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I 

Fact Free “Science” 

The Living Cell 

 

“To get a cell by chance would require at least one hundred 

functional proteins to appear simultaneously in one place.   

That is one hundred simultaneous events each of an 

independent probability which could hardly be more than 10 20.” 

Michael Denton 1  
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Every living cell powering this elegant  
Canada Goose flying machine, is infinitely more complex  

than any mechanism ever designed by human genius.   
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______________________________________________________

Intelligent minds have never been able to design and create 

the simplest living cell from inert, inorganic matter. 

______________________________________________________ 

 

Charles Darwinõs Origin of Species rocked the 1859 world with its 

claim that a chance aggregation of small, incremental changes, over 

mega chunks of deep time, produced descendants with an entirely 

different body plans that would lead to the eventual extermination of 

all ancestor species.   

 Hardly a year had gone by before Darwin expressed second 

thoughts.  Writing to his American friend and distinguished Harvard 

botanist, Asa Gray, he dropped a verbal bombshell. 

 After proposing a theory built on òchance,ó evolutionõs guru, while 

stubbornly refusing to acknowledge òDesignó in nature, admitted to 

Gray, òI cannot think that the world, as we see it, is the result of chanceó  

òI am conscious that I am in an utterly hopeless muddle.   

òI cannot think that the world, as we see it, is the result of chance, and yet I 

cannot look at each separate thing as the result of Design.ó 2  

 Darwinõs pause for second thoughts was justified!  He had reason 

to sense òan utterly hopeless muddle.ó  

 And no wonder!   

Something was strangely out-of-kilter with the view that a living 

cell was a òsimpleó blob of protoplasm, and able to create itself by 

chance from non-living matter 

More than a century later, molecular biologist Michael Denton set 

the record straight, dismissing chance in the cell formation process!   
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òIt is the sheer universality of perfection, the fact that everywhere we look, to  

whatever depth we look, we find an elegance and ingenuity of an absolutely 

transcending quality, which so mitigates against the idea of chance.ó 3 

Mathematically, the odds against òchanceó approach the 

impossible! 

òTo get a cell by chance would require at least one hundred functional proteins 

to appear simultaneously in one place.  That is one hundred simultaneous events 

each of an independent probability which could hardly be more than 10-20 giving a 

maximum combined probability of 10-2000.ó 4       

Aware of the primitive nature of scientific technology in the mid-

nineteenth century, Denton cuts Darwin some slack. òThere is little 

doubt that if this molecular evidence had been available one century ago it would 

have been seized upon with devastating effect by the opponents of evolution 

theoryéand the idea of organic evolution might never have been accepted.ó 5  

Unaware of the complexity of the simplest cell and the 

information carried within the cellõs DNA, Darwin imagined, 

incorrectly, that acquired physical traits (eg. bulging muscles from 

weight lifting) could be transferred genetically to offspring.  

But before Darwinõs theory could function, it faced a òfar higher 

problem.ó  He recognized that the nagging lack of a naturalistic 

explanation for the origin of first life, stretched beyond anything his 

fertile mind could have conjured-up.   

The “Far Higher Problem” meets “Abominable Mystery” 

 Imagine a walk-in safe, containing formulas for every kind of life 

on Planet Earth, with its single entry guarded by a massive steel door 

accessed only by using a multi-million digit combination code. 

 Imagine further that along comes a charlatan claiming ability to 

interpret lifeõs formulas of origin and genetic reproduction while 

admitting publicly that not only had he never seen inside the safe but 

also he lacked the faintest clue as to just how to decipher the 

complex combination code that could open the safeõs door.  
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 Charles Darwin tried the bold stunt by publishing his imaginings 

in 1859.  He built his scheme on life emerging accidentally from non-

life, labeling this incongruity a òfar higher problem.ó   

Unlike physics and chemistry, evolution is built on unpredictable 

accident. Laws of science demand precision.  Darwinõs fact-free 

òscienceó fallacy defies natural law. 

 Evolutionõs premise, built on life from non-life, is more than mere 

dilemma, it is scientifically catastrophic.  While Darwin focused on 

the animal kingdom, he shunned the equally complex plant kingdom 

origin as an òabominable mystery.ó 

 Insects, microbes, fish, birds, and mammals are endowed with 

mobility, various levels of intelligence, and environmental sensitivity. 

Unlike the animal kingdom, plants, trees and flowers lack mobility, a 

nervous system or even awareness of existence.  

 Did the distinctly different animal and plant kingdoms evolve 

from some accidental first life from inert matter in a òwarm little pond,ó 

or were these unique living formats designed and introduced during 

creation week, intra-dependent components of an ecosystem? 

 Ideas of a long-deceased mortal who confessed lack of 

understanding of just how first life appeared engage some minds.  

Others recognize a Superior Rationality that not only created all 

things, but also provided inquiring minds with a written account of 

lifeõs origin, purpose and future. 

 The choice exits between fantasy and rationality! 

Darwin never claimed microbiologist credentials.  But his instincts 

warned him of the unresolved design dilemma. Baffled by the lack of 

a viable scientific explanation for the sudden appearance of first life 

on Planet Earth, he struggled with the implications of his hypothesis. 

His speculations describing some òwarm little pondó couldnõt cut it. 

The òutterly hopeless muddleó remained unresolved throughout 

Darwinõs lifetime.  Molecular reality would catch up eventually, 

exposing the hollow trunk of his conjectured òtree of lifeó and the 
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fragments of its dead stump residue, but when he died in 1882, the 

murky òmuddleó had failed to resurrect the stick of a tree. 

To Darwinõs credit, before his death, he admitted, òéI am quite 

conscious that my speculations run beyond the bounds of true science.ó 6   

He ranked his grand scheme as òéa mere rag of an hypothesis with as 

many flaw[s] & holes as sound parts.ó  
7
 

 

 

Asa Gray (1810-1888), founder of Harvard’s botany department, 
kept in contact with Charles Darwin. Gray saw design  

in all life forms directed by an external force. 
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The Miller-Urey Challenge 

With even Darwin questioning òchanceó as a serious factor in òthe 

world as we know it,ó why not confront the ultimate challenge to 

human intelligence and create life in a lab from non-living matter?  

If life from unintelligent non-life can result theoretically from an 

accidental whim of nature, then why couldnõt human intelligence be 

recruited to design and create a simple, living cell from inert matter? 

The intervention of human intelligence to fashion a living cell 

from unintelligent, lifeless matter, beckoned audacious minds.  Why 

not duplicate the secret of first lifeõs launching pad allegedly hiding in 

that òwarm little pondó that might ratify Darwinõs idea? 

Without the magnifying power of electronic microscopes, 

nineteenth-century scientists dismissed a living cell as something 

simple.  Then along came Gregor Mendel and his garden of colorful 

blossoms, introducing science to the world of genetics.   

And what a world it proved to be! 

That alleged òsimple,ó living blob opened eyes to unimagined 

complexity.   

What appeared through the microscopeõs lens was a throbbing 

piece of molecular machinery, complete with a nucleus packed with 

genetic information, a variety of proteins, all wrapped in a membrane 

and surrounded by a cell wall.  

òéThe tiniest bacteria cells are incredibly small, weighing less than 10-12 gms, 

each is in effect a veritable microminiaturized factory containing thousands of 

exquisitely designed pieces of intricate molecular machinery, made up altogether of 

one hundred thousand million atoms, far more complicated than any machine 

built in the non-living world...nor is there the slightest empirical hint of an 

evolutionary sequence among all the incredibly diverse cells on earth.ó 8                            

The single-cell Micoplasma,, the òsimplest known self-reproducing life 

form,ó   carries a unique load of 482 genes. 9    

So the stage was set for a scientific challenge pitting natureõs 

òchanceó versus intelligent òdesign.ó  Could something similar to 
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Micoplasma be reproduced in a laboratory under the auspices of 

intelligent human minds?   

So it was, in 1953, that Stanley Miller and Harold Urey stepped to 

the plate, gung ho to give it the good-olõ college try!  Coincidentally, 

this was the year the double helix shape of the string of information 

in the DNA of living cells grabbed international headlines.  

This innovative duo shaped their experiment following a 

theoretical  trail blazed by Russiaõs Alexander I. Oparinõs and British 

chemist J.H.S. Haldaneõs attempt to rescue spontaneous generation 

ideology from historyõs dust bin of trashed ideas.   

Adding intelligence to the formula struck at the heart of an 

equation devised to authenticate the impossible!  

Introduction of human intelligence, put a fly in the ointment, 

sabotaging the credibility of a process intended to confirm the non-

intelligent origin of life---even if it succeeded!   

Amino acids, the building blocks linking cell proteins, have been 

synthesized in laboratory environments. But the creation of a full 

complement of complex proteins from laboratory-built amino acids 

continues as futile as jousting-with-windmills.  

There is more: amino acids canõt form in the presence of oxygen!  

Sidestepping this reality, the Oparin-Haldane hypothesis proposed 

earthõs early atmosphere consisted of a mix of carbon dioxide, carbon 

monoxide, ammonia, methane, hydrogen and water vapor---but 

without oxygen. 

Consequently, a reducing atmosphere dictated methodologies 

used to attempt the creation of a living cell from non-living matter! 

Relying on existence of a reducing atmosphere, Oparin-Haldane 

theory supposed inorganic òéchemicals combined to form organic 

compounds, such as amino acids, which in turn combined to form large, complex 

molecules, such as proteins, which aggregated to form an interconnecting network 

and a cell wall.ó 10   
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Applying this formula for manufacturing life in a laboratory, the 

Miller/Urey team attempted to create a reducing atmosphere by 

circulating a high energy spark through methane, ammonia, and 

hydrogen gases and a circulating hot water vapor.  

The process produced òa small mass of black taró along with òa 

condensed red liquidó containing some amino acids.  The experiment 

òéonly works as long as oxygen is absent and certain critical ratios of hydrogen 

and carbon dioxide are maintained...ó 11    

Subsequent experiments using ultraviolet radiation produced 

ònineteen of the twenty biological amino acids and five nucleic acid bases of DNA 

and RNA.ó 11    

The Miller/Urey duo envisioned a torturous trail of happenstance 

with each step unaccountably surviving the prebiotic soupõs choking 

green slime.   

They counted on energy from lightning, earthquakes, volcanoes, 

and the sunõs rays to trigger chemical reactions with atmospheric 

gases such as methane, ammonia, hydrogen, ethane and water vapors, 

conveniently converting them to amino acids, fatty acids and sugars 

in ancient oceans.   

Relying on the luck of the draw, these compounds could then 

theoretically link up to form larger protein and DNA molecules, 

ultimately becoming òthe first true celló capable of òmetabolism, genetic 

coding, and the ability to reproduceó when wrapped with a membrane. 4  

One public school text, buying into the spontaneous generation 

line, misled students with a string of imaginative speculations. 

òéPrimitive earth may have had an atmosphere largely of hydrogen which 

was later lost to space.  A secondary atmosphere may have included ammonia, 

methane, water, and hydrogen sulfideéUltraviolet light from the sun, electrical 

storms, and decay of radioactive elements may have provided the energy to combine 

these molecules as sugars and amino acids.   

òAmino acids could have combined to form proteinséó 13   

òMay haveó and òcould haveó donõt disguise gross speculation!   
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Could lightning, heat from volcanoes and the sunõs ultraviolet rays 

have actually òéaffected gases in the primitive earthõs atmosphere and changed 

them into more complicated organic compoundséó such as fatty acids, amino 

acids, sugars, and nucleotides?   

Then in turn, by magical hocus pocus, òaccumulated in the ocean and 

then linked up with each other to form very complex moleculeséó such as 

lipids, peptides, carbohydrates, polynucleotides and eventually 

combined to form òamazingly complex proteins?ó 14  

òUrey and Miller assumed that methane was plentiful in the early earthõs 

conditions.  If this is true, the sunõs ultraviolet light would have caused 

hydrocarbons to form and absorb in the clay at the bottom of the ocean.   

òThe deposits from Precambrian periods should then contain significant 

hydrocarbons or remains of carbons, as well as some nitrogen containing 

compounds.  None of these are present in these deposits.ó 15 

Contrary to the assumption, evidence confirming plentiful 

methane in the early earth environment continues elusive. 

The theory didnõt survive the drawing board! 

The catch-22 incompatibility of reducing atmosphere v. oxygen 

doomed the experiment from the get-go!  

Without a reducing atmosphere the Oparin-Haldane hypothesis 

for first life had no chance to begin. And without oxygen, life on 

Planet Earth would have no chance to survive.    

òéOxygen is necessary to protect proteins and DNA from the sunéLiving 

organisms [bacteria] and organic molecules [amino acids, proteins and DNA] 

need the protection from ultraviolet radiation provided by an ozone screen [which 

is derived from oxygen]. 16    

 òéIf even trace amounts of molecular oxygen were present, organic molecules 

could not be formed at all.ó 17
  

òSince living organisms [bacteria] and organic molecules [amino acids, 

proteins, and DNA] need the protection from ultraviolet radiation provided by 

an ozone layer [which is derived from oxygen] yet the presence of oxygen, [in 
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the atmosphere] prevents the development of such living systems and biological 

molecules [amino acids], this would constitute a catch-22 in the model.ó 18 

Todayõs atmosphere is built on oxygen.  Oxides in the rocks 

suggest oxygen was present in ancient atmospheres. òIron oxide 

minerals have been found in Greenland, dating to 3.9 billions years ago.  The 

presence of oxides suggests that oxygen was present at the time.ó 19 

Overeager celebrants initially interpreted the experimentõs result as 

a break-through in creating virtual life from non-life in a test tube.   

 Realists recognized much less.  

Finite minds, capable of creating computers, have never 

successfully designed and built a living cell from non-living, inorganic 

matter, much less shaped a strand of information-packed DNA,   

The Miller-Urey experiment faced òéwithering criticism from chemists 

for ignoring the role of competing and destructive cross-reactions with chemical ions 

that would be expected in any hypothetical ocean or pond.  These reactions would 

have tied up or terminated any growing polymer-chain.ó 20   

The 1953 fizzled, short of its goal.  Miller and Urey did not create 

life. Nor did they demonstrate that life could have originated 

spontaneously from inorganic matter.   

Innovative human genius couldnõt do the trick!   

Living Cell 

Primitive wisdom envisioned cells as little more than infinitesimal 

pieces of cytoplasm, with a nucleus, wrapped in a membrane, òa 

relatively disappointing spectacle appearing only as an ever-changing and 

apparently disordered pattern of blobs and particles.ó 21 

In reality, the simplest cell imaginable boasts a format of òsupreme 

technology and bewildering complexityó built from òabout ten million atoms.ó 21   

Loaded with proteins, a living cellõs unique format and function is 

dictated by long strands of DNAõs double helix codes of information! 

This compact package of microscopic data reflects precise formulas 

as reliably predictable as the Periodic Table of the Elementsõ array of 

inorganic atoms. 
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òTo grasp the reality of life as it has been revealed by molecular biology, we 

must magnify a cell a thousand million times until it is 20 kilometers in diameter 

and resembles a giant airship large enough to cover a great city like London or 

New York.  

òWhat we would then see would be an object of unparalleled complexity and 

adaptive design. On the surface of the cell we would see millions of openings, like 

the portholes of a vast spaceship, opening and closing to allow a continual stream 

of materials to flow in and out. If we were to enter one of these openings we would 

find ourselves in a world of supreme technology and bewildering complexityé 

òThe simplest of the functional components of the cell, the protein molecules, 

were astonishingly, complex pieces of molecular machinery, each one consisting of 

about 3,000 atomséWhat we would be witnessing would be an object resembling 

an immense automated factoryélarger than any city and carrying out almost as 

many unique functions as all the manufacturing activities of man on earthéa 

factory which would have one capacity not equaled in any of our own most 

advanced machines, for it would be capable of replicating its entire structure within 

a matter of a few hours.ó   22
   

The radical change of a life to a new and different plant or animal 

as postulated by evolution, canõt occur unless it happens here.   

Human bodies contain as many as 75 trillion cells with òé200 

million variations, ranging from microscopic red blood cells to long, skinny nerve 

cells that stretch from the base of the spine to the footé 

òEvery cell contains an estimated one billion compoundséand among these 

compounds are five million different kinds of proteinsé 

òThese compounds are highly variable in shape, size, electrical charge, and 

configuration; many can complete a function in a millionth of a second.ó 22 

A living cell consists of nitrogen, hydrogen, carbon and oxygen; it  

stores an encyclopedia of working knowledge; and it reproduces a 

copy of itself.  

òLife is far more than chemicals, and building life immensely more complex 

than pasting carbon, hydrogen, oxygen, and nitrogen together in clever ways.  
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Every coffin in the cemetery is filled with those same chemicals, but no one walks 

out in the morning.ó  23
 

Beyond a pulsating pack of cytoplasm with a nucleus wrapped in a 

membrane, the cell contains a package of machinery performing a 

multitude of actions every split second. Mitochondria, located within 

the cytoplasm, generate and store energy.   

A cell must absorb food, discard wastes, repair, replace, grow, 

possess regulatory mechanisms and reproduce---all functioning 

pursuant to a built-in information code. 24     

Proteins 

 Proteins donõt form naturally from chemicals.  Even the 

simplest living cell cannot evolve spontaneously from non-living 

matter. Never has òone single functional protein moleculeó been discovered 

resulting from random chance processes!   

Ribosomes craft chains of proteins from a smorgasbord of twenty 

amino acids.  At a minimum, a living cell requires a system of 

regulatory mechanisms; a constant supply of energy; an abundance of 

four nitrogenous bases, ribotide phosphates, twenty aminoacyl 

nucleotidates, deoxyribonucleic acid (DNA), DNA polymerase, and 

RNA polymerase.   25  

The twenty amino acid chains that make proteins canõt order 

themselves.  Typically there are 500 amino acid chains in a protein.  

There are more than 30,000 distinct proteins. 22 Itõs a tall order to 

deliver 100,000 different proteins to the human body by random 

chance methodology.  

     Different amino acid varieties provide the raw material from 

which proteins are built. òéA protein may have many of each kind.  A 

typical protein will have a few hundred amino acidséTo make a protein that 

will do something useful, the cell has to get the right amino acids in the right 

order.ó  26  

 Protein molecules constitute òéthe simplest of the functional 

components of the cell...ó Each of these molecular machines consists of  
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òabout three thousand atoms arranged in highly organized 3-D spatial 

conformationé 

òThe life of the cell depends on the integrated activities of thousands, certainly 

tens, and probably hundreds of thousands of different protein moleculeséIt would 

be a factory which would have one capacity not equaled in any of our own most 

advanced machines, for it would be capable of replicating its entire structure within 

a matter of a few hours.ó 27  

The key to proteins folding into three-dimensional shapes is the 

sequence and arrangement of amino acids. After assembling in 

correct sequence, a proteinõs òélong amino acid chain automatically folds 

into a specific stable 3D configurationéParticular protein functions depend on 

highly specific 3D shapeséSignificant functional modification of a protein would 

require several simultaneous amino acid replacements of a relatively improbable 

nature.ó 28  

Failure to fold correctly, risks disaster.   

 òThe proteinõs most widespread role is as a catalyst in biochemical reactions, 

and in this role it is called an enzyme...Each reaction has its own enzymeéó 

which can òspeed up a reaction rate by at least a millioné 

òAn increase in rate by factors of ten billion to a hundred trillion are not 

uncommonéA factor of a hundred million means that what takes a thousandth 

of a second with the enzyme, would take about 3,000 years without it.ó  29  

Unlike the òwhich came firstó chicken or egg quandary, the living 

cell débuted on the scene, hitting the ground running with all its 

proteins and DNA information in place and fully functional.  

Thereõs no room for a multi-million-year time gap for either one 

to catch up to join with the other!    

Enzymes, protein forms within the cytoplasm, stand guard as 

catalysts, expediting the life processes of the cell. Without the 

lightening-like speeds introduced by enzymes, biochemical reactions 

would take so long, they could fail to function.  
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St. Augustine, Florida’s architectural landmark, 
 now the centerpiece of the Flagler College campus, 

did not design itself by accident when constructed in 1888. 

Warren L. Johns 
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Amino Acid’s Left-Handed Mystique 

The artificially structured reducing atmosphere left another amino 

acid hurdle unresolved.  The human concocted life-from-non-life 

experiment carried more bad news that assured failure.   

 Amino acids exist in both left-handed and right-handed formats. 

òAmino acid, when found in nonliving materialécomes in two chemically 

equivalent forms. Half are right-handed and half are left-handedñmirror images 

of each other.ó 30  

 For reasons yet unknown to science, living cells build only from 

left-handed amino acids---never right-handed!   

òéAmino acids produced in Millerõs apparatus were both right-and left-

handed amino acids, but right-handed amino acids are poisonous to living 

organisms.  Right-handed amino acids render proteins nonfunctional.ó 31  

 òAmino acids in life, including plants, animals, bacteria, molds, and even    

viruses, are essentially all left-handed. No known natural process can isolate 

either the left-handed or the right-handed variety.  

òThe mathematical probability that chance processes could produce merely one 

tiny protein molecule with only left-handed amino acids is virtually zero.ó 32  

 Just as mysteriously, at death, the amino acids revert to inorganic 

matterõs left-handed/right-handed status.  

 So even with a laboratory created reducing atmosphere, the 

attempt to manufacture life artificially envisioned no technique for 

producing exclusively left-handed amino acids. 

Molecular Discontinuity 

Based on mathematical probability factors alone, òéany viable 

DNA strand having over 84 nucleotides cannot be the result of haphazard 

mutations. At that stage, the probabilities are 1 in 4.80 x 1050é 

òMathematicians agree that any requisite number beyond 1050 has, 

statistically, a zero probability of occurrenceéAny species known to us, including 

the smallest single-cell bacteria, have enormously larger numbers of nucleotides 

than 100 or 1000éThis means, that there is no mathematical probability 
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whatever for any known species to have been the product of a random occurrence---

random mutationséó 29     

      The odds against the 2,000 enzymes essential to the simplest life 

form appearing spontaneously from inorganic matter, at one time 

and in one place, runs at something in the range of 1040,000 to one.34  

Unlikelihood of such an event is astronomically beyond the 1050 

impossible range.   

Once the electron microscope debuted with its million times 

magnification capability, researchers devoured an unfolding 

panorama of knowledge.   

What once had been discounted as microscopic bits of 

protoplasm jumped out as data treasure troves.  By 1929, barely four 

years after Scopes, H. G. Wells and Julian S. Huxley described 

òsnakelike threadsó writhing òslowly through the celló which they called 

òmitochondriaó while noting they could see nothing òinside the nucleus but 

a clear fluid.ó 35  

This imperfect glimpse of a cellõs inner workings proved but a hint 

of things to come! 

Molecular biology pushed cell design and maintenance front and 

center, turning naturalistic interpretations of lifeõs origin upside 

down.  Scrutinized under the probing eye of the electron microscope, 

the living cell emerged as a vibrant speck of organic life, more 

complex than any machinery yet designed by human intelligence.  

Molecular biology surfaced decades after Origin of Species raised 

eyebrows and temperatures.  Investigation of life forms smaller than 

a print dot at the end of a sentence turned the study of origins on its 

end.   

Molecular biologists have pulled the curtain concealing the 

previously unseen to stare in wonder at a pulsating package of 

coordinated microscopic motors and machines driving lifeõs core.  

The simplest cell, throbs with life far more complex in structure and 

function than any mechanism yet conceived by humans. 
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The overwhelming discontinuity at natureõs molecular level is 

highlighted in Michael Dentonõs Evolution: A Theory in Crises.   

 òWe now know not only of the existence of a break between the living and 

non-living world, but also that it represents the most dramatic and fundamental of 

all the discontinuities of natureé.ó 33        
 

òIt is well established that the pattern of diversity at a molecular level conforms 

to a highly ordered hierarchic system.  Each class at a molecular level is unique, 

isolated and unlinked by intermediates.  Thus molecules, like fossils have failed to 

provide the elusive intermediates so long sought by evolutionary biology.ó 34     

No scientist has yet successfully synthesized life from inert non-

life, nor explained the how, when and where first life originated by 

accident. òéThe chemical reactions required to form proteins and DNA do 

not occur readily.  In fact, these products havenõt appeared in any simulation 

experiment to date.ó  35 

Biochemist Michael Behe, working with an assistant in the NIH 

lab òéanalyzed the supposed miracle of the first living cell coming into being by 

historical accident.  ôWhat would you need?õ they asked each other.  ôYou need a 

membrane, a power supply, and you need some genetic information.  You need a 

replication system.  And we kind of stopped and looked at each other.  We said, 

ôNah.õó 36  

Francis Crick and James Dewey Watson earned their figurative 

spurs in the science hall of fame by uncovering DNAõs delicate, 

double helix design in 1953.  

Throughout the first century post-Darwin, fossil bones anchored 

pre-history investigations, providing grist for Darwinian endorsement 

rhetoric.   

Today, the intricacy of the cell carries the mother lode of lifeõs 

information code, overriding the primacy of fossil bone fragments as 

keys to the quest of lifeõs origin. The investigative focus has shifted 

from obsession with bits and pieces of bone displayed in museums to 

the microscopic òLanguage of Life.ó   
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Identification of DNAõs double helix design clouded further the 

òhopeless muddleó of evolutionõs grand imaginings.  

The òsimpleó cell dogma faded from view, existing now only in 

the lexicon of obsolete science.  It might have shocked academics of 

Darwinõs day to learn that even uncompartmentalized one-celled 

Prokaryote organisms, come wrapped in a membrane encasing a 

package of protein and a dose of DNA information.  

 òRecently, Eugene Koonin and others tried to calculate the bare minimum 

required for a living cell, and came up with a result of 256 genes. But they were 

doubtful whether such a hypothetical bug could survive, because such an organism 

could barely repair DNA damage, could no longer fine-tune the ability of its 

remaining genes, would lack the ability to digest complex compounds, and would 

need a comprehensive supply of organic nutrients in its environment.ó 37        

Complexity 

By the year 2,000, the human genome, with its staggering three 

billion+ base pairs, had been deciphered. 

Human bodies contain as many as 75 trillion cells with òé200 

million variations, ranging from microscopic red blood cells to long, skinny nerve 

cells that stretch from the base of the spine to the footéEvery cell contains an 

estimated one billion compoundséand among these compounds are five million 

different kinds of proteinséThese compounds are highly variable in shape, size, 

electrical charge, and configuration; many can complete a function in a millionth of 

a second.ó 38   

Tissues, organs, and systems, all functioning in synchronized 

concert, are composed of living cells.  òéOrganisms consist of a number 

of subsystems which are all co adapted to react together in a coherent manner; 

molecules are assembled into multimolecular systemsó which combine òinto cells, 

cells into organsó and organs into a òcomplete organism.ó 39  

Heart cells code for the heart, skin cells for the skin, and brain 

cells for the brain.  What prevents a cell from crossing over and 

performing the wrong service for the wrong organ? The cellõs 



 19 

awesome complexity might have brought institutional assumption of 

its accidental origin to its knees but for evolutionõs entrenched bias.   

 

 

 

In one giant leap beyond nineteenth-century scienceõs near-sighted 

focus on fossils, intricacies of the complex cell, previously unseen 

and unknown, took center stage under electron microscope scrutiny.  

Perhaps well-meaning, but under-informed partisans preach that 

evolution òscienceó is incompatible with religious faith in God.   

Chuck Nelson Photo 

The honeybee is famed for its engineering skills in honeycomb design as well as its 
ability to formulate and store honey. 

Evolution cannot explain the origin of these skills!  
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Certainly, pure science marches in tandem with true religion. Not 

only are the two compatible, they are inextricably commingled as 

components of a Big Picture.  After all, the Creator of all things is the 

Author of science!   

But its gross error to apply the science label to a protracted series 

of unproven assumptions! 

Spinmeister rhetoric canõt transform a sowõs ear into a silk purse 

any more than insistence a copper penny is a $20 gold piece 

transforms the identity of copper to gold! 

Evolutionõs assumptions are just that---unproven assumptions.  

Despite attempts to award Godõs seal of approval evolutionõs 

chance, life built on happenstance amounts to nothing more nor less 

than fact-free òscience.ó 

 Resort to the litany of lame clichés like òwhales with feetó fails to 

explain whether these extinct creatures were marine animals trying to 

limp their way in order to live on land, or land mammals, outward-

bound to the sea in hopes of swapping legs for fins.   

 Reliance on miniscule scraps of bone, ignores reality!   

If Darwin is to be taken at his word, every life form would have to 

be a constantly evolving organism moving through a biological transit 

stop en route to something new and different.  

 Instead of brimming over with millions of transitionals essential to 

ratifying the theory, two billion bits and pieces of prior lives offer 

little more than supposed òwhales with feet.ó  

The Western Pacificõs chambered nautilus, one of the more than 

200 million fossil specimens displayed in museums, looks the same as 

its ancestors who inhabited the ocean a supposed 100 million years 

before the present. Australiaõs Wollemi Pine thrives in a hidden 

forest, a dead ringer for ancestor trees presumed extinct for 150 

million years BP.  

Henry Gee discounts the fossil recordõs authority! òTo take a line of 

fossils and claim that they represent a lineage is not scientific hypothesis that can 
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be tested, but an assertion that carries the same validity as a bedtime story---

amusing, perhaps even instructive, but not scientific.ó 40 

Searching for evolution in action in the living world should also be   

equally disconcerting to evolutionists.  

Putting E. coli bacteria through its laboratory paces, 44,000 

generations after the fact, those pesky descendants continue 

reproducing thousands of generations of the same olõ E. coli.   

The same with fruit flies.  Despite multiple genetic mutations, fruit 

flies produce fruit flies ad infinitum.  

Thousands of years of living history offer no persuasive evidence 

demonstrating evolution in action---even when inducement to evolve 

into something new and different is attempted in the laboratory! 

As to evidence of the chance appearance of that the first ever 

living cell from non-living matter, evolution throws up its hands!   

The best Darwin could do to explain this òfar higher problemó was to 

float the hocus-pocus, non-explanation of the miraculous event 

happening accidentally in some ancient, òwarm little pond.ó   Then 

along came the Frenchman Louis Pasteur with his scientific 

demonstrations that shattered the òspontaneous generationó myth.   

 Lacking anywhere else to turn, evolutionõs more dedicated shills 

tout outer space as the ultimate source of first life on planet earth, 

while side-stepping any explanation as to just how that cosmic life 

source managed its own accidental kick-start.  

Laboratory replication of a single cell from scratch, life from non-

life, complete with a full code of genes, continues to elude. No 

human intelligence at work has yet duplicated what spontaneous 

generation allegedly accomplished in the green slime of prebiotic 

soup.   

Then where does that leave a postulate that inanimate carbon 

atoms might have conjured up information from nothingness to 

accomplish what is beyond the competence of human thought? 
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Subject to three-dimensional analysis, evolution theory continues 

as nothing more than assumptive conjecture built on fact-free 

science.  The complexity of the simplest known living cell only 

complicates any attempt to build a realistic theory rooted in chance!  

 Little did Charles Darwin realize that his 1837 notebook sketch of 

his òI thinkó alleged tree of life would be plastered on the pages of 

books yet to reach the public far into the future. 

 But there it is, for all the world to see, an awkward stick, irrelevant 

to lifeõs origin and genealogy.  His cover text admits no knowledge or 

explanation of the source of the treeõs living roots.   While the 

imaginary tree graphic symbolizes animal kingdom evolution, the 

theoretical sticks and branches ignore reference to plant kingdom 

beginnings. 

 The òtree of lifeó label mischaracterizes the essence of a dismal 

picture!  Life is depicted as an accident of nature, an unplanned, 

unpredictable chance, without direction or purpose! 

Genealogy lacks authenticity since all life forms are alleged to be 

constantly changing to something new and different.  Not only are all 

species subject to extinction and replacement, life in the here and 

now confronts only the end-of-the-line nothingness. 

Life from non-life remains as great a mystery as in the days when 

men believed they witnessed life generating spontaneously from the 

warmth of wet rags.   

Darwin didnõt live long enough to even hear the phrase òDNAó 

and the code of life it represented.  The mystery of a cell and the 

origin of first life baffled bright minds.   

Can evolutionism explain the origin of information contained in 

the cells of first life?   

Understanding the source of genetic information packed into each 

cellõs DNA would ultimately push the mystery of lifeõs origin by 

accident off the òRichteró scale of scientific comprehension.  
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As for critical genetic information, òDNA (deoxyribonucleic acid) and 

RNA (ribonucleic acid) molecules, which are composed of complex arrays of 

amino acids and are the templates for all living organisms, have yet to be 

artificially created.ó 41  

So where did that original information vested in first life originate? 

Academic Freedom 

Every human possesses the power to make decisions based upon 

evidence.  Any individual is free to swallow any òfact-free scienceó as 

a matter of choice.  On the other hand, smuggling evolutionõs òfact-

free scienceó into a classroom under the òacademic freedomó mantel 

raises other issues.. 

Schools are empowered with the right to open doors to minds 

thirsty for knowledge.  But with every right, there is a duty.  It would 

be unethical and dishonest if a financial grant awarded to teach 

astronomy were used, instead, to promote òflat earthó fiction.   

Loyalty carries the duty to òdance with who brung ya!ó 

American taxpayers fund West Point to train young cadets to 

defend and protect the U.S. constitution.  A faculty member, 

advocating the overthrow of the United States government in favor 

of a communist state, would not be tolerated---even in the name of 

òacademic freedom.ó 

When the American Civil War erupted in 1861, West Point 

teachers, resigned commissions and faculty positions when they 

chose to swear allegiance to the Confederate states. 

College teachers, accepting salaries funded by the gifts of a church 

committed to the Genesis account of creation, are duty bound to 

ethically represent church teachings in the classroom.      

Mark Twainõs tongue-in-cheek humor resonates.  òThere is something 

fascinating about science.  One gets such wholesale returns of conjecture out of such 

a trifling investment of fact.ó 42 
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