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Introduction 
In this lesson, we’re talking about another 

totally separate mystery that is absolutely 
unpredictable from the previous mystery. In other 
words, it would be perfectly possible—and for all 
we know, in every other solar system in the entire 
universe it is true—that all that exists is what 
chemists call the inorganic universe. That is to say, 
you don’t have life. Maybe there is life, but we do 
not know that there is. So apart from this planet, 
the whole rest of the universe could be devoid of 
life, which is itself a rather strange thought. 

In any event, the emergence of living forms is 
a quite separate mystery. No one would suppose 
that their appearance was simultaneous to the 
origin of the atoms and the molecules of the pre-
biologic world. But it is difficult for us to speak of 
the first mystery apart from the second. We call it 
the inorganic universe, meaning it’s the pre-
organic. We call it the pre-biological universe 
because it’s “pre-bio,” meaning “before life.” Does 
it matter? Well, yes, because the atoms, the 
subatomic particles, the gyrations of the electrons 
and the molecules that they form, crystals and all 
sorts of different kinds of molecules are an 
amazing pantheon of beauty in itself, even if life 
had never appeared. 

However, life, when it did appear, was so 
much more complicated, that it just outshines its 
origin. It is as if a person was building some 
amazing house with 147 different bathrooms, and 
600 bedrooms, and no one ever stopped to think 
how amazing the wood was. People do not pay any 
attention to the nature of the wood. They look at 
the house itself, which is much bigger and more 
impressive. But without that wood, you could not 
build a house. And so life really does lean against 
this other world of matter, but life is additional. It’s 
as if God took one of the atoms, carbon, and then 
just spun an amazing additional universe out of 
that. Unfortunately, most popular books on science 
do not carefully distinguish between the matter 
prior to life and the appearance of life itself. That 
issue has to do with the subject we are examining 
in this lesson, life itself. 

But to continue, the emergence of the 
simplest forms of life is overshadowed again by the 

higher forms of life. In this lesson we are not 
talking about the higher forms of life. In Lesson 5 
we will. In Lessons 6 and 7 we will talk about the 
emergence of man. Again in most popular books 
on science, it is hard to distinguish between the 
higher forms of life, and that original appearance of 
the first few living molecules, the rudimentary 
forms of life out of which higher forms of life are 
composed. These rudimentary forms of life all 
include the famous DNA, double-helix molecule 
that has two billion atoms in each molecule. And 
there are billions of such molecules in a human 
being. So with only that molecule in mind we are 
talking about a world of fantastic and incredible 
diversity and beauty, right there in that primordial 
molecule itself. In this lesson and in Lesson 5, we 
will be looking at these early forms, these simpler, 
yet still very complex, forms of life. 

Now, we are presenting this subject not for 
mastery but for enjoyment. You do not go to a 
museum to memorize everything you see. You go 
there to enjoy what you see. These lessons are not a 
course in microbiology or chemical evolution. 
They are simply an opportunity to enjoy the 
incredible complexity of God’s handiwork.  

That is the main purpose in this lesson. Again 
it is helpful to realize that popular books on science 
tend to rush to the higher forms of life. For 
example, in Phillip E. Johnson’s famous book, 
Darwin On Trial, only a very few brief, exciting 
pages, are devoted to the smaller reality of life 
which is still unendingly complex (1993:92-5). 
Unendingly complex, bafflingly, dumbfoundingly 
complex, the DNA molecule itself is not something 
that just exists, but something that replicates itself.  

This is the nature of life, compared to those 
other molecules that were there already. The 
molecule has two matching chains of atoms, which 
are like a zipper. You can zip it apart, and a new 
string of atoms can be brought together to match 
each side of the zipper. When the two new 
“zippers” are “zipped,” you have two DNA 
molecules. It keeps replicating itself, and that is 
how life grows.  

It is complicated and overshadows the whole 
question of the primates and all those discussions 
about the succession of evolution. But as human 
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beings, we represent a higher level, and so most 
popular books talk about us rather than God and 
what He did. 

It is an unending mystery to me that scientists 
could be so readily un-awed by the very existence 
of matter, which itself is exceedingly complex! 
They just assume that matter exists and then go on 
to explain life. On another level they just assume 
the earlier, complex forms of life and then try to 
explain seriously the additional changes that come 
along—without bothering to explain where that 
incredibly complex primordial life came from in 
the first place. We are talking about massive 
assumptions! We do not even know where matter 
itself came from. And when it did appear, if it 
appeared in time, it was already incredibly 
complex! So, while there are thousands and 
thousands of different kinds of inorganic 
molecules, there are millions of different kinds of 
organic molecules—all molecules built out of 
carbon. They outnumber all other molecules by a 
thousand to one. Thus, we have levels of 
complexity, and shall we say, of beauty. At least 
you can enjoy this, and try to understand what God 
is saying. 

Finally, of the great questions in Genesis 
related to all this business of creation is whether 
the second chapter of Genesis introduces a new and 
different story. Is it additional, supplementary, or 
does it conflict? Think about that as you do your 
inductive Bible study.  

 
Review 

Here we are on the first lesson of two on the 
subject of the origin of life, which goes beyond the 
origin of matter, which is incredibly complex itself. 
In his book entitled Biology Through the Eyes of 
Faith, Richard Wright devotes a chapter “The 
Origins of Life,” in which he points out that 
Darwinian evolution assumes the pre-existence of 
living, reproducing organisms then proceeds to 
show how these forms of life evolved further 
(1989:94-5). But the problem we are talking about 
today is not how life evolved further, but how it got 
started.  

Francis Crick, who received a Nobel Prize for 
his work on the DNA molecule, was so 
dumbfounded at what for him was an obvious 
impossibility, the idea that life generated itself 
from previously existing matter, that he actually 
proposed that life came from outer space. He 
apparently did not want to say that God did it for 
that would be distasteful to him. So, he came up 
with something that merely avoided the problem. 
Suppose the first cells of life, the first DNA 
molecules, just floated in from clouds in outer 

space, you still have the question, “Where did they 
come from?” And if you find where they came 
from, then how did they originate there? So to say 
that life comes from some other planet only 
postpones the problem. 

My point is that if a person as eminent as 
Francis Crick cannot conceive how life came 
together by itself, then who could? Who would 
have the nerve to propose it evolved in its own? 
Well, a few have. Wright notes that: 

 
 Textbook presentations of this sequence 
[of the supposed process of the spontaneous 
generation of life] range in tone from the very 
positive to the highly tentative. An example of 
the former: “With further cooling, water vapor 
condensed to form the oceans, and the gases 
trapped within the oceans underwent a 
chemical evolution, an increase in complexity 
which eventually produced the first life 
molecules and then cells.” Another text uses 
more appropriate wording: “a number of 
scientists have wondered . . . it has been 
postulated . . . it is believed . . . if in fact, cells 
evolved by chemical evolution” (1989:98). 
 
Well, if in fact cells did evolve by chemical 

evolution, it still just skips over the problem with 
an “if.” Then they are confident they can explain 
things from that point on Of course, they have 
already jumped over the even more basic 
problem—the appearance of sophisticated matter—
sophisticated enough that life was even possible. 

Like I said earlier, our purpose here is to 
enjoy all this. We are not going to figure all this 
stuff out and enter into the arguments. We are 
spectators. And we can simply watch what is going 
on without being disturbed, confident that God is in 
charge of things, even though we may not know 
exactly how He’s going about it. 

Take, for instance, how oxygen needed to be 
absent for organic molecules to form, but no one 
could figure out how it ever was absent. It has 
never been “established that the early atmosphere 
lacked oxygen” (Wright 1989:100). 

Of course, you see on every page the human 
element coming in. What people wanted to believe 
and hoped to believe, they tried to show, even if it 
meant polluting the evidence itself. Even the 
“abiotic” experiments that were designed to show 
how life could have emerged spontaneously from 
inorganic chemicals were themselves “produced 
and designed by highly intelligent and very much 
biotic man” (Wright 1989:100-1). In other words, it 
takes a biological form of life even to produce the 
experiment that will produce life! It is a little bit 
contradictory. 
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But if you think that the amino acids, or the 
simplest of the living molecules are complicated, 
then take a look at a cell. The jump in complexity 
from that of the basic molecules of life to the 
incredible complexity of a living cell boggles the 
mind. Speaking of the possibility of this occurring 
through spontaneous generation, Wright says, “The 
transition from these biopolymers [the molecules 
of life] to the first living cell is at present not even 
imaginable”(1989:101). In other words, even 
though you can somehow begin to comprehend the 
level of these simplest forms of life, then to 
imagine the formation of a cell is to make a leap 
that is incredible. 

All kinds of incredibly complex molecules 
are integrated into a living cell, which itself is 
unimaginably more complex than any one of those 
simpler molecules, and even those simpler 
molecules are unimaginably more complex than 
their constituent elements. Now, we have been here 
before. We looked at the complexity of our solar 
system, of our galaxy, and then other stars out there 
that are really whole galaxies. We were getting into 
bigger and bigger worlds. It is exactly the same 
when you get down to these tiny particles. We just 
have to sit back and laugh, because man’s best 
attempts at understanding the natural world have 
only discovered mystery. 

This is the second of the mysteries: the 
mystery of the formation of life itself. The mystery 
of the formation of matter was a big enough 
mystery. The mystery of the formation of life is an 
equally big mystery. It is so unfathomable, so 
complex, and so difficult to figure out, that we just 
have to laugh with a laugh of faith. God, again, is 
the One who alone could possibly explain all this. 
This is neither to explain God in or out of the 
process. This is simply to recognize what it is that 
all the scientists and intelligent people are doing 
more and more. They are being forced to recognize 
the incredible complexity of what we know is 
God’s creation. 

Unfortunately, many people are unable to be 
satisfied with the mystery created by this 

complexity. Phillip Johnson in Darwin on Trial 
notes that many people, who are just unable to 
figure these things out, often rush to conclusions 
that meet their needs but don’t have anything to do 
with reality. Referring to the transitional forms that 
Darwinists postulate, he wrote: “From a Darwinist 
viewpoint, all these hypothetical creatures are a 
logical necessity, but there’s no empirical 
confirmation that they existed” (1993:95).   This is 
absolutely devastating to evolutionary thinking. 

 
3. In what ways does Genesis 2:4-25 give 
a different account of creation than 
Genesis 1? What are the similarities 
between the two creation accounts? 

 
Now concerning the Genesis accounts. We 

are approaching inductively the question of 
whether there are two different accounts, or just 
one that is repeated or cast in a different light. 
After you have pondered this without the use of 
reference books, then to go to the reference books, 
your commentary, your Bible handbook, or 
anything that would give you an insight into this 
question. This is really a serious question, whether 
you have two creation accounts or one. I have my 
own preferred interpretation, but that’s not 
necessarily important to you. We just want to 
realize that, in the Bible itself, it is not absolutely 
clear what we are looking at. 

 
 

References Cited 
 

Johnson, Phillip E. 
1993 Darwin on Trial. 2nd ed. Downers 

Grove, Illinois: InterVarsity Press. 
 

Wright, Richard T. 
1989 Biology Through the Eyes of Faith. San 

Francisco: HarperSanFrancisco. 

 
 


