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DARWINISM IN THE SCHOOLS

ARWIN'S FAMILY 1'H&K 18 hemy severely tossed
about by the winds of theological controversy, and in
Kentucky the other day it eame very near to being

uproobed altogether when a bill to bar the teaching of the theory
of evolation In any of the tax-supperted instifutions of that State
failed of passage in the Legislature by the narrow margin of -only
one vole, 'Tho the fight agaiust the much diseust theory is
apparently lost in the Bhie Grass State, 14 iy not relinguished
elsowhere, and in New York, according to newspaper roport,
the Rev. John Roach Straton, a prominent Baptist pastor, has
announced that as a member of the executive committee of the
Fundamentalist Movement he will seek to bhar the Darwinian
theory from New York's sehool curriculum.

Chicf among tho opponenis of the theory of evolution is
William Jennings Bryvan, who, from the pubiic platform and
the printed forviun, has attacked it as being no more than a
worthloss puess aud hus dilated extensively on the dangers to
roligion and morals he bebisves will follow i it 18 taught in
school and eollege. OUn the other hand, scholars, presehers and
publi¢ men throughoul the eountry have ealled tho atiempt ithus
to oust Darwinism from the sehoals archaie and freakish, dis-
honoring to God. un-American, and iniollecinal suieide; and have
declared, according to the Lowsvilie Cowrier-Jouraal that the
passage of the bhill would mark Kentucky as a community of
reaetioparies and make the State the laughing stoek of the world.
[t 1s said to be had enoungh that Wilbur Glenn Voliva, successor
of the late John Alesander Dowie as overseer of Zion City, Tlli-
nois, and head of the Chrisiiann Apostolie Church, has issued
orders that the Zion City school children must he taught that
the earth is flat. Aceording to Overseer Voliva’s theory, the
skv is a dome of solid material whose edges “rest on the
wall of ice which swrrounds the flat world o keep foolhardy
mariners from tumbling over the edge.”  As for the stars, they
are “points of light, that is all. They are not worlds, they are
not suns. So-ealled seience 1s a lot of silly rot, and so 1s so-called
medical seience and all the rest of their so-called sciences.”

The attempt io run Darwin out of Kentucky schools was

ronght to a head when Mr. Bryan toured the State and then
appeared before ity Legidature with a prepared attack against
the theory of evolution, A bill was introduced making it itlegal
to teach in any tas-supported schools “ Darwinism, atheism,
agnosticism, or the theory of evolution in so far as it pertains to
the origin of man.” Supporters of the bill-eventually defeated
by a vote of 42 to 41- maintained that instruetion in ** Darwin-
igm " eounld lead only 1o the destruction of faith in God, tho
true religiop, savs the Indianapolis News, has nothing to fear
from free investigation of the processes of lde. “*By such 1n-
vestigation it will be discovered that religion itself is a scievtifie
fact and 1hat the Founder of Christiantty has stood and can stand
the most searching light of eriticism. Instead of removing God
from: the universe, evolution shows Fim to be now and always
in the universe.”

My, Bryvan argues, however, that the theory of evolution
“naturally leads to agnosticism, and, if continued, finally to
atheism.” The theory is only a *‘guess,” he maintains in an
article in the New York Times, because ‘it has not one syllable
in the Bible to support it,” because ‘' neither Darwin nor his sup-
porters have been able to find a faet in the universe to support
their hypothesis,” and because it ““is not only without founda~
fion, buf it compels its beitevers to resort to explanations that
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are more apsura toao any uuay wuad in the * Arabian Nights.””

The real question, insists Mr. Bryan, is, * Did God use evolution
as His plan? If it could be shown that man, instcad of being
made in the image of God, 15 a devolopment of beasts, we would
have to accept if, regardiess of ils ¢ffeet, for truth 15 truth and
must prevail. But when there 18 no proof, we have a right to
considor the effeet of the acecptance of an unsupported hyooth-
esi=.””  The Bible has hoen excluded from the schools in mauy
places on the ground that religion should not be taught by those
paid by publie taxation. ohserves Mr. Bryan; and if this doetrine
is sound, be argues, “what right have the enemies of religion to
teach irreligion in the public schools? [If the Bible can not he
taught, why should Christian taxpayers permit the teaching of
guesses that make the Bible a lie? A teacher might just as well
write over the door of his room, ‘Leave Christianity behind you,
all ye who enter here,” as to ask his students to aceept an hy-
pothesis. direetly and irreconeiiably antagonistic to the Bible.”
Moreover:

“Our opponents are not fair. When we find fault with the
teaching of Darwin’s unsupported hypothesis, they talk about
Copernicus and (Galileo and ask whether wo shall exclude science
and return to the Dark Agces. Their evasion 18 a eonfession of
weakness. We do not ask for the exelusion of any scientifie
truth, but we do protest against an atheist teacher being allowed
to blow his guesses in the face of the student. The Christians
who want to teach religion in their schools furnish the money
for denominational Institutions. If atheisis wani 1o teach
atheism, why do they not build their own schools and employ
their own teachers? If a man really believes that he has brute
blood it him, he cun teach that to his ehildren at home or he can
send them to atheistic schools, where his children will not be in
danger of losing their hrute philosophy, but why should he be
allowed to deal with other people’s children as if they were litile
monkevs? '

*Wea stamp upon our coins ‘In God We Trust’; we administer
to witneseez an oath in which God's name appears; our President
tairom Big oath of office upon the Bible. 1s it fanatical to suggest
ihat wublic taxes should not be employed.for the purposc of
undermining the nation’s God? When we defend the Mosaie
aceount of man’s ereation and contend that man has no brute
blood in him, but was made in GGod’s image by separate act and
paced on earth to earry vut a divine deerce, we aro defending
the God of the Jews as well as the God of the Gentiles; the God
of the Catholics as well as the God of the Protestants. We be-
lieve that faith in o Supreme Being is essential to eivilization as
well as to religion and that abandonment of God means ruin o
the ‘world and chaos to society.

“Lst these believers in ‘the tree man’ come down out of the
trees and meet the issue. Let them defend the teaching of
sgnosiicism or atheism if they dare. If they deny that the
natural tendenecy of Darwinism is to lead many to a denial of
God, let them frankly point out the portions of the Bible which
they regard as consistent with Darwinism, or evolution applied
to man. They weaken faith in God, diseourage prayer, raise
doubt as to a future life, reduce Christ to the stature of a man,
and make the Bible a ‘serap of paper.” As religion is the only
hasig of morals, it 18 time for Christians to protect religion from
1ts most insidious enemy.”

Educators and relizious leaders all over the country were up
in arms immediately when the proposed Kentueky anti-evolution
bill was noised ahroad, and numerous telegrams were sent to
President Frank L. MeVey, of the University of Kentucky, in
response to his request for opiiions on the proposed measure.
Sueh an aet, wrote Dr. Lyvman Abbott, editor of The OQutlook
{NoW York}, “would be fatal to the best interests of pupils in
any school in which it could be enforeed. Evolution is eorrectly
defined by John Fiske as Gorl's way of doing things. Practieally
all seientists hold it and most colleges teach it in some form.”
“Mo prohibit the scientific teaching of the faets of evolution

would involve adopting the intellectual attitude of the twelfth
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century,” declared Dr. James R. Angell, president of Yale
University. “ It is a proposition which eould not be seriously
entertained by any really intelligent person.” Prohibiting the
teaching of evolution, said President A. Lawrence Lowell, of
Harvard University, ‘‘is antediluvian folly,” and Dr. Charles
8. MeFarland, General Secretary of the Federal Council of
Churches of Christ in America, declared that “any attempt to
impose legislative restrietions on the teachers of seienee is con-
trary to all the prineciples on which the Ameriean Republic has
been founded.”  Mr, Bryan, for whose “intense religious spirit”’
it has '‘the highest rospect. is one of those persons,” says the
Rocky Mountain News, ““who are trying to turn baeck the elock
in the domajn of religious thought.” ‘‘If children be taught that
veligious faith Is necessarily tied to theories of verbal ingpiration
of the Scriptures and the special creation by Divine fiat of each
of the many species of life on this planet, it will not be Stirprizing
if shipwreck be made of their faith whon they begin to face the
facts of history and seience. . . . Science has not shaken the
fact of Christ. Seholarship has only helped to make it stand
out more clearly. As the years pass and the complexities of
living multiply, with increasing sense of common responsibility
for the welfare of mankind, the convietion deepens in the souls
of maen that if we would be saved we must seek and: find the way
of God, and that in Jesus Christ we have the only certain leader
in that way.” 'The truth is, says the Western Christian Advocate
(Methodist), that Christian thinkers have taken over the thory
of evolution *‘and adopted it as one of the grestest doctrines used
to-day in support of the Christian theory.” Bui the Caiholic
Standard and Times (Philadelphia) thinks that the secientific
doctrine has not been proven and that, therefore, it would bhe
unfair to use 1t in a course of instrnetion. *‘Fit maftter for-teach-
ing in sehools is the certainly established truth and nothing else.
The sehool can not be made the playground for scientifie con-
troversies. These must be confined to the circles that are able
to appreciate the nice distinetion between a mere hypothesis and
a firmly ascertained truth. For that reason Darwinism has no
place in our schools, The specific form of evolution which it
teaches has been entirely discredited.”

OldMagazinelfrticles.com



