “Hell and the High Schopl” by T. T. Martin. When
we had finished reading the book, the thought came to our mind
that this little book comes for just such a time of uncertainty and
skepticism as this."”

GOD'S PLAN WITH MEN.. .o eiceeeceteeencccveiimsesaenrnes $1.50

B. H. Carroll: *l do not hesitate to commend to the whole
world this book. All people having only a vague conception of
the way in which God saves man, to them this book will be like
a white light.”

~J. B. Gambrell: ‘“Thousands ought to read this book to have
the mists cleared up and themselves rooted and grounded.”

Fleming H. Revell Company: ''One of the sure signs that
there is a reaction from the critical attitude toward the Bible and
a widespread turning again to the aflirmative interpretation of
God’s truth as found in the Holy Writ is seen in the approval
given to ‘God's Plan With men,” by the Religicus Press generally.
Methodist, Presbyterian, United Presbyterian, Baptist, Episcopal-
ian, Reformed Church, Congregational and Disciple Editors join in
welcoming the publication of this effective book. We can hardly
recal] such unanimity of opinion from such widely separated
(theologically) bodies of Christians, on so vital a subject. Few
writers on the theme of salvation have had such tribute paid to
them. It is worthy of more than a passing notice. Here, very
evidently, is a book which interprets God's great plan of salvation
for men to the satisfaction of the Evangelistical Christian World.”

My e e ey et e e _ . L -
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“lt iy & worthy successor of that already well
¢ author, 'God'J Plan With Men,” Some

T. . Martin's first book is the greatast
Tn the later times, but such a thing
fler cn\—y shall have rend this one.”’
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known £ by ithe s

have suid it Bveange
Look that b
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¢ WNew Birth' is another
: s.ud nts, Lvangelist T.
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