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IN MARY SHELLEY’S BOOK, 
FRANKENSTEIN, DR. FRANKENSTEIN PIECED 
TOGETHER A MONSTER FROM OLD BODY PARTS, 
zapped it with energy, and brought it to life. In the 1931 movie 
based on the book, after the monster was brought to life, Dr. 
Frank enstein excitedly yelled the famous words, “It’s alive!” You 
might be tempted to believe that such a thing is possible, or that 
such a thing has already happened—that life has come from non-
life. The theory of evolution is taught as fact in school textbooks 
that are used across America. This is because many times, they are 
written by people who do not believe in the Bible’s account of Cre-
ation. Abiogenesis or spontaneous (spawn-TAIN-ee-us) generation 
(the belief that life can come from non-life) had to happen in order 
for evolution to get started. So clearly, life can come from non-life, 
since "Darwin’s evolution is a fact," right?

Not even close. If you were to look up the de�nition of a scien-
ti�c “law” in the dictionary, you would �nd that it does not have 
exceptions. That means that it is always true—not just some 
of the time. That means that there has never been any example 
from science that goes against what a scienti�c law says. 

So what do laws of science have to 
do with life? There is a very important, 

basic law in science, known as the 
Law of Biogenesis. It 

says that in nature, 
life only comes from 

other life, and those 
living creatures have to be of the 

same kind. For example, living birds 
must come from birds; and those 

birds have to be of the same kind. Robins come from robins—
not hawks.

This important scienti�c truth totally disproves the theory 
of evolution. Evolution needs life to come from non-life in the 
beginning since evolutionists do not want to believe that God 
created life. The problem is that there is no scienti�c evidence 
which says that such a thing could happen. On the contrary, 
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all of the evidence says that it cannot! And what’s 
more, evolution says that all of the kinds of life on 
Earth came from other kinds of life, starting with a 
single cell, billions of years ago. But again, accord-
ing to the Law of Biogenesis, that cannot happen. 
Evolution cannot happen. Humans could not have 
come from an ape-like creature, or any other kind of 
creature, since such a thing would not be the same 
kind as a human.

Some evolutionists have realized that life had to 
come from other life. They realize that it could not 
have just popped into existence, but they do not 
want to consider God. They believe that if evolu-
tion is true instead of Creation, there should be 
other living creatures somewhere in space that are 
probably even smarter than humans are. The show 
“Star Trek” explores this idea. Instead of believing 
in God and the Bible, they believe that aliens could 
have brought life to Earth. This belief is known as 
“directed panspermia” (pan-SPIRM-ee-uh). The 
problem is that there is no evidence that aliens even 
exist, much less that they brought life to Earth, or 
even could if they wanted to. Also, even if life came 
from an alien planet (and it did not), the life on that 

planet had to come from somewhere, too! Evolu-
tionists believe that the laws of science would apply 
there as well. So evolutionists must still explain 
where life came from. Science is based on evidence, 
and there is no evidence for the existence of aliens. 
So, directed panspermia is unscienti�c.

If we look at the scienti�c evidence and think 
about it, we see that, in nature, life always comes 
from other life. Based on the evidence, we can see 
that there had to be Someone that was not “in 
nature” that started life—Someone super-natural. 
According to the Bible, that Someone is God. 
He created life and commanded it to reproduce 
“according to its kind” (Genesis 1:11,19,20,24; 2:7). 
In fact, He wrote the Law of Biogenesis, along with 
every other law of science (Job 38:33). God is the 
one option that the evidence supports. Not aliens. 
Not spontaneous generation. God—the Giver of 
life (Acts 17:25).
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Science Proves 
Life Comes From Life

If you look at a carton of milk or bottle of 
juice, you will read that it has been “Pasteur-
ized.” That means that it was heated up to a 
high enough temperature to kill the bacteria in it. Then, 
before any air could hit it, the carton or bottle was sealed 
so that bacteria could not grow in the juice or milk until 
the container is opened. This process was invented by 
Louis Pasteur.

juice, you will read that it has been “Pasteur-

before any air could hit it, the carton or bottle was sealed 
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AS WE HAVE 
ALREADY SEEN IN THIS 
ISSUE OF DISCOVERY, THE 
scienti�c Law of Biogenesis says 
that in nature, life comes from pre-
viously existing life of its own kind. 

Every single science experiment 
ever done in Biology proves this to be true. But in the 
past, not everyone understood this law. Some people 
thought life formed from non-living chemicals. 

In fact, as late as the 1700s, the dominant theory 
was abiogenesis, or spontaneous generation. This 
theory stated that, given the right circumstances, 

life could arise on its own. One piece of evidence 
used to “prove” that life could 

pop into existence from 
non-life had to do with 
meat and maggots. Those 
who believed in abiogen-

esis pointed to the fact that 
if a person put meat outside 

on a hot summer day, eventually, maggots would 
“spontaneously” appear on the meat. Thus, maggots 
were said to be an example of how life could arise out 
of non-living chemicals. But was this really the case? 
Some scientists said no. They were right.

One of the most notable scientists who 
objected to the idea of abiogenesis of mag-

gots was Francesco Redi (1626-1697). Redi 
thought that maggots did not spontane-
ously generate, but instead arose from 
eggs that were laid by �ies. In the year 
1688, Redi produced results that proved 
his idea to be true. He put meat in jars, 

some of which were left open, and some of 
which were sealed. As Redi predicted, mag-

gots were only found on the meat that the �ies 
could reach.

However, Redi’s �rst experiment was not 
enough proof for everyone. Some people argued 

that the experiment was �awed, claiming that air 
was a requirement for abiogenesis to occur. Redi 
then changed his experiment and added a third 
group of jars that had netting, like medical gauze, 
on top. Flies tried to get to the meat, but could not. 
Instead, they laid their eggs on the gauze and mag-
gots formed there. Redi proved that maggots did 
not come from non-living chemicals. Instead, the 
maggots came from �ies. And, the maggots grew to 
be �ies. This established the fact that life comes only 
from life of its own kind in nature.  

Many people, however, were still convinced 
that life could pop into existence from non-living 
chemicals, and the theory of abiogenesis survived 
for many more years. In the 1860s, however, a man 
named Louis Pasteur changed that and laid the false 
theory of abiogenesis to rest once and for all. Pasteur 
did a series of experiments in which he placed broth, 
a mixture of water and hay or meat, in glass �asks. 
The �asks had special S-curved necks designed so 
that air could reach the broth, but any tiny organ-
isms would get caught in the crook of the S-shaped 
curve. The �asks made it impossible for any particles 
in the air to reach the broth. Some of the 
�asks were observed for an entire year, and 
no life forms grew in the broth. When Pas-
teur broke the necks o� the �asks, allowing 
particles to reach the broth, then organisms 
grew in the broth. Pasteur had done it. He 
had proven that the organisms growing in 
the broth came from other organisms in the 

air. They did not form from lifeless chemicals. Finally, 
the false theory of abiogenesis was dead!

Since the days of Louis Pasteur, the Law of Biogen-
esis has been recognized as the most fundamental 
law in all sciences that deal with life. However, this 
leaves atheists in an awkward position. If life cannot 
arise from non-life, how did it get here? This has lead 
atheists to believe in many unscienti�c and false 
theories. The most common atheistic response today 
is that spontaneous generation is not possible now, 
but it must have been possible in the distant past. 
Many have tried to prove this by performing experi-
ments to create life, yet every single one has failed.

In the end, if we look at all of the available evi-
dence, there is only one conclusion that �ts: In 
nature, life comes from previous life of its own kind. 
The idea of abiogenesis has always been wrong. And 
this shows us that there is a God, and atheism simply 
cannot be true.

COLTON SCOTT

Image of Francesco Redi

Image of Louis Pasteur
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ActIvIty tIvI

PageS  1. One of two scientists who did an 
experiment in the 1950s to try to 
prove spontaneous generation

 2. Scientist who admitted that the 
“primordial soup” theory “won’t 
work at all”

 3.  The belief that life can come from 
non-life

 4.  Proved in the 1600s that maggots 
do not spontaneously generate

 5. Proved in the 1800s that life does 
not come from lifeless chemicals

 6. Popularized the theory of 
evolution in the latter part of the 
1800s

Dear Digger Doug, 
If fossils were formed a 
few thousand years ago, 
why are they still here? 
—Koda Kimbrough, 
   Flintville, TN.

Dear Koda,

Thanks for writing. I’m glad that you are a Discovery 
reader. The reason fossils can last for a few thou-
sand years is because many of them are made out 
of stone. A fossil is any trace left by something that 
lived in the past. Animals, plants, and humans have 
left many fossils. In order for something to become 
a fossil, it must be buried very quickly. Once it is 
buried, water begins to seep through the dead 
plant or animal. That water often contains miner-
als, such as silica, that start to replace the cells 
and �bers of the animal or plant. After a while, the 
minerals have replaced all the cells, and you have 
a stone, made up of minerals, in the shape of the 
animal skin or bones. These stone fossils can last 
several thousand years. We do know, however, that 
the fossils are not millions of years old. I hope that 
answers your question. 

Across:
6. The false idea that aliens brought life to Earth
8. Also known as spontaneous generation
9. Is always true; there is never an exception

Down:
1. A broth of non-living chemicals that is supposed 

to have been struck by lightning, which allegedly 
formed the first living cell

2. The law of nature that states, “In nature, life comes 
from previously existing life of its own kind”

3. Any preserved trace left by something that lived in 
the past

4. God created life to reproduce after its own 
_________

5. The Giver of life
7. To heat up liquid to a high enough temperature to 

kill the bacteria in it

1.  In order for something to become a fossil, it must be 
buried very _________. 

2.  Even though amino acids are part of what makes up life, 
they are not ________. 

3.  _____ is the only Being Who can create life.  
4.  “Then God said, ‘Let the earth bring forth grass, 

the herb that yields seed, and the fruit tree that 
yields fruit according to its ______, whose seed is in 
_______, on the earth’; and it was so. And the earth 
brought forth grass, the herb that yields seed accord-
ing to its kind, and the tree that yields fruit, whose 
_______ is in itself according to its kind. And God saw 
that it was good” (Genesis 1:11-12).

FIll In the 
Blanks

B. Louis Pasteur
C. Stanley Miller

D. Charles Darwin
E. Nick Lane
F. Francesco Redi

A. Spontaneous Generation

If fossils were formed a 
few thousand years ago, 
why are they still here?
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ANSWERS

CROSSWORD CHALLENGE:  Across: 6. directed panspermia; 8. abiogenesis; 9. law. Down: 1. primordial soup; 2. biogenesis; 3. fossil; 4. kind; 5. God; 
 7. pasteurize. MATCHING: 1. C (Stanley Miller); 2. E (Nick Lane); 3. A (Spontaneous Generation); 4. F (Francesco Redi); 5. B (Louis Pasteur); 

 6. D (Charles Darwin). FILL IN THE BLANKS: 1. quickly; 2. alive; 3. God; 4. kind, itself, seed.
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FOR ABOUT 80 YEARS, 
SCIENTISTS WHO BELIEVE IN EVOLUTION 
HAVE BEEN TELLING US THAT LIFE SPONTA-
neously arose in a “primordial soup” near the surface 
of the ocean. What they mean by “primordial soup” is a 
broth of non-living chemicals that is supposed to have 
been struck by lightning, which formed the �rst living 
cell. In fact, in the 1950s, two scientists named Stanley 
Miller and Harold Urey did an experiment to “prove” this 
could happen. They put a bunch of chemicals in a glass 
container, zapped it with electricity, and waited to see 
what would happen. Did they get life? Certainly not. 
The experiment produced mostly a black tar sludge and 
some amino acids.

 Even though amino acids are a part of what makes up 
life, they are not living. The results would be similar to a 
person who is trying to build a brick house out of chemi-
cals. He puts them all together, zaps them with electricity 
and gets a mixture of clay and tar. Sure, clay is one ingre-
dient that goes into making bricks, and bricks are a part 

of the house, but clay is very far 
from a house. The Miller-Urey 
experiment had failed. In fact, 
since that time, thousands of simi-
lar experiments have been done, 
and they have all failed to produce 
life. They have been successful, 

however, in proving the Law of Biogen-
esis: In nature, life comes from previously 
existing life of its own kind.  

Now, after 80 years, the scienti�c 
community has admitted that the 
chemical soup theory cannot be 
correct. One scientist named Nick Lane, 
from University College London, said that 
the old theory “won’t work at all.” Have 
the scientists who don’t believe in God 
decided to believe in God based on this 
evidence, like they should? No. Instead, 
they have come up with a new idea that 
life originated deep in the ocean, not on 
the surface. But all the experiments done 
on the theory of life coming from deep in 
the ocean have failed as well. The scienti�c 
facts show us that life in nature can come 
only from life, never from non-living 
chemicals. God is the only Being 
Who can mix up the right 
recipe for the “soup of life.”

KYLE BUTT

Only God Has The 

Recipe for Life
KYLE BUTT
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