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As scientists study nature, they observe
that certain things happen with astounding
regularity. One of the things that happens

regularly is that living things always come that flies landing on the meat caused the
from other living things. Scientists have maggots. In order to test his idea, he did a
known this for many years. In 1858, a Ger-  series of experiments, which took place in
man scientist by the name of Rudolph 1668. He put meat in several jars. Some of
Virchow stated it like this: the jars he left open so that flies could land
“Every cell arises from on the meat. Some of the jars he completely

a preexisting cell.” sealed so that no air or flies could get to
In 1860, Louis the meat. Other jars he covered with a net-
Pasteur, a famous ted fabric like our medical gauze. As he ex-
French scientist, pected, maggots formed only on the meat
said: “Every [bi- that the flies could contact. No maggots

ological] living formed in the sealed or covered jars. His
thing arises experiments proved that maggots did not
from a preexist- spontaneously generate.
ing living thing.” Although Redi’s experiments were helpful
Two very fa- with the idea of maggots, many people con-
mous experiments tinued to believe that tiny, microscopic

were done in the past  germs could form from
that helped to disprove the nonlife. Around the year

Franciscb Redi

false idea of spontaneous generation. 1860, a brilliant scien-
These experiments also helped scientists to tist named Louis
identify the Law of Biogenesis (pronounced Pasteur dealt the
by-oh-GEN-uh-sis). The first experiment was deathblow to the
done by an Italian scientist named Fran- theory of spontane-
cisco Redi, who lived from 1626-1698. In his ©us generation. He
day, many people believed that life sponta- did a series of ex-
neously generated from nonliving things. periments in which
One of the most common ideas was that a liquid was boiled

maggots spontaneously generated from meat. 10 a special flask. The
The proof offered for this was that if meat flask had a long

was left sitting out for a time, maggots S-shaped curve designed to  Louls Pasteur
would form. Redi did not believe that mag- let air in, but to trap any organisms in the
gots spontaneously generated. He believed bottom of the curve. After boiling the liquid,

no organism grew because of the specially
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designed flasks. Pasteur proved once and for
all that germs and bacteria are carried
through air, and do not spontaneously gen-
erate. Today, liquids like milk are “pasteur-
ized” (heated to kill microorganisms) using
the same idea that Pasteur used to disprove
spontaneous generation. The next time you
see a carton of milk, look on the side to see
if it is pasteurized. (It is!)

These scientists of the past were proving
what scientists of today call the Law of
Biogenesis. This law says two things: (1)
living things always come from living
things; and (2) living things produce only
more living things like themselves. In na-
ture, we have never seen a single exception
to this basic law of science. For example, to
get a cow, you must first have a living
thing. But, that living thing cannot be a
horse, a donkey, or a whale. It must be a
cow. To get a rose, you must have a living
rose. To get a lion, you must have a living
lion. That is what the Law of Biogenesis
says. And remember—there are no excep-
tions to this scientific law.

Evolution is in disagreement with this
law. Evolutionists tell us that living things
in nature came from nonliving matter. They
also tell us that one kind of animal gave
rise to a different kind of animal. But that
would violate a known law of science!

The Bible makes it clear that life did not

originate in this fashion. Rather, living
things on the Earth were created by a liv-
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Before Pasteur’s ground-breaking experiments, tiny microscopic organisms
were believed to have spontaneously generated.

ing God Who is supernatural, which means
that He is outside of nature. Genesis
1:20-25 states:

Then God said, “Let the waters
abound with an abundance of living
creatures, and let birds fly above the
earth across the face of the firmament of
the heavens.” So God created great sea
creatures and every living thing that
moves, with which the waters abounded,
according to their kind, and every
winged bird according to its kind....
Then God said, “Let the earth bring
forth the living creature according to its
kind: cattle and creeping thing and
beast of the earth, each according to its
kind”; and it was so. And God made
the beast of the earth according to its
kind, cattle according to its kind, and
everything that creeps on the earth ac-
cording to its kind.

The Law of Biogenesis is not make-believe;
it is real. It is a law observed everyday in
nature. One reason that evolution cannot be
true is because it goes against this law.

e
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URIGIN-OF-LIFE
EXPERIMENTS

In order to “prove” that life can come
from nonliving chemicals, scientists have
tried to do experiments that produce life
from nonlife. These experiments are often
called “origin-of-life” experiments. One of the
most famous origin-of-life experiments was
performed by Stanley Miller and Harold
Urey. Miller believed that lightning struck
chemicals on the Earth millions of years
ago. This electric charge supposedly was re-

sponsible for producing life out of the chemi-
cals. So, Miller and Urey built a miniatures”

“world” with certain chemicals in it, but |,
nothing that was living. They also made a
place in the experiment where a spark
would strike the chemicals. After the spark
struck the chemicals, they made a place to
catch whatever formed. After sending water
and chemicals through the apparatus, they
“caught” several interesting things. Mostly,
they caught a sticky dark tar. But they also
found that certain amino acids had formed.
Amino acids form proteins, and proteins can
form life. After repeating the experiment,
they found that some of the amino acids
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" needed for life could form. Certain people

who believed in evolution said that Miller
and Urey had “proved” that life could have
come from nonliving chemicals.

But there were several problems with
the experiment. First, it did not form life. It
produced only tiny building blocks that, un-
der the right conditions, can form life. That
would be like trying to build a new building
out of a bunch of chemicals. After shocking
those chemicals, you produce clay that
sometimes can
be formed into
bricks—and
bricks can be
used to con-
struct a build-
ing. Have you
proved that you
can erect a
building from a
bunch of chemi-
cals? No. All
you have proved
is that those
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chemicals can form clay. It takes a very in-
telligent person to form clay into bricks,
and it takes an even more intelligent person
to form bricks into a building.

Miller and Urey also had another prob-
lem. Oxygen is a chemical that makes up
about 21% of our atmosphere. We need oxy-
gen to live. Animals and humans must
breathe oxygen to survive. But Miller and
Urey did not put any oxygen in the experi-
ment. Why not? Because oxygen is a chemi-
cal that breaks down other chemicals. If
they had put oxygen in the experiment, it
would have immediately destroyed every
amino acid that was formed. Today, we
know that the Earth’s atmosphere contained
oxygen when evolutionists think life formed
(supposedly billions of years ago). Yet, if
there was oxygen in the atmosphere, all the
amino acids needed for life would have been
destroyed. Miller and Urey knew that oxy-
gen would ruin the experiment, so they did
not use it. Their experiment did not prove
that life comes from nonliving chemicals. In

www.DiscoveryMaguzine.com

fact, it proved just the
opposite. Life could
not have evolved in
an environment that
contained oxygen
(like that on the
early Earth).

Here is something
else to think about.
Stanley Miller, Harold
Urey, and other scientists doing
similar experiments are very in-
telligent people. They have spent thousands
of hours trying to form life from nonliving
chemicals. They have not even come close to
accomplishing their goal. Yet, they believe
that in nature, life came from nonliving
chemicals by accident. It has taken them
thousands of hours to try to produce life,
and they have failed. Does it make sense to
believe that it happened by accident in
nature? If these intelligent people who are
trying to produce life cannot do it, why
should we believe that “nature” somehow ac-
cidentally produced life? The truth is, God
created living things during the six days of
Creation. Life did not form slowly over mil-
lions of years. And life did not accidentally

pop up out of nonliving
chemicals.
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Stanley Miller and Harold Urey

A. Attempted to create life from nonliv-
ing chemicals

B. Invented the atomic bomb

C. Were the 39" President and Vice
President of the United States

D. Were great Gospel preachers

What did Miller and Urey not include in their

experiment?
A. Carbon
B. Nitrogen
C. Selenium
D. Oxygen

The law which states that every biological liv-
ing thing arises from a preexisting living thing
is called the

A. Law of Gravity

B. Law of Biogenesis

C. Second Law of Thermodynamics

D. Napoleonic Code

What is the relationship between evolution and
the Law of Biogenesis?

Evolution is in harmony with this law.
Evolutionists teach this law.
Evolutionists invented this law.
Evolution does not agree with this law.

cawr

Genesis 1:20-25 states that God made

A. Birds

B. Sea Creatures
C. All the animals
D. All of the above

This makes up about 21% of the Earth’s atmo-
sphere

A. Carbon
B. Oxygen
C. Nitrogen
D. Ammonia

What would have happened if oxygen had
been put into the Miller and Urey experi-
ments?

A. Life would have formed.

B. The amino acids would have formed
proteins.

C. They would have created a human.

D. All the amino acids would have been
destroyed.

This scientist disproved that maggots sponta-
neously generate from meat

A. Louis Pasteur

B. Stanley Miller

C. Albert Einstein

D. Francisco Redi

HEY PIGGER POVG... WHAT DO é I.I‘.,ﬁ:’hﬁlw
YOU CALL A PINOSAUR THAT e ULRCA OO

ALWAYS BREAKS THINGS?
[ DON'T KNOW, DD

A BREAKY-
OSAURUS!
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FUNNY ONE,
1GUANA PON!
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i 1. Discuss why you think
many intelligent people

. believe in creation. : ®  one? If you decide o send ina
' . . picture, place it in a big enough

| envelope so you don't have to fold
it. And remember to include your

2. Even though many intel-
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creation, does that prove

that it is true? Why is * || hame, address, and age. (Please don't
) that so? [ " write it on your artwork.) Most of all, do a good job,
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Biogenesis? - 230 Landmark Drive
1 4. What relationship does - | Montgomery, AL 36117
. the cover picture have A ! P.S. Digger Doug can't return everything he receives,
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this issue?

Evolutionists believe in the idea of spontane-
ous generation.

2. _ Miller and Urey proved that something can
come from nothing.

3. __ Amino acids are the building blocks of pro-
teins.

4. _ Creation agrees with the Law of Biogenesis.

5. __ A cow can evolve into a horse.

6. Evolutionists can prove there are
exceptions to a scientific law.

7. ____ The Law of Biogenesis is the oppo-
site of spontaneous generation.

8. ____ Creationists believe that humans
were formed by a chemical explo-
sion.

9. ____ Scientists have been trying to cre-

ate life from nonlife for years.

s 10, God created living things during
the six days of Creation.
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Louis Pasteur Proves Life Comes From Life

Many young people today choose to believe in
evolution because they get the feeling that “all
smart scientists believe in evolution.” The truth is,
however, there are thousands of brilliant men and
women who reject the theory of evolution, choosing
rather to believe in creation. In fact, one of the
brightest scientists who ever lived believed that
God created the Universe and everything in it.
His name was Louis Pasteur, the same scientist
who disproved spontaneous generation in the
1860s.

In addition to discovering many of the dis-
ease-causing germs that can cause harm to both
humans and animals, Louis Pasteur also was re-
sponsible for developing vaccines to combat them.
Have you ever heard of rabies (a disease that
causes certain animals to go mad)? Or have you
ever heard of diphtheria (an infection that can
cause us as humans to get very sick and die)?
Louis Pasteur helped invent vaccines for both of
these terrible diseases. Today, most young children

-

is——

Drawing of one of Louis Pasteur’s experiments

in America receive a shot
of diphtheria vaccine to
protect them against the
disease.

Dr. Pasteur was a man
who firmly believed in
God, and who was not
afraid to let others know
of his belief, especially as
he grew older. The more
marvelous his discoveries,
the more humble he be-
came, because he knew
that he was studying the
things God created in nature. When people asked
him about his faith, he told them that the more
he learned from science, the stronger his faith in
God became. An atheist of our generation, who
also was a scientist, called Pasteur “one of the
greatest scientists in history.” Indeed, he was a
great scientist, with a strong faith in God. We
need more boys and girls, and men and women,
who, like Dr. Pasteur, are not ashamed to stand
up and be counted for God!

Even though we should not believe in creation
just because Pasteur (or any other brilliant scien-
tist) believed in creation, we also should never let
those who believe in evolution get away with say-
ing that all the smart people believe in evolution.
That simply is not true. There have been (and
still are!) many God-believing scientists.




