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Court proceedings back in 1925 
were  quite  different  from what  they 
are today.  For example, people were 
allowed to chew and smoke tobacco 
in  the  court  room,  and  the  court 
opened  with  prayer.   The  Scopes 
Trial took place in mid-July, and the 
temperatures in the court room were 
over  100  degrees,  therefore  the 
judge  allowed  the  men  to  remove 
their coats and ties.1  

Before the Trial
William  Jennings  Bryan  had 

been  opposed  to  the  theory  of 
Darwinian  Evolution  before  the 
Scopes Trial, and the teaching of the 
theory in the public schools.  He said, 
“I  object  to  the  Darwinian  theory 
because  I  fear  we  shall  lose  the 
consciousness of God's presence in 
our daily life, if  we must accept the  
theory that  through all  the ages no 
spiritual force has touched the life of  
man  and  shaped  the  destiny  of 
nations.”2  

After trying several unsuccessful 
attempts to pass anti-evolution laws 
in 1923, the Butler Act finally passed 
1 https://www.msu.edu/~zimme106/LBS49  

2.html - The Trial of the Century - 
Tennessee vs. John Scopes 

2 http://peabody.vanderbilt.edu/x6844.xml   – 
Revisiting Scopes

in  the  House  of  Representatives  in 
January 1925, by a vote of seventy-one 
to five.

As  the  fight  for  the  anti-evolution 
laws raged, the American Civil Liberties 
Union (ACLU) kept watch on the whole 
war.  And, in 1924, the ACLU issued a 
statement  offering  assistance  to 
teachers,  “Whenever  any  such  issue 
arises  in  any  school  or  college 
described in  this memorandum,  those 
interested  should  write  or  wire  the 
American  Civil  Liberties  Union...And 
aid  will  be  furnished  at  once  either  
through  local  correspondents, 
corresponding attorneys, or direct from 
the New York headquarters.”3  

Later,  on  May  4,  the  ACLU 
published  a  more  specific  ad  in  the 
Chattanooga Times.  In  it  they stated 
they were looking for a teacher willing 
to test the Butler Act in court.  A local 
businessman, George Rappleyea4, saw 
this  as  an  opportunity  to  put  his 
struggling town 'on the map'.  

Immediately after Rappleyea read 
the newspaper ad, he went down to the 
local  town  meeting  place,  Fred 
Robinson's  drugstore,  to  see  if  they 
could  round up a  local  violator  of  the 
anti-evolution law.  He did this for two 
reasons: 1) he was opposed to the anti-
evolution  laws  in  general,  and  2)  he 
wanted  to  bring  some  publicity  to 
Dayton.  After rounding up a few local 
people for aid, what they needed to do 
was pick their guilty defendant.  John T. 
Scopes, a twenty-four-year-old football 
coach and    

(article continued on page 2) 

3 https://www.msu.edu/~zimme106/LBS492.html   – 
The Trial of the Century – Tennessee vs. John 
Scopes

4 http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/George_Rappleyea#D  
ayton.2C_Tennessee – George Rappleyea
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fill-in  biology  teacher,  was 

picked as the sufficient candidate.5  

On May 25,  1925,  the district 
judge  decided  to  call  a  special 
session  of  the  grand  jury  to  indict 
John  Scopes.   In  this  way,  the 
famous Scopes Trial was set to take 
place in Dayton, Tennessee on July 
10, 1925.6

Bearing  in  mind  that  this  trial 
would be nationally known, many of 
the  promoters  of  the  trial  wanted 
H.G. Wells to aid the defense,  but 
he  declined.   William  Jennings 
Bryan  offered  his  services  to  the 
prosecution,  though  he  had  not 
practiced  law  in  over  twenty-five 
years.   Once  Bryan  had 
volunteered,  Clarence  Darrow 
decided to join in the action, though 
he  had  recently  retired  from 
practicing law.  Other volunteers in 
the trial were Arthur Garfield Hayes, 
an ACLU lawyer, Dudley Malone, a 
divorce attorney, Ben McKenzie, the 
Assistant  Attorney  General  of 
Tennessee,  and  A.  Thomas 
Stewart,  the  Attorney  General  of 
Tennessee. 

The Trial
On  July  10,  local  men  and 

media gathered at the Rhea County 
Courthouse  two  hours  before  the 
trial was to begin, in order to get a 
good  view  during  the  trial.   The 
expected tourists never showed up. 

The  indictment  was  read  by 
Judge  Raulston  again,  and  they 
were  dismissed  for  lunch.   After 
lunch, the jury selection was made. 
Darrow  asked  each  possible  juror 
5 http://www.law.umkc.edu/faculty/projects/ftria  

ls/scopes/sco_sco.htm – John Scopes 
6 https://www.msu.edu/~zimme106/LBS492.ht  

ml – The Trial of the Century – Tennessee 
vs. John Scopes

the same three questions: 1) Do you 
know  anything  about  evolution?  2) 
Did  you  ever  have  any  opinion...on 
whether  the  Bible  was  against 
evolution or not? and 3) Would you 
make  up  your  own  mind  on  these 
matters  based  on  the  evidence 
presented in court?  The jurors gave 
the answers that would get them on 
the jury,  because it  was one of the 
the best seats in the courthouse.7 

As the course of the trial went 
on,  Darrow  argued  such  things  as 
the  constitutionality  of  the  anti-
evolution law, and he claimed that if 
you make evolution a crime, men will 
eventually devolve back to the men 
of the sixteenth century.  On the third 
day, the defense objected to having 
prayer  at  the opening of  every  trial 
day,  but  the  judge  decided  to 
continue with the practice.  

Malone,  speaking  in  behalf  of 
the  defense,  stated  that  they  were 
not trying to destroy the authority of 
the Bible, but simply prove that John 
Scopes was  innocent,  and  to  show 
that the Bible should be kept in the 
realm of theology.   The prosecution 
questioned  the  witnesses,  and  the 
witnesses  admitted  that  Scopes 
violated the statute. 

The  defense  and  prosecution 
argued  over  the  admittance  of 
science  into  the  trial.   On  the 
following day, July 17, which was the 
sixth day of the trial, Judge Raulston 
excluded  expert  testimony,  and 
stated, “...under the provisions of the 
act involved in this case, it is made 
unlawful  thereby  to  teach  in  the 
public  schools  of  the  state  of  
Tennessee  the  theory  that  man 
descended  from  a  lower  order  of 
animals.   If  the  court  is  correct  in  
this,  then  the  evidence  of  experts 
would  shed  no  light  on  the  issues.  
Therefore,  the  court  is  content  to 
sustain  the  motion  of  the  attorney 
general  to  exclude  the  expert  
testimony.”8  The  sixth  day  of  trial 
then finished outside, for fear of the 
floor falling out.

Day 7 of the trial is perhaps the 
most famous of them all.  It was the 
day  that  Bryan  agreed  to  be 
examined as an expert on the Bible. 

7 Ibid.
8 http://www.law.umkc.edu/faculty/projects/ftrial  

s/scopes/day6.htm – Day 6 of Trial

Darrow then  proceeded to  ask  him a 
whole  string  of  questions,  in  an 
endeavor  to  undermine  his  literalist 
interpretation  of  the  Word  of  God. 
Bryan  faltered  in  compromise  in  the 
interpretation of the days in Genesis 1. 
He  believed  that  the  days  were  not 
literal  24  hour  days,  but  instead  long 
eras.  In other words, he believed in the 
Day-age theory.   

In the course of the examination, 
Darrow asked some pretty out-landish 
questions.  For example, “Do you know 
anything about how many people there 
were in Egypt 3,500 years ago, or how 
many people there were in China 5,000 
years  ago?”9  These  questions  were 
irrelevant  to  the  issue  at  hand. 
Unfortunately,  Bryan  was  not  able  to 
answer a couple of the good questions 
Darrow  asked,  such  as  “Where  did 
Cain  get  his  wife?”,  questions  which 
needed  to  be  answered.   As  the 
questions  from Darrow ended,  so  did 
the next-to-the-last day of the trial.10  

As  they  come  back  for  the  last 
day of the trial,  Darrow requested the 
jury to find Scopes guilty of the crime 
as  charged.   John  T.  Scopes  then 
received his punishment:  a $100 fine. 
Thus ended the famous Scopes Trial.

Only  5  days  later  William 
Jennings  Bryan  passed  away  at  the 
age of 65.  

On January 17, 1927, the Scopes 
case  was  dismissed  because  of  a 
technicality,  and  was  thus  never 
appealed to a higher court.11 

I  have  give  you  this  account  of 
the  Scopes  Trial  to  show  that  this 
famous event was, in fact, an historical 
occurrence.  I have also written this to 
clear  any  misunderstandings  which 
may have been caused by films such 
as, “Inherit the Wind.”

9 http://www.law.umkc.edu/faculty/projects/ftrials/sc  
opes/day7.htm – Scopes Trial transcript

10     Ibid.
11    https://www.msu.edu/~zimme106/LBS492.html – 
The Trial of the Century – Tennessee vs. John 
Scopes 

Clarence Darrow, the defense 
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Phoebe Kautt, author 
of “Scopes Trial: Real  
History or Hollywood  

Fiction?” 
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Compromise Vs. Compromise

            Illustration: Caleb Kautt. Copyright 2010, Creation Evangelism Tools

Darrow compromised by rejecting God's Word, and thus sealed the 
outcome of his eternal destiny. Bryan, by not fully developing a 
Biblical Worldview, compromised, unable to give a defense of the 
infallibility of Scripture, and thus became a public spectacle. 
_________________________________________________________________
“Do not answer a fool according to his folly, lest you also be 
like him.  Answer a fool according to his folly, lest he be wise 
in his own eyes.”  Proverbs 26:4-5
___________________________________________________

The Institute for Creation Research is celebrating 40 years of ministry!  Join 
them in celebration on Thursday, October 7, 2010.

7:00 p.m.
Hilton Dallas Lincoln Centre

Special Music by: The Heritage Quartet, Waco, Texas

Tickets:$25 per adult; $175 per table (seats 8); $15 per child (12 and under) 

 Register online at www.icr.org/banquet/registration or call 800.337.0375 to 
purchase your tickets or for more information. 

(Sorry, no mail in registrations)
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Resource spotlight

Inherently Wind DVD presentation, by Dr. 
David Menton.

    In this presentation, Dr. David Menton 
compares the real historical account of the 
infamous Scopes “Monkey” Trial with the 
“Inherit the Wind” play / movie (which has 
been used in the public schools for many 
years) which portrays the trial inaccurately.

    Dr. Menton shows how the makers of the 
play / movie had an agenda to discredit and 
poke fun at Christians through their 
inaccurate representation of William 
Jennings Bryan as a bumbling, fat, slob who 
didn't know how to offer a good defense of 
Christianity, the Bible, and Biblical Creation. 
They also depict those  who supported 
Bryan's position as raging, insane, 
fundamentalist ignoramuses.  
   

    Dr. Menton uses footage from the movie, 
along with historical photos and authentic 
trial transcripts to show the viewer the real 
history of the Scopes Trial and its impact on 
American society (specifically the educational 
system), and upon the American church.

    Dr. Menton also shows how Mr. Bryan 
compromised in his defense of the Biblical 
account of creation, and how for many 
people, that discredited him, his position, and 
ultimately the Bible itself.

    If you've seen the “Inherit the Wind” play 
or movie, you need to watch this DVD to hear 
the real story behind the Scopes Trial!  

    Dr. Menton has also written a short booklet 
on this same topic.  It is a condensed version 
of his “Inherently Wind: a Hollywood History 
of the Scopes Monkey Trial” presentation. 
Check out our “Free Offer” for a free copy of 
this booklet!  

To order a copy of this DVD presentation, visit
www.creationevangelismtools.org, and click on the 
“resource” button.

Feedback:
“What a blessing and inspiration your newsletter is to us. 
Continue to serve our majestic Lord in this most vital way. 
Each of you are being used in a mighty way.” 
- D. & R. P., Texas

“I am rejoicing with you in the growing ministry the Lord has 
given you. Every time I get your newsletter or hear about an 
event I get excited about what you are doing.  God bless you, 
your family and your ministry.”
- L.G., Texas

https://www.icr.org/banquet/registration/
http://www.creationevangelismtools.org/
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                                 William  Jennings  Bryan        by Abby Kautt

Even though not all Evangelical Christians would necessarily agree with his policies or 
particular beliefs, there were still many admirable qualities in the “Great Commoner” - William 
Jennings Bryan. 

William Jennings Bryan was born on March 19, 18601 the same year the War between the 
States broke lose.  He grew up in Illinois as the son of a Baptist preacher.  He himself 
considered joining the ministry as a young man2.  

He enjoyed school and books.  His mother taught him for the first ten years of his life, and 
then he attended public school and Whipple Academy.  He continued his studies at Illinois 
College, graduating in 1881.  William obtained his law degree from Union College in 1883, and 
began his private practice in Nebraska just a few years later3. 

Politically speaking, we would have called Mr. Bryan “progressive” in his views.  He served 
as Secretary of State during the Wilson Administration from 1913-1915.  He resigned in protest over Wilson’s push for 
more American involvement in the brewing storm previous to WWI.  Interestingly, he ran unsuccessfully three times for 
the Presidency, in 1896, 1900 and again in 1908.  He was the youngest presidential candidate ever to be nominated by 
the Democratic party, at the spry age of 36.  His favorite topic?  Free silver, and a silver backed dollar4.  

After his failed campaigns, Bryan turned his attention to other pressing issues, such as the raging debate over the 
teaching of the evolutionary theory in public school class rooms across the United States.   In the 1920s, Bryan stepped 
up his “crusade” challenging the theory, giving speeches and writing about the dangerous aspects of this philosophy5.   

He thought the evolutionary theory was:  
“the most paralyzing influence with which civilization has had to deal in the last century" and that  
Nietzsche, in carrying the theory of evolution to its logical conclusion, "promulgated a philosophy that  
condemned democracy,...denounced Christianity,...denied the existence of God, overturned all concepts 
of morality,...and endeavored to substitute the worship of the superhuman for the worship of Jehovah6.”

It is with these things in mind that we now examine the famed Scopes Trial and Bryan's performance at the trial. 
As a former prominent lawyer and articulate orator, Bryan offered his services to the prosecution.  I will not dwell on the 
particulars of the trial (for further reading, consider Phoebe Kautt's article The Scopes  Trial: Real History or Hollywood 
Fiction?) but will look at the line of reasoning  Bryan gave as he was grilled by Clarance Darrow, the lead attorney for 
the defense.   Specifically I wish to consider how Bryan answered Darrow's questions concerning the days of the 
Creation Week and how he faltered in his apologetic of Holy Scripture.  Below is a portion of the official trial transcript.

[Darrow] Q--.... All right. Does the statement, "The morning and the evening were the first day," and "The morning and 
the evening were the second day," mean anything to you? 
[Bryan] A-- I do not think it necessarily means a twenty-four-hour day. 
[Darrow] Q--You do not? 
[Bryan] A--No. 
[Darrow] Q--What do you consider it to be? 
[Bryan] A--I have not attempted to explain it. If you will take the second chapter--let me have 
the book. (Examining Bible.) The fourth verse of the second chapter says: "These are the 
generations of the heavens and of the earth, when they were created in the day that the Lord 
God made the earth and the heavens," the word "day" there in the very next chapter is used to 
describe a period. I do not see that there is any necessity for construing the words, "the evening 
and the morning," as meaning necessarily a twenty-four-hour day, "in the day when the Lord 
made the heaven and the earth." 
[Darrow] Q--Then, when the Bible said, for instance, "and God called the firmament heaven. And the evening and the 
morning were the second day," that does not necessarily mean twenty-four hours? 
[Bryan] A--I do not think it necessarily does. 
[Darrow] Q--Do you think it does or does not?

Article  concluded on next page.
1 http://bioguide.congress.gov/scripts/biodisplay.pl?index=b000995   
2http://www.law.umkc.edu/faculty/projects/ftrials/scopes/bryanw.htm  
3 Ibid. 
4 Ibid. 
5 Ibid. 
6 http://americanphilosophy.net/fundamentalist_modernist.pdf   

Bryan in 1908.

William J. Bryan

http://www.law.umkc.edu/faculty/projects/ftrials/scopes/bryanw.htm
http://bioguide.congress.gov/scripts/biodisplay.pl?index=b000995


Creation Scientist Biography article concluded:
[Bryan] A--I know a great many think so. 
[Darrow] Q--What do you think? 
[Bryan] A--I do not think it does. 
[Darrow] Q--You think those were not literal days? 
[Bryan] A--I do not think they were twenty-four-hour 
days. 
[Darrow] Q--What do you think about it? 
[Bryan] A--That is my opinion--I do not know that my 
opinion is better on that subject than those who think it  
does. 
[Darrow] Q--You do not think that ? 
[Bryan] A--No. But I think it would be just as easy for 
the kind of God we believe in to make the earth in six  
days as in six years or in 6,000,000 years or in 
600,000,000 years. I do not think it important whether 
we believe one or the other. 
[Darrow] Q--Do you think those were literal days? 
[Bryan] A--My impression is they were periods, but I 
would not attempt to argue as against anybody who 
wanted to believe in literal days7.  (See Questions 
Answered for more on this subject.)

Here we see Bryan failing to recognize the 
importance of believing that the days of Creation were 
literal, 24-hour days, and not undetermined periods of 
time.  This good example of a bad idea, points out how 
Christians must be able to defend the Bible from 
external, and internal attacks on its authority.  The 
exhortation of Peter “Always be ready to give a 
defense of the hope that is within you, with meekness 
and fear” (1 Peter 3:15) is certainly appropriate in this 
instance.  

Although Bryan did not fully uphold the in-errancy 
of Scripture, I believe we can learn from this chapter of 
Bryan's life and take heed as to how we answer when 
questioned.  

Just a few short days after the conclusion of the 
Scopes Trial, Bryan passed away in his sleep.  He was 
interred in Arlington National Cemetery, and on his 
headstone are the words: “He kept the faith.8”  
Sadly, we still see Christians compromising regarding 
the authority of Scripture.  
Epilogue

As I stood there under the shadow of his statue in 
front of the Rhea County Court House, I reflected on 
the life of an ordinary man who accomplished 
extraordinary things in his life. 
I was certain that although 
man is not perfect, with God's 
help, he can still do great 
things.  Bryan did great things 
as the young student eager to 
learn, as the lawyer and 
politician striving to get his 
niche in this world, and as the 
valiant defender of the faith. 
He did great things.

7 http://www.law.umkc.edu/faculty/projects/ftrials/scopes/day7.htm   
8 Ibid. 
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Questions Answered

With Joel Kautt

“Were the Days in Genesis 1 Literal Days?”
The meaning of “day” in Genesis 1 has been debated at least 

since the “theory” of evolution was first popularized by Darwin. 
There are many interpretations of the meaning of “day,” varying 
from a literal 24-hour interpretation, to the “Day-Age” theory that 
assigns indeterminate periods (“ages”) of time to each “day.” 
Which interpretation is correct?  To answer this, we must realize 
that there are two ways of approaching scripture.  The first is to let 
scripture speak for itself, using other scriptures to help clarify the 
intent and meaning of a passage.  This is termed “exegesis.” 
“Eisegesis” is when the reader allows extra-biblical influences in his 
interpretation of the text.  Considering this, we need to realize that 
most of the interpretations1 of the days of Genesis are rooted in a 
presupposition of “billions of years,” that comes from an 
“evolutionized” mindset.  These other “interpretations” come from 
the attempts of Bible “scholars” to reconcile the billions of years of 
evolutionary theory with the Biblical account.  When this happens, 
the Bible is “cut and pasted”2 and its authoritative inerrancy is 
questioned.  People with these “interpretations” may not realize that 
evolutionism is an atheistic, anti-Bible philosophy that historically 
has been propagated by “God-haters” to “kill God” and destroy the 
Bible.  In reality then, those interpretations oppose God and His 
Word.3  To answer the original question, using Biblical exegesis, we 
can see that the days of creation in Genesis 1 are literal, 24-hour 
days.  Yes, the word “day” as used in some Bible passages4 can 
mean something other than an ordinary day.  But, in Genesis 1, 
“day” means an ordinary 24-hour day.  This is true because5: 1) It is 
the most straight-forward, plain reading of the text.6  2) Other 
passages indicate that the days must be literal days.7  3) Jesus and 
the Apostles believed in a literal history of Genesis.8  We need to 
realize that fundamentally, this issue is not about the length of the 
days of Genesis 1, but about the 
infallibility and authority of the Bible. 
We as Christians must carefully 
handle all of God’s Word!9

For a more complete answer to this  
question, read “Six Days or Millions  
of Years” by Ken Ham, available 
through our website.

1  i.e. the “Day-Age” Theory, the “Progressive Creation” Theory, the “Gap” theory, the 
“Framework” hypothesis, etc.

2  Read Proverbs 30:6 and Revelation 22:18 – 19 for a sober warning against altering 
God’s holy and inerrant Word.

3  Read Matthew 12:30; Romans 3:4
4  Genesis 8:21, 22 (daylight part of a literal day); Deuteronomy 32:7, 8 (a past era of 

time), Isaiah 13:9 (a future age).
5  There are many other reasons besides these three for why literal “days” of creation is 

the best interpretation.
6  The is called the “historical-grammatical” approach to scriptural studies.
7  i.e. Exodus 20:9 – 11, 31:15 – 18, 32:15, 16; Deuteronomy 10:4 among others.
8  i.e. Matthew 19:1, 4, 5; Matthew 24:35 – 39; Romans 5:12, 14, 17; 1 Cor 15:45, 46; 1 

Peter 3:20, 21; 2 Peter 2:4, 5
9  2 Timothy 2:15

Abby Kautt, writer &  
researcher for CET. 

Joel Kautt, Director of  
CET Ministries. 
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Evolutionists in 
their own words

Compiled by Phoebe Kautt

“I do not consider it an 
insult, but rather a 
compliment to be called 
an agnostic. I do not 
pretend to know where 
many ignorant men are 
sure — that is all that 
agnosticism means.”  

-  Clarence  Darrow,  Scopes 
Trial,  Dayton,  Tennessee,  July 
13, 1925.1 

Mr. Darrow, the defense attorney 
in the famous Scopes Trial, was a 
God-hater, and wanted nothing to 
do with religion.  He viewed God 
on the same level as the fictional 
character  'Mother  Goose'. 
Consider the following quote:

“I  do  not  believe  in  God 
because I  do not believe in 
Mother Goose.”

-  Clarence  Darrow,  Speech  in 
Toronto (1930).

1 http://www.brainyquote.com/quotes/authors/c  
/clarence_darrow.html 

Ministry Update
Recently  our  family  journeyed  to 

Tennessee.  One of our first stops was Dayton, 
Tennessee for the Scope's Festival.  The Scopes 
Festival  takes  place  each  year  in 
commemoration of the famous Scopes Trial of 
1925.  

At  the  Scopes  Festival,  we  viewed  the 
historical  Rhea  County  courthouse  and 
courtroom where the Scopes Trial took place. 
We surveyed  the museum in the basement  of 
the courthouse, and learned more about the trial 
and it's participants.  We talked with some of 
the festival attendees and gave out AIG tracts. 
A  family  we  met  at  the  festival  planned  to 
attend  the  Defending  the  Faith  family 
conference!   We  also  toured  the  campus  of 
Bryan College, by way of car. 

At  the  Defending  the  Faith  family 
conference  in  Sevierville,  Tennessee,  we 
worshiped  and  fellowshipped  with  more  than 
2,500 fellow Christians.  We were privileged to 
interview several of the speakers including:

• Ken  Ham,  President  and  CEO  of 
Answers in Genesis

• Dr.  David  Menton,  AIG  author  and 
speaker

• Dr.  Jason  Lisle,  AIG  author  and 
speaker

• Carl Kerby, AIG author and speaker
• Bill  Jack,  speaker  with  Worldview 

Academy
We  also  went  to  Answers  in  Genesis' 

Creation Museum in northern Kentucky, where 
we  interacted  with  the  exotic  animals  in  the 
petting  zoo,  and  toured  the  professionally 
constructed exhibits in the Museum.  We also 
heard  Carl  Kerby  speak  again.   We  enjoyed 
some  savory  food  from  Noah's  Cafe,  while 
admiring a scenic view of the gardens and lake. 
The gardens were splendid!

It was tremendously encouraging to see so 
many people at the conference and the museum 
and  to  know  that  we  are  NOT  alone  as  we 
strive to stand on the authority of God's Word!

Mission Statement
We see the problem of 
evolutionary thinking as eating 
into the foundation of the 
Biblically correct worldview. 
We desire to strengthen the faith 
of other Christians in the 
reliability of scripture, and equip 
them to have answers for 
skeptics and unbelievers.  As our 
culture declines morally, 
Christians need to uphold the 
authority of the Bible in every 
aspect of the culture.

Our ultimate mission is to reach 
souls for Christ.  We work to lay 
the Foundation (Genesis) for the 
Gospel.



Purpose Statement

Creation Evangelism Tools 
Ministries exists to:

Teach
God’s word starting with Genesis 1:1

Equip
God’s people to answer skeptics

Proclaim
Truth of Creation in times of deception

Free Offer!
To receive a free copy of the 
booklet: “Inherit the Wind: A  
Hollywood History of the Scopes Trial” 
by Dr. David N. Menton, please write 
us today, at:

                CET Ministries
      2119 Redondo Drive
     McKinney, TX 75071

Or: 
CETMinistries@hushmail.com

Joel Kautt (second from right), waits in line to talk 
with Dr. Voddie Baucham (third from left) at the 
Defending the Faith family conference.

Phoebe Kautt, 
compiler of the 
Evolutionists in  

Their Own Words 
feature each issue.

http://www.brainyquote.com/quotes/authors/c/clarence_darrow.html
http://www.brainyquote.com/quotes/authors/c/clarence_darrow.html
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