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ADDRESS BY DR. HOEH, "GEOLOGY OF THE EARTH BEFORE ADAM
- Milwaukee, Wisce 6/25/77
(taken directly from a two-hour cassette tape)

Today we're going to talk on a number of related subjects which
I presume in a certain sense you will have a limited background in
some areas, and I will try to make it fairly simple; in fact, it will
undoubtedly be over-simplified and in need of certain re-evaluation if
one were to put it in print. By its very pature, that subject such as
I mentioned that we will discuss this afternoon is constantly subject
to revision of information that comes along, where we axe dealing with
areas of the natural world which involve a limitation of human kmowledge
to start with. ' : o

T wanted to pose the question today for you, in response in a
sense to Mr. MoNair's suggestion, that we take a look at the world
that existed more than 6,000 years ago, and try to evaluate what ‘we may
kmow of it, and how we came to understand certain things, in aveas in
which we have a need of re-evaluation. There is always a necessity %o
be sure that we keep our minds open and to know why it is we arrived

at certain conclunsions.,

Pirst T would like to begin by evaluating the subject of geology
and evolution briefly in the following mammer: . Evolution arose as a
rhilosophy in the 2nd half of the last century. At the time the Church

- of God, Tth Day was being organized in the United States to carry on

& work following a separation, with a large group of people that were
to become known as Tth Day Adventists, where prior to this time all
shared a term such as the Church of God, or Adventists, or Millenmnialists,.

Now, evolution as a philosophy spread following Darwin's two-
major works, The Origin of Species and The Descent of Men. It spread
to the United States, and we could conclude that the realm of religion
quickly collaspsed in terms of offering alternatives, though as late as
the Seripps trial in Tennessee evolution was not accepted as a subject
matter to be taught with the seme force that it has become taught now,
and in other states had been taught.

The Church of God has no history of expounding the meaning of the
physical world around us apart from anything we may have been saying
in the last few decades. Thus, if you were to look at the history of
the Church of God, Tth Day you would not find a record of any major
exposition of geology, or the new science of archeology, ‘or anthropology.
The Church was very limited and spoke with a comparatively small voice.
And, of course, that Church was the background of Mr. Armstrong's
contact in the 1920's, which has been discussed in his book the Auto=
biography, and how we became to know and to understand as much as we
doy Mr. Axmstrong didn't do this in a cormer. I% really ceme about
as a result of his wife's contact, and then his, with the Church of

: (1_7). |
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113 There was, however, during this period, a Sabbathwkeeper by the
. name of George McReady Price, who stood out alome of all geclogists

to defend what was regarded as a traditional view of oreation among
Biblical scholars. Some of you may know of the works of George
McReady Price, whose efforts are no longer published by the 7th Day
Adventist Book and Bible houses, although they were until perhaps the
turn of the midpoint of -this century. I had the chance some many years
ago to meet Dr. Price, It was his works that Mr. Armstrong felt werxe
a proper basis to begin our study of the subject of geology, and its
relationship, perhaps, to evolution and the Bible, and we therefore .
had the chance to invite Dr. Price to 'hhe college,

139 . George McReady Price was a very fine gentlemen, and warned us

- ‘that there are in fact to be 2 compa.r'bments in our thinking: In one
.we must place the theories and in the other those things which may be
properly or understandably be thought to be facts. Now, one of the
problems that Dr. Price did not fully grasp was the fact that he took
for granted the material writings that were presented by Ellen G.
White, who was in the Adventist Movement and a leading gpirit in that
movement, He took for granted that the general view laid out in hex
writings that the world is essentially 6,000 years old, or scmewhere
between 6 and 7, would be the framework i‘rom which geology must be seen.
So that we understand here that anything we have written on the subject
of geology and its consequent relationship to anthropology or so=—
called early man must be seen through the eyes of a man who, though
a Sabbath-keeper and understanding God as Creator, had no grasp of
Genesis 1:1 or 2 or rela‘bed verses.

115 What we attempted %o do in the early years of the college was
then to take the physicel knowledge that was available from the
natural sciences to put it together with the Biblical account, then
- to take as much of the evalustion of George McReady Price had given
as possible. Therefore, we come to the recognition that the Chunch
of God, whether we think of it as the Church of God, 7th Day, the
Radio Church of God, or the Worldwide Church of God, as corporate
titles or that represent the continuity of the Church of God, that
there has been no scientific creationism or no traditional
explanation that has been conveyed from one gemeration to the other.
In other words, it is a new field that has been opened to us as much
as it has been opened ‘to the world. ,

199 There was a time when one could balieve Genesis 1:1 and 2 and
any/mmber of other vemses, and tread over the earth and not be
' concerned with what lay buried beneath. You read the Bible as a
riece of literature, and the understanding you got you obtained
only as literature. That is, what was not said in the Bible as
background never entered our minds, There was no field of anthroe
pology, there was no field of Biblical archeology. So we see that
we came to a general field of study through the eyes of a Tth Day
. Adventist, a very responsible man, but a man who himself had not
grasped the fundamental difference between a world that existed
prioxr to the 7 Days of Creation and that which has existed since.

(18) -
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220 With this in mind, we should also take note of the fact that
- our general view of anthropology or geology was seen as a rebuttal

to evolution., That is, instead of offering a valid, independent
explanation of each of the fields of study, anthropology, geology,
archeology, and then later on radiometric dating; we tended to view:
everything from an anti-evolutionary bias.  Now don't misunderstand
the word bias ~ it can have more than one meaning. We tended %o
view geology as if it must be used to lay aside the philosoPhy of
‘evolution, and everything else was seen as in some way in the need
of combatting evolution. Thus, we tended to read all of the
gcientific literature in terms of the evolutionary bias of the
writer, and if it seemed the facts were used to support evolutiom,
we assumed the facts were incorrect, because they were used to
support a philosophy that is Biblically umsound and untrue., Thus, . -
we took for granted that many of the statements made and the finds
recovered must in some wey be in error because they were used
tc build wp 2 philosophy of evolution, which in itself is ultimately
indefensible. :

260 What we needed to do was to evaluate how come we thought what
we did. Let me go back for a moment and explain why evolution is
unsound, from one fundamental point of view, which is sufficient
to lay aside the whole thing. If evolution is God's method of :
creation = and we are dealing with the traditional view of evolution
as given in the textbooks = the one thing that evolutionary science
is uwnable actually to answer are the great gaps in nature between
certain kinds, and I'1l use that broad term, of life., That is,
there is not a continuous spectrum of life, one evolving into _
another, without breaks, There are great gaps that exist in nature,
separating forms of life. Those gaps have never been explained,
and 1t takes falth, which again places evolution in the ca.‘beg;oxy
of a religicn, to attempt to defend it., BSo, at this point in time
we can say, I think, the Church has grown to the point that we are
no longer having to combat evolution by feeling that everything that
seems to be on the surface in immediate disagreement with our
thinking about the Bible is necessarily erroneous.

296 - © We are in a place where since 1947 and 1948 we've been cone
. fronted with radiometric dating. Radiometric dating is of various
forms, Some measure things in terms of millions of years. Others,
- as radiocarbon, would not measure the world of minerals, but measure,
in a sense, remains in the biological world, and within the last few
ten thousands of years at the most.

308 FNow, for many years we have been puzzled by the nature of the

evidence of radiocarbon dating, and I will go to that for a moment.
~ Radiocarbon we thought must be in some way fundementally in ervox,

because it seemed to disagree with a primary view of the world that
we had. This primary view of the world we may define as the two
catastrophes. That is, the account of the Biblical flood in the
lifetime of Noah and the account of events that preceded creation
week that led to a world described in Genesis 1:1 and 2. The English
is: without form and void. This is a sta.te of a.fi‘airs that is not
charac'beris’cic of creation itself.
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You see, taking the Bible as a piece of literature we found two
kinds, maybe they were very similar, maybe they were not, but at least
two references to catastrophes. And we therefore drew the conclusion
that there was one primaxry catastrophe since Adeam, and one shortly prior
to. And we assumed that all of geology, and, therefore, related events
in archeology, should in some way fit into two ca:l:a.s-brophes, because
they were recorded in the Bibles

We have had to come to a raal:.zation that because two may be
recorded in the Bible, and left to the Bible alone one might draw the
conclusion that there are two, doesn't prove that there may not have
been more than two. Now, that is a statement. What we of course need
to do is to evaluate whether it is so. Because there was an event
before Adam that is recorded leading to chaos and confusion, does this
imply that there were no events earlier than that that we might in the
area of geology view as catasirophic, or in some nature, at least destructive?

For a time we began to see what we had not seen before and I would
like then to paint a little picture along the way. We came 10 realize
that indeed we were looking at things too narrowly. For every year
we have the effects of erosion on the earth, and we should in fact
find the characteristics of a world before Adam prioxr to a final

“destruction. We should find events between Adam and the flood, events

of the flood, and events since the flood, That was the first step in
our thinking, Those of you who live in this area along Iake Michigan,
where we were the guests, and are, of the Grady's in their home, will
suddenly become aware of what can happen when a lake rises a litile
bit and there is an immense amount of erosion. Now, every year there
is erosion. And therefore we began to see that there may indeed be

a great deal of evidence that has nothing to do with either the flood
or some pre-Adamic destruction.

And the next step in our thinking along this line was this: If
the devil simmed from the begimming, why should we assume that the
world had no evidences of any kind of destruction, or to use another
term, erosion, in between the first creation of life, the presence
of angels, and the ultimate rebellion when the earth was abandoned
as an angelic inheritance as Jude defines 1t? Is it thinkable that
Satan, who was a sinper, and who was a murderer from the begimming,
always carried cut God's govermment until he suddenly rebelled?
And that the only evidence we should have of misguided life on
earth should be right at the close, should. be at the end of the
full period of time% . .

- We came to see that it was very possible we needed to take &
look at the nature of the created, the forms of life, during the
time that angels were on edrth., Now, of necess:.ty, we have to
distinguish between what Mr. Armstrong has been saying that is
based on the Bible, and putting various concepts laid out in the
Bible together as a literary statement. We're examining today
not that, we're examining the world that should parallel such
statements, and in this case we're going outside of the Bible
into some other fields of study to see what information there may
be to answer some of the questions in the problems we face.

(20)
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419 For a long time we tried to d:wide the world, if you will
remember articles in the earliest 60's, at the end of what we called
the Cretaceous, at the close of the Mesozoic period that is the middle
time zone, as the geologists then used terminology. And what we found
is that we could not describe all of the events that have been geo-
logically evaluated and excavated and uncovered, and say that they
would fit our account of Creation Week, the world to the flood, and
the world since,

433 So we were having some major problems of how to fit the story
together., In the first place, we have the vast period; and if some
of these terms are mew to you, put them down as- you think they can
be spelled and if you want to ask someone if you're not familiar,
and I certainly will deal with some unfamiliar subjects. If you
want to put down some terms, ask some who have had at least high
school or college training in terminology, then you can evaluate
it further on your reading. I will $xy to be as explicit in
definition as possible so I don't lose you in the terms, at least,

We thought that after the world of reptiles that the world
of mammals was the world of Adam, This was the picture we drew
because we asked ourselves in the early classes that Mr. Amstrong
taught, he said there was a world before Adam, then a destruction,
and the world since. We thought in simplistic terms of the before .
and after, and probably the greatest difference as it then appeared
to us would be the difference between the world of cold~blooded
rept:l.les end the world of mammals,

453 I w:.ll discuss the question of whether dinosaurs were cold=—
blooded later, Bui this was taken for granted even by men who
thought they knew. But there was no way Mr. Kenneth Hexmaxn, who
was from Colby, Wisconsin, who is the registrar of the college,
teaching geology, tried to approach it from the geological point
of view, and reach into history and from the historic archeological
point of viewy I tried 4o go back, and we could never neet satis-
factorily, that is, we couldn't resolve the problems. We tried
from year to year to offer varied alternatives, worlds of so=
called ice-ages of the Pleistocene, That means that when much
of North America down into Wisconsin and below were covered with
ice, and much of northern Europe into the Cerman plains and the
modern Soviet Union were covered with ice in thn.s, a post—flood
situation. Was this a pre-flood?

474 If our view was correct geclogically speaking, Mr. Hemmann
~ drew the conclusion we would have to put the ice ages after the

flood., because we had far too much of what we called the Tertiary -
that is the age when mammals began since the reptiles dominated
the earth scene « we had far too much that wouldn't f£it into the
time between Adam and Noah. But from a historic archeological
point of view that had to be much earlier, something that must
have happened shortly after Adam, &t the latest. So we had no
resolution of the problem,
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Fow I want to tell you that we didn't publish 211 the problems
"in the Plain Truth, the Correspondence Course or the Good News. We
did drag the students through, trying to evaluate it from year to year
to help us see what the problem was. And remember, the Church of God
had no scientific creationism as a valid presentation. We were coming
at it with no background in the Church of God, using literature by a
Tth Day Adventist who in all sincerity attempted to explain the
material, did as best he could, but was indeed lacking some Biblical
information that was fundamental, It turms out that even his geology
was being seen through the eyes of his religious convictions, much as,
if you please, our evaluation of the scientific data was being seen
through a model that we had created in order to try to fit the
evidence of the natural world into the Biblical account.

505 Now, while we were wrestling with the question of the ice ages
and where to draw the line of creation week in the story, radiocarbon
dating came, and all creationists to my knowledge at the beginn:mg
assumed that there must be something fundamentally wrong, that is, in
times past since Adam the amount of radiocarbon, that is radiocactivity
of carbon 14 must have been so much less than it is now that things
would appear to be ocld because the radioa.cta.vity is so0 small, must
in fact be much more recen"h. S ‘

516 Or how else can we explain a B:.bl:.ca.l ohronology that is certa.in,ly
‘ somewhers in the range of 6,000 to 7,000 years, whether you use the
Hebrew or the Septuagint, and'I'm not arguing that point for the
moment one way or another, I'm persuaded the Hebrew is correct, but
in any case the Bible text limits a world to somewhere between
- 6,000 and 7,000 years as an approximation, and yet radiocarbon
was dating the Mesolithic, that is what we call the middle stone
age or the paleolithic, the old stone age. And you can have your
own ideas of what cave men were like, you know, as tens of thousands
of years old, and in fact so much older that you had material of the
old stone age that wasn't even registering in radiocarbon. That is
the lower paleolithie, the lower old stone age 28 distinet from the
middle old stone age, the upper old stone age.  The lower cannot
even be measured by radiocarbon. So we had some problems we were
wrestling with.

538 Why should the earlier forms of hominids, or children of Adam
- of the lower Pleistocene or the lower old stone age not even have
any evidence of rediocarbon? Radiocarbon, of course, we ebsorb
all the time in our enviromment. I%®s a small amount, but none=
theless can be registered. When a person or a tree dies, it's no
longer taken in, and whatever was the content in the bones or in
the wood of the tree, the flesh, of course, disintegrates and is
not a factor in this measurement. It ceases, And as radiocarbon
decays over the years, it's less and less, and when we compare it
to the modern amount of radicactivity, we would draw the conclusion

of the relative age, because it seems 'bo be less and less as we .
g0 back in time.
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556 That is a generalized picture without going any further, because

' you all should know something of the subject. Now there were strong
evidences that if the Biblical account is true, which it is, end if
our view that all these skeletons that were something like or nearly
like man were indeed human and paralleled Adam, then we were confronted
with an enigma as ‘o how radiocarbon could have been built up from
leaving no evidence ‘and then gradually rising to the present level,
and we were tempted to create g picture in which we said longivity
‘of . the world before the flocd paralleled the lack of radicactivity,
and the decline in our age level paralleled tThe rise in radio=- :
activity., And it makes nice little charts, but the question is

. were they true? They were rea.sonable, but are they defensible?

575 In the late 1960'3 a number of stud.ies were heing conducted
independently by the University of Pennsylvam.a., Lahoya in
southern California and the Universz.ty of Arizona on the bristlew
cone pine trees found in the White Mountains in eastern Califormia,
which lay between Californiz and Nevada, but east of the Sierra
Nevadas that are further west in California. Now here, somewhere
between 8,000 and 12 or 13 or 14 thousand feet were remarkably

- knarled t:cees, some of vhich gave every evidence of being over
4,000 years old. They were the oldest living thing on earth, and
when men bored into them with great care and when logs that had

- fallen in the White Mountain forest, which are not tall -~ they

‘are very shoxt ~ some of these trees are no more than 20 feet
high after being this age. They are unbelievable ~ you have to
see them = they grow out this way and they just don't grow very
highe. They are struck with lightning, they die at the top and
they keep growing from the root bottom. o ‘

599 I had a chance to visi'b the laboratory in the University of
Arizona. We have evaluated the material and we ceme o the
inevitable conclusion that something was fundamentally wrong in
our concept of radiocarbon dating. So this became the funde
amental problem that we have wrestled with over a mumber of
years. I addressed the Big Sandy Campus two Or more years ago,
and said then, Why is it that whereas we claim to have answers
t0 so many things, even answers io what the purpose of man is,
that we are unable to define in looking at skeletons on earth,
what constitutes man biologleally in the first place.

Is Yeanderthal really man? We think of him as homo sapiens.
- Or is he homo sapiens? What about so-called Peking man or Javae
man, properly called homo erectus?. Are these really the family
of Adam? Or were they contemporary with the family of Adam? -
And what about the tools that are present, not only in the
gites where skeletons of these creatures are found, but tools
" - vhich are present even earlier in the seguence, What is now
found in Africa is homo habilis, or Australopithecines., We had
- no answer, We bad only problems a% the time,
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I said, Way is it .that a chemist who is a Christian can go into
his laboratory and know when he works with the laws of chemistry that
he can do it here or in Japan, in India orx London and come out with the
same result? Then why is it that a Christian physicist who measures
radicactivity is always coming out with the wring resulit Is the

- problem in physies or is the problem in philosophy? And why is it for

instance, that middle stone age man, to use these terms, as distinct
from new stone age, is somewhere between 10 and 12 thousand years old
when radiocarbon measures it, and why is the old stone age some 10 %o
12 thousand years old, and so old it cannot even be measured by
radiocarbon, and so old that from other means of measurement that we
practically have to draw the conclusion we are dealing with htmd.red.s

"of thousands of years of t:i.me. Where is the problem, ‘we said?

When we examined 'hhe Bristlecone Pine it becomes reasonably
cleay you can examine the large pieces of log that are under micro-
scopes 80 you can have a very solid idea of the nature of those rings.
Two independent studies were made and they all came to the conclusion
there has not been some great increase in radiocactivity, that, in
fact, radicactivity has been reasonably stable, that somewhexe
beginning with the 4th, 5th ox Tth centuries B.C., = during that
period there has been & slight rise in radiocactivity, and by 2 to
3 thousand B,C. it had risen appreciably so that instead of radio-
activity being practically nil and rising to the present, it was
the other way, that it rose somewhat in the past. Thus, evidence,
let's say, of a tree that has 4,000 rings is really registemng as .
if it were only maybe 3,500 yeoars old, md:.ocarbon.

It bad actually more rings than radiocarbon. And something ~

if you were to add wp in two or three tree trumks that can be

clearly assembled 4o show the years that have gone by, we end up
with roughly 6,000 tree rings, let us say, but the radioactivity
reade only 5,3%00, plus or minue some factor, Now this was
interesting, because it is the opposite of every conclusion that
every creationist had taken for granted. And that is that radio-
activity was even slightly higher in terms of radiocarbon in the
past than it is in the present. That ind.eed., trees that we thought
were old that should have been younger are in fact even older than
they seemed, by 1,800 years. Upwards of 600 to 800 fimally. It's
within that range. Now, this, indeed, when we examined the
laboratory which I think now was nearly 9 years ago, I wasn't

sure how long it was = no let me correct that, it must have been
about 1970, We have had to draw the conclusion that there was

no fundemental error in the Bristlecone Pine measurements.

‘Now you can say down in the lowlands, you can say that a {tree
might have more than one ring, it would be a false ring, in a year.
But up in this very(high altitude the greater likelihood is a
year doesn't even have enough meoisture to present growth. Te
check out evidence, a number of trees were examined at the 8 -

10 thousand foot level, and a separate study made altogether
independent was made at the range of 12 = 15 thousand. feet.
These are rough figures, The statistics and facts may be found
in some publications. They found that the difference over 4,000
Years was less than 5 in the number of rings, between the upper
reaches and the lower. And in every instance it was the upper
reaches from 10 to 12 or 13 thousand feet, that high al'l:i'bude,
where the rings were shorter or smaller number, . That is where
they were missing. - &nd in examination they found that the

(24)
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missing rings oom:esponded to the (unintellig:.ble) in the tramsition
from Adam to Noah., Our understanding of what happened. in the time
gince would be altered appreciably less.

Now, what I want to do is point up some of the, things that
were discovered in Africa, which may help us. One of the definitions
20 years ago of man that we took for granted in the Church was that
man is a tool-making creature., And any time there was a tool we
assumed there was a son of Adam. This was taken for granted. Now
we discover that however we want to define tools, certainly we have
to have something more than merely utilizing an object — there must
be involved the shaping in some way of an object. Used, not like a
bird, who drops a stone on an egg to crack it, or the egg on a stone,
however you want to do it, but-clearly the uwtilization of an object
that goes beyond the natural shape, or its natural use, like =
monkey may pick up a broom and just use it. There has to be a
1little someth:l.ng more than that to qualify for the conoept of a

400l

We have come to. the conclusion that indeed ouf concept of man

a8 a toolwmaking creature has even been laid aside by science as

invalid, and it is one of the revolutionary concepte that has
ocurred within the last 15 years of thinking. 4nd it goes hande
in=hand with what we ourselves had to come face to face with,
And that is that the world before Adam was not like our comcept
at all, Then, recently a revolutionary study was made of the
bones of creatures such as the dinosaurs and the conclusion has
come that it is impossible to regard all of these creatures as
cold=blooded, for the simple reason that the amount of heat that
it would be needed to generate life could be useful only with a
creature whose body weight would be much smaller. That in fact
the dinosaurs in many cetegories were warm~blooded., Or, the
structure of the bone would seem to indicate suchs Many of the
wnusual protuberances on the back are in fact to radiate heat
awvay and not merely to 1ook absurd.

.+ . Now, this means that there was no fine line between a woxld
of cold=blooded reptiles and warm=~blooded mammals, That the
basic old idea we had was indefensible. That, furtheéer, man
vas not necessarily the only tool-making creature, for chimpanzees

- are known to make tools in nature itself in Africa, if you take

studies that are being made today., Next, that radiocarbon throws
into complete doubt the idea that we can gather all of the last {
or the Tertiary and that which precedes the Pleistocene or the

ice age, and is supposed to be the earlier age of mammals, or .

that we can put all of this within the realm of man., We have

had to, in fact, come to the place where we la.id on the shelf

every one of our prima.ry concepts, 1 think we're going to have

to realize that this is essential whether we cdnsider gecology,

or the definitions in anthropology, of man.

'(25)'
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Our conclusion now esgentially must be that each one of these
sciences, that is areas of knmowledge, should be able to stand on
their own and be defensible on their own. We should be able when
we are finighed to have agreement between the Bible, between what
we are coming to understand of the world of angels, between
anthropology, archeology, history and geology and radiometric
dating, or physics., Whereas up to this time we have had only
disagreement and no resolution of the conflicts.

Having then decided some 2 years ago to lay aside preconceptions,
and to start anew, and to examine each ares in itself, I came %0 a
place. where I wrote a number of letters to individuals interested
in the subject. I drew the conclusion that we should be locking
for the evidence of the flood, examining the validity of radio-
carbon dating at that time, and we should limit ourselves to a
period of time that seems to make sense, I had to draw the conclusion,
and without any question, we were within the last several thousands

~ of years going to discover the evidence that man, and of the flood,

and of history, and we could have in fact a.greement in these various
subject areas. _ ‘

. And when I finished a number of letters which were mailed
last year we went to southwest Africae, and I did not go further in

- the study. After returning from southwest Africa we did draw the

conclusion as a result of correspondence that there is now no way

to lay aside the evidence of radiocarbon dating. That it is
fundementally sound. Whether you examine the nature of the way

the trees are cut and assembled, because you have the fallen logs _
which have to be matched, the longest living tree iz probably 4,300
years old, and there are others which overlap for hundreds or even

a thousand or two years, and they go back further, and we have been
able to say that indeed the evidence hasg been built up very carew
fully covering over 6,000 years of elapsed time., And will be less

. than that in radiccarbon years because radioactivity was in fact

higher in the past on the basis of the bristlecone pine trees.

Now, I don't want to get into the subject of archeology,
although that I think is going to be critical to our study. I
want to put that a little later. What I want %o do is to go back .
to some of the things that Mr. Chris Patton and 1. were discussing,
He was in the Jerusalem office for quite a length of time, and it
is Chris Patton and Miss Grady where the comnection is as to why
I'm here, Because the Grady's daughter worked very closely with

© the Pa:t't'.ons in the Pasadefna area in southern California.

We were d.iscu.ss:l.ng the- nature of tools and skeletons, and
the nature of the time parameters that we are dealing with in
apthropology. We used to read such stateménts as "Man was an
old stone age or lower Paleolithic creature"™, or “"There were

‘various forms of hominids that lived for so many hundreds of

thousands of years. And then there were middle old stone age
or'Neanderthal period, the Neusterian culture “that was a few |
ten thousands of years. In the upper Paleolithic, the upper old -
stone age that might have been regarded as ten to twenty thousand
years in duration. And the middle stone age or Mesolithic that
might have been regarded in the Middle East as maybe 4,000 or so.
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. And we used %o laugh at all of this figuratively speaking

and say "Now how could this be if men is around 6,000 years, and
yet this is supposed to take us back 600,000 We literally dis- -
counted all of this evidence because it d:.dn'*t; fit the view of time,
We were assuming all along that all creatures in some way either
were the victims or the Sons of Adam. Let's take homo erectus,
you know, like Java man or Peking man. We thought that either

. those must be the sons of Adam, that skeletal type, or the victims
of the sons of Adam. The problem was that if they were the victims,
where were the sons of Adam during this time? That is, why do
they not leave remains? Also, we were confronted clearly with the
implication that we were viewing things artificially without
sufficient satisfaction of a sound conclusion. We've had to come
to the conclusion that when Mr, Armstrong on the one hand says

- that God made angels for a very great purpose which I will not

. define here, and that He also had a backup system in mind. That
He did not decide that if He is going to have a backup system,
that He would suddenly start it off with Adam and have no
preparation. And we also came to realize that there was no
way to differentiate between the tools of early, middle and
late lower Paleolithic ='I should say lower, middle and late
Paleclithic, there was no way to distinguish the tools from
the creatures through skeletons which were always in association.
Thus, we came to the conclusion that Australopithecines were ‘
tool-making creatures of an Olduvai culture from the Olduvai
Gorge in Bast Africa, that there was no doubt that the lower
Paleolithic culture was to be associated with homo erectus,
that the middle Paleolithic we had always taken for granted was
to be associated with Neanderthal, and we began to realize that
the tools were to be associated with the skeletons, always in
association with the sites.

Now, we had stopped with Neanderthal; we might have gone
back one gtep further, but we didn'*t know what to do in an
earliexr period, and all of this prior ‘Yo Neanderthal was
unmeasurable even by radiocarbon. So, we had %o draw the conclusion
that we needed a whole new look to see wha.t kind of a world it
was tha.t angels ruled over. '

875 Now, keep in mind what we did was to say to ourselves =~

for the moment we're talking philosophically here - Mr. Armstrong
" hag pointed up that God used angels to complete His creation.

. You remember statements such as this of more recent date. Now,
'Mr. Armstrong has been very careful, and he tends to be very
careful, in how far he commits himself. He said that the angels,
you see, were given a responsibility to complete the creation, and
Mr. Armstrong used the term as to what angels were to complete;
he called them "created objects", He didn't use the term life
because he was yet not prepared to. Buit I am persuaded that
he didn't mean rocks. The only thought that we could possibly
deduce from Mr. Armstrong's statement ph:.loaophica.lly is that
ultimately he's going to have to use the term "physical life“
in place of created objects.
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Now, let me then make a statement here., God iz not an
experimentor who, after botching up one experiment, tries one after
the other failure until He sucoceeds. But, God, on the other hand,
is not a master magician whe says POOF, and the whole wniverse and
all life is suddenly here without forethoughi. What we're going to

discover is that if the angels were created as spirits, with the need

of developing character so that God had not yet finished the creation
of angels when He made them, then that should be noted in Mr.
Armstrong's statements, and we all recognize it, because we have
said it, that there had to be this period of test, and God found

He couldn't put His trust in angels. Well, what were the angels
doing? Were they merely watching over rocks? The waters running

in the streams? 'Were they watching the waving branches, the itrees
along Lake Mich:.ga.n'? I mean, was this ca.:.-ry:.ng out the governmen‘c
of God? ‘

The govexrmment of God is not merely one angel trying t0o lord
it over the other. The governmment hes a purpose, and the structure
is incidental to the purpose., And, if one angel ie over the other,
it's not because he's merely to rule the other, but that he has a
greater responeibility than another angel might have., But the
function of the angels was in fact made clear that they would have
been responsible for the supervision of the created universe., And,
having this responsibility, they needed tra.ining. '

And now we discover the gevlogy suddenly begins to make sense.
We have attacked ovexr many years in times past the idea of the
geological sequence, but I challenge anybody to go to the Grand
Canyor and avold the impact of such a sequence. And you cannot
avoid this also in the second largest grand canyon in the world,
which is in southwest Africa. There is a sequence in geology and
what we discover is that there are simple life forms, simple if you
want to take an artist's view. Very complex if you have to do it
yourself, and make it. That's the distinection. Now, when an
evolutionist speaks of simple life, he's taking an artist's view.
That is, there are fewer involved characteristics, they are just

- simple forms with few cells, not many in elaborate, complex

relationships, as in the human being. But, they are by no means
simple if we were forced to have to design and create them.

So the word simple is unfortunate because it conveys the wrong
idea, but if I use the term, what ws are saying here is that we're
not alone telling the story that God indeed starxts with what He
wants to see if the rudimentary or the earliest kind of form -
does it work? Does it perform? No, that He also had in mind the
a.ngelic participation in the creation., And in so doing, He created
various life forms over 1engthy pericds of time, The lengthy periods
are to be measured through forms of radiometric dating, that are not
like radiocarbon, which is only a few ten thousand years that can be

" measured, but something that may be in very 1ong range terms like

millions of years.
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945 We learned in 1974 that it does teke some time for some people

- to poison other peoples' minds, And it takes time, as Mr. Armstrong

~ said, for the devil to persuade angels, who were greater in knowledge
by far than human beings. And the devil undoubtedly went back and
forth and he kept arguing with God over the necessity of a creation
ratterned after a different philosophy than God's. And God would
never listen and the devil came back always telling the angels that
God never listens.  You kmow, Mr. Armstrong never listens, you heard
that, Well, God never listened to the devil, either. 4nd that's how
we came to realize that some things +that have been happening as of
that time indeed could &ive us an und.ersta.nd;.ng of whati may have
happened before,

957 - Now, was the world tha'h we uncwez:ed. in geology the world of

- God's creation, governed by angels who were ocarrying out the govermment
of God? I will answer the guestion by simply stating no. We are told
in the book of Romans that the whole creation groans and treveils in
pain, waiting for the manifestation of the Sons of God, We are told
that when the sons of God were manifest, that certain things are going
to be restored. That the world that we see in the future through
the eyes of the prophet Isaiah, the world in which & child can play
at the hole of a poisonous snake without being poisoned because it's

- no longer poisonous, that the lamb and the leopard and the bear and
the ox and the lion and little ch:.ld can all be together and they are
not devouring one another,

971 Now you all kmow what the Millemnium is pictured like, don't you?
Because the whole of nature will be subject to the govermment of God.
Now this may sound very strange to our ears until we think it through.
The whole of nature is going to be subject to the govermment of God.,

"975 END OF SIDE 1
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000 and instead of one creature devouring another for survival, we're going
to have an entirely different system of nutrition and a different system
of birth-rate. Because the two are interrelated. The reason some
animals multiply so fast is that if they didn't they would be exter—
minated, and if they didn't, the exterminators would starve. Our
nature today is all based on one thing devouring ancther. You get
the picture clearly. Now, if God is going to have to change nature
in the World Tomorrow to reflect what His govermment should be like,
the inevitable conclusion is that the world today of nature is not a °
reflection of the kind of government that God intended to be exercized
by the angels throughout nature. It is in fact a reflection of the :
devil's idea of competition, of devoum.ng, and. keeping in balance by
each th:.ng competing with something else,

The devil 1ong ago conceived of the :.d.ea of campetrbion ag being
the lifeblood both of our economy and business and soca,ety and govern=—
ment. (unintelligible) we said that as far as he is concerned, the
fundamental characteristic of the devil's philosophy,., Bach individual
may have vanity, and the angels may have their problems that way, that
they've had to wrestle with and decide as to whether they're going to
let vanity take root in them or not. And that they were not motivated
by something such as human beings are where we are not in control to
start with, but born without information, borm withoul knowledge.

The angele had the knowledge and could see the pioture clearly =
it was a question of what They were going to do and who they were
going to listen to. '

057 As God started out He said, "I wvant a nature thatt's going to
reflect the spirit of love." "It's going %o be a beawtiful world,
and we're not going to have competition.” Therefore the pattern of
nutrition and the pattemn of birth will not need to have competition
to keep everything in the form in which it is., Can you imagine a
world tomorrow in which mice reproduce at the present rate, but no
cat can catch a mouse? I just ask the question, what would happen
in Africa if we took away competition, but left the birth rate the
same? You see, the whole of nature is going to be changed, both in
terms of what an animal eats and in terms of the reproduction
system, because they're all. tied toge'bher.

oT7 ‘ All right, wha:b we 're saying then, in no uncerta.in terma -
some things I will say don't pertain to a church teaching or doctrine,
because it lies outside of the scope of the theological, outside
of the scope of the Bible, and we can't ask our men who are Ministers
also to be geologists and anthropologists and archeologists and
Physicists. In this case we're clearly dealing with a Biblical
statement. The world that we see arocund us, Mr, Armstrong has said,
reflects the devil's philosophy, it does not reflect what the government
of God would be like, It reflects the devil's government of competition
and strife and devouring. Bult you can look at the whole of geology -
and you will not f:.nd & single period, geclogically speaking, that
corresponds o & nature such as will be in the Millemmium., It is
all a nature such as we have it teday. Creatures were devouring
in the Tertiary, they were devouring in the Cretaceous, they were
devouring in the Mesozoic, they were devouring in the archeozoiz, the
paleozoic, for all we know, at lea.st in the earliest forms we can
probably assume the same th:mg ' : :
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There is always this competition because it goes hand=in=hand
with the statement Jesus made that the devil was a murderer from the
beginning ~ that's the spirit, competition such as he viewed it,
reflected itself in the spirit of murder, and Jesus assigned it -
He didn't say the devil was an adulterer from the begimming,
because that is not possible in the realm of angels., He said the
devil, you see, was a murderer from the begmm.ng. And, indeed,
murder, the spirit of it, is a consequence of a philosphy of
competit::.on, and he said I want to take the patterms that God has
given, but instead of exercizing God's govemment, I am going %o
design it in such a way that nature is in balance by competition,
by devouring, by strife.. This way, the strongest lion, you know,

~ “lasts the longest. The quickest mouse gets away most often.

(unintelligible) ‘Now I think when we see that we have a whole

‘new view, That when we talk about the devil's gove:cmnent,

can in fact extend the Biblical account, and we can look in nature
and we have to conciude that the whole of the geologic history that we
can uncover reflects a world that had gone astray. And, therefore,
there was no reason anywhere along the line to view that there should

" not have been some ca.tastrophe, local or of wider range, during

this whole period.

_ The devil may have gone so far with certain of the angels,
and he may have wanted {0 change certain things, and God may have
said "Look, I want a change, I want certain mew life forms
introduced. 1 want to see what you will do with them," And so
there is no reason to discount what you see when you travel down
the walls of the Grand Canyon. One period after another that

- cannot be accounted for by anything we know of except major periods

of time, measured only as angels can comprehend time, Vaster:
proportions than we. Now, presumably not more than a third of

the angels followed the devil and twowthirds profited by the

experience, and took no part in the spirit of competition in
developing a biclogical world, taking, if you please, the patterns
that God was setting out, saying, "This is what I want,"and in
completing them, in fact twrning them around to reflect the
vhilosophy of the devil,

Now, when Adam sinned it was a much later period of time.
God said "Because of this, I'm going to bxring then a curse on
the earth, and you're going to see what kind of world the devills
world is that you yourself have opted for." And He said®"Cursed
is the serpent, you see, above the rest of the beasts of the

- £field,"with the implication immediately that the rest of nature

was cursed. Because in the Garden of Eden we don't have this

- experience., Adam saw all these animals and there was no feeling

in the Garden of Eden that he had to be careful of the lion
becanse be was getting mngry, nightfall. There is no fear that

‘we sense in that account. And yet it is a world, a very »eal world,

and in the World Tomoxrow it's going to be changed. So, God
a.llowed this to be in na.ture :
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He cursed the earth and vhether He acted through, and I presume
He would have done so, that He may well have allowed the angelic beings
who had fallen to bring about a biological change at that time so that
‘we have the world as we have it. It seems similar to this, because
vhen God saw to it that the Bgyptians lost their firstborm, it says in
the Book of Psalms He sent an evil angel., He didn't send a righieous
one, He sent an evil one to do it = there were plenty of them who would.
So He does use angels, good or bad. The angels that are bad tend to
- want to do these thinga. They get glee cu:l: of it.

215 Now, what we're seeing is that God was test:.ng, then, not only
His skills as a Creator, with more and more involved forms of life,
but He was testing at the same time the character of the angels to see
how {they would supervise it, and apparently all this time God allowed
the devil the chance, to see whether after he examined the nature that
he was governing or abusing, or whatever term you want to use, whether
he would change, or vhether he would not, and they finally came to the
place, says Mr. Ammstrong, that spirits apparently do set their
character, and you can go only so far in the realm of spirit until

. your attitude so poisons you that it can never be altered.

And the angels, then, fma.lly aacend.ed. when they came to a pla,ce
in the creation that they sensed that the time had come to act. Now,
what I'm proposing at this point is that angels were here, not only
‘governing the world that we once thought was wholly cold=-blooded
reptilian, but governing an early world of mammals, and that God
gradually introduced creatures such as Australopithecine, that is
the Australo, meaning the southern ape or monkey-like creatures.

‘I would #ay ape=like is probably a better definition here in southemn
Africa, and it could have been other places of the world, that's not
 important. But, for the first time He introduced a creature on earth
that used a tool, but could not shape it after a pre-conceived idea,

252 And while the angels were here He also introduced homo erectus,
© & creature that could make & tool after a pre-conceived idea. That
is, suddenly there was an emphasis on the capacity to generate an
idea in the brain and to execute it, and you have to have pome kind
of hand that will enable this to be possible. And, of course, we
have every bit of evidence that these creatures also came to be
abusive and lived by competition, were devoured in competition. The-
interesting thing then, Mrs. Leakey investigated in the Qlduvai Gorge,
she found at the lowest levels stones that could not be the stones
where it was knocked or chipped in such a way that it always responded
- according to the characteristic of the stone. There was no pre=conceived
idea. And then suddenly with the arrival of homo erectus, that is
Jave men or Peking man, as they are ca.lled., they also existed in Africa
. and they are not man, but that was the temm first used, it was a sad '
' mistake. We were dealing there with a situation in which these
creatures had pre-conceived ideas and could, in fact, execute a change
2683 in the shape of a stone, 50 that it no longer merely responded to the’
nature of the stone, but it responded to the idea of the creature
striking ite And the Australopithecines thought and attempied to
duplicate it but could not. Then, suddenly, we have changes that
seem to be attempis to copy by the Australopithecines what the homo
erectl were doing with their . inab:.l:.ty, because the;r had no pre=
conoeived thm:.ghts.
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Now science is finding creatures like this that are more involved
in their complexity t_han the Chimpa.nzee, end far, far below man,

298 Initially, nature was essentially guided by instinct. We come
then to what we might call creatures of the next order, of the lower
Paleolithic, but higher than homo erecti or bomo erectuses, and we
come to Neanderthal, and angels are still here, governing, but again
I would view it from my perspective, that the angels were given a
charge and should have indeed guided and shown certain things to
these creatures, and indeed may well have, but that they were not
humen beings, and not parallel with Adam.. As of yet we're in the

- time range of, let's say 50,000, 60,000, 70,000 years ago to maybe
30,000 years or 35,000, somewhere in that time range, And within
that time range we have creatures, homo Neanderthalensis, and the
word homo is translated from the Latin 'bo mean ma.n, but doesn’t mean
8 human being as we know man.

This ereature had no art. Now you k:now I never noted that
before. And only after 2 long time did I begin to realize that
something is very peculiar that this creature should have no art
at all, because man is essentially, in all forms of life, an
artistic creature. It may be the art of the absurd or the abstract
or the beautiful, but man is an essential artistic creature.,
This creature was not. No sense of art. That should tell us

something,

333 The creature had a larger brain capacity but by no means as
refined, and we had to conclude even that upper Paleoclithic -
creature callied Cro=Pagnon were, indeed, preceding Adam, Tha:b
was, of course, the biggest surprise. But there isn't any

. question that the time range is well before 6,000 o 7,000 years
- agoe. These creatures were limited to hunting and gathering. There
© was art - the art that we call magic. They painted in dark caves =

345  they painied one picture over another. They painted stuff that

' could never be seen in light., They painted stick-creatures, such
as demons sometimes manifest to people, and I would sugeest that
in fact demons put in their brains ideas. And their so~called
painting which we call magic is indeed reflective of the minds of
rebellious angels. DBecause man does not paint like this., The only
creatures that tend to reproduce paintings of this nature, like
the Australian aboriginals, receives all his painting information
from spirits. And the spirits comvey to him that the axt that they're
doing is from the world of the dream-kind, that is the world before
the Australian's ancestors were on earth.  Which I thipk fits the
story very well. : :

362 - That the angels in fact put ideas such as this artistically in

the brains, minds, if you please, even of Cro-Magnon man, as he
vas called, from Europe. :The upper Paleolithic, the Mesolithic
creatures while the angels were still here and before Adam. These
creatures, then, must be seen as without the spirit in man.

- Creatures governed less and less by inmstincts, subject more and

. more to the presence of angels and the influenece of angels who could

- then have manifested themselves, show:.ng these creatures vhat they
could do,
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In other words, God was creating beings on earth that I would at
the moment call hominids, that is similar t¢ man, that indeed skeletally
were more robust, were not as refined, and modern man is defined as
a refined upper Paleolithic hominid, and that is something that I think
we are now coming to mee much more clearly, in a total revolution of
everything that we had viewed before. Now by the time that the angels
were governing not only the world of reptiles and the world of sarlier
mamals, but the worid of tool-making creatures, the world of tribal
creatures, the world as creatures in which the::e can also be tools made,
these creatures all hunted and ga.thered.

: Now, let me state some things vexry clearly., When Adam was in the

~ garden he was told to dress and keep it. His son Cain was a tiller of

the fields, or used the plow, as Josephus saids The first human being
was therefore at least a tiuok gardener, or a gardener of some sort,

he had that capacity immediately, and his sons were full-blown agri=-
culturalists., Yet the fact remains that munting, and huwnting alope was
characteristic of Australopithecines, Homo Erectus, Neanderthal, a man
named after the Neander Valley, or thal, in Germany near Dusseldorf,
and even Cro-Magnon, (unintelligible) compatible with the Biblical

“account of man. But we had taken for granted what you probably all

have taken for granted, that because science has used the word homo,
it must be a son of Adam. When in fact they meant homo nothing like

~the son of Adam until they added the word sapiems. In other words,

they said these are men and these are thinking men. And then they
had a problen because they discovered that th:mki.ng man was still
different from modemn man, 80 they defined modern man as a thinking

- thinking man., Homo sapiens sapiens. And we were fooled by these
terms, but we failed to realize that their description was (unm'bellig:.‘ble),

that these creatures didn't look like man, they didn't live like man,
and they didn't act like man., We thought they must be man because

they were making some kind of primitive tool., And I puszled foxr years
how to explain why we should have all of this pre-agricultural sequence,
without any question a stratigraphic sequence, and still not come to
the level at which we should see Adam end Eve, and Abel and Cain.

And then %o discover that you are even writing in the days of
Adam, the bock of the generations of Adam, as I pointed up in the
"S'bylus of the Pen", by which you conld write on clay, and not an ink
pen, in a sense, a.l'hhough that may have been developed very soon.

All this must go back to the pre-flood. world,

Now,_ there are many things that I could say that I don't have -
don't want to take the time now, because we've gone nearly an hour and
25 minutes already for my part. . What we have come to conclude is, and

this is within those of us who are in or outside of the Ministry, this

is not a requirement, or an official teaching of the church. We're
dealing with individuals who study in the area of anthropology,
geology and archeology. What we have come to the conclusion is that
there came a time when God had already placed on earth c¢reatures that
were significanily govermed by less and less instinct, and more and
more they had to learn by copying each other or seeing wbat angels

. would teach them. Or whatever thoughts would enter their brains or

minds, which tem you. wish to use, .
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450 ' There was no spirit in man, they were not held accountable for the
Judgment, or the law, They were creatures that were being trained at
the highest level thus far. That is, God had created creatures that
indeed were approaching, and I use that term carefully, approaching
broadly the characteristics physically of angels and Divinity. And
the next step, that any angel could have figured out, is that this
could be an aliernative route, that all God would have to do is put
Spirit in such creatures, and He could make out of them beings that
could replace them, and I would suspect that when we get to the Judgment
that we will discover that the angels rebelled when they did, and
decided to dethrone God when they saw that the pattern of creatures
that God was making on earth, and certainly in which the 2/3 of the
angels who didn't rebel were participating. But the govermment
wag still under the devil and it was all a matter of competition
and hunting and strife.. ' ' :

475 We tried to define this for years as the violence in the pre-flood
world, In fact, it was the violence in the pre-idamic world that
reflected the rule of angels over this world. But that these
creatures were now of such a level of force and potential capacity
and that without spirit, that the angels could see that the very

- next step could be competition of a nature that they were not going

~to allow. 4nd the attempt was to abandon this earth as a o
responsibility. They were going to go on and secale the universe,
and above all they wanted to topple God from the throne, so they
would never have to have the penalty of the consequences of their
spirit and attitude. That they, therefore, could determine how

the world should be govermed, the laws that should be set in .
motion., And they were going to replace love by competition and
strife, and indeed, the spirit of murder. Wwhich is the basis of
all archeological and geological evidence up to this time., Now,
this is a revelation of no mean proportion in temrms of the sciences,
but what is also means is that it is possible for the first time

to say that rediometric dating is not incompatible with the
Biblical account. That in fact if we don't use it we are
confronted with trying to call creatures human which in fact are
Pre=human, and we are defining a world that doesn't correspond _

to the Biblical account, :

505 ‘ Because by the time we reach 16 centuries and a fractiom, Noah
is building a great ship, and within another century and a half
after the flood we reach the point in time where God says that if
nothing now intervenes there won't be a thing to restrain a man
from doing everything that his imagination intends, Human
-civilization, if you please, begins no more than approximately
6,000 years ago. And what is prior to that time is essentially
pre-idamic. And it's indeed now remarkable that whereas we were
once trying to feel our way back in time through archeology and
geology and anthropology to the evidence of the creation week of
Genesis 1, we had indeed found a oreation week record all along,
and we didn't kmow it. o C :
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We have been calling in history and archeology the evidence of
ecreation week the evidence that is the flood. The flood itself as
we were defining it apcheologically should have been the evidence of
creation week, and the flood we had completely overlocked much latexr
in time, and in Palestine we were associating it with the Israelite
conquest of Palestine. '

531 That means that there igs a major change in the archeology and
geology and the Compendium, and & signifiocant need to re=evaluate
the history of Egypt and Mesopotamia, but 10 major need to evaluate
the history of other nations where indeed there has been no overlapping
of history. You see, our problem was we had to force the pre={lood
history after the fiood, because we had so much that was pre=—Adamic
that we were making pre-flood. Now, I want ‘o state a few things

gince this iz in a sense & captive sudience., If you need to stretchy
why eo ahead. (break in tape continuity)

- 543 We found in the Bible clear evidence of certain things we had

- not seen before, ‘with respect to the account of archeology and the
Israelite conquest of Palestine. Firet of all I would like to
explain some gimple things that will be very easy for you +$o followe.
In the account of J oshus we have the story of the destruction of
Jericho, end the walls that fell down. Garsteng (7) in the 1930's
in excavating Jericho found walls that fell down, agsociated them
with late bronze, and was in exrror. He said wihgt's proof that
Joshua's conguest was somewhere in the late bronze." Katherine
Kenyon proved after the second world war at Jericho that these
walls fell down at the close of early bronze. 1 drew the conclusion
that since those walls were Joshua's, therefore early bronze must
nave been between somewhere of the time of the flood and Joshua's’
conquest. Mre McNair may remember our discussion of this, Because
we took for granted, brethren, that those were the walls of Jexicho
that fell down before Joshua. WNow, the problem is in reading the
acoount, Joshua pronounces & curse., BHe said noursed is anyone who
pebuilds this city® (Joshua 6:26=27). Yet, shortly after the close
of early bronze, and early pronze is a cultural period measured by
archeological artifacts of a pobttery nature, basically we come to
the middle bronze, which I thought therefore was the period of the
judges, and the 1ate bronze 1 thought vas that of the divided
monarchy as a vhole of Tsrael and Judah, conbrary to the way most
archeologists have it. Now most archeologists gaid the walls that
fell down at the end of early bronze had nothing to do with Joshua's
account, put I was stuck in my mind with the idea that Garstang
had in the first place that those were those wallse

- 580 And then we're ‘confronted with the fact that the rebuilding

of Jericho took place and is given in the account in I Kings 16334,
Tn the rebuilding of J ericho, where & man vas oursed for doing 80
we have this rebuilding that $ook place in the days of Hile the

Be elite, long after the Judges. Now, my problem that 1 discovered
was how to account for & massive middle bronze age Jericho of the
Judges when indeed there shouldn't have been a rebuilding of Jericho
from the time of Joshua. wntil Heil the Bethelite, apart from 2
military outpost that was there in the days of David. 1 never
understood what that problem meant, 1 thought, well, maybe we can
explain it by Ruth's family staying there. The answer to the
question is simple: The walls that fell at the end of early bronze
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are the walls at the close of the pre-floocd world that collapsed either
shortly before, or as the result of an earthquake or at the time of

the flood. And the middle bronze which I thought was of the Judges

was in fact the time of the Cansanite civilization. And only recently
did I fully realize that there were walls that

fell down at the end of middle bromze that nobody had pa.:.d any attention
to, which were really the walls of Jericho. Then, I said to myself,
well now what about the fact that a site called Itel, meaning the heap,
called Ai by the archeclogists near Bethel terminsted at the end of
early bronze, and Joshua says right next, the book of Joshua, that

they made a heap out of this place called Ai., And he burned it, made

it a heap forever, a desolation to this day: Joshua, verse 28 of chapter 8.
And, how were you to explain, I was sa.y:mg to myself, the fact that this
Ai ended at early bronze and had nothing in middle bronze, nothing in
late bronze? Then I was reading the account of Abraham and Genesis.

When Abraham came to Palestine in chapter 12, verse 8, he removed
and came to a mountain which was east of Bethel and west of Ai, which
was east of the mountain. And there is a hill or small mountain,
whatever term, a mountain can have various terms, you know, immensities,
but in this case certainly there is a significant rise that could be
called a mountain or a prominent hill between Bethel and Ai, that as
we have it today Ai is not east of Bethel, properly, and there is no
bill between. And I came to realize that one of the other proofs of
my archeology was wrong, that indeed Ai has never been excavated,
and therefore, when this heap called Ai by archeologists because they
think it is ancient Ai, ended in early bronze, it was no proof at all.
That, indeed, early bronze is not therefore proved to be between the
flood and Joshua, but on the basis of Jericho should have been pre-—
flood, and therefore Ai is yet to be excavated, and one of the strongest
proofs that I had offered was invalid because the layout of Ai and
Bethel do not seem to correspond with the Biblical account, Genesis
chapter 12, .

Now, in the conquest of Palestine, the third and strongest
evidence against anything that I had said before of the archeology
of Palestine involves the conquest of Hazor. This is the city in
the north. Now, we are fold that at that time Joshua, chapter 11,
verse 10, he turmed back and took Hazor and smote the king with the
sword. Hazor, prior to this time was the head of all those kingdoms,
and he smote them and he burned -Hazor with fire, and I remember telling
the students at the time I was even drafting the Compendium, now on
the basis of what we know, when we come to early bronze in Hazor,
because we're not down there yet in the excavation, we will find an-
ash layer terminating early bronze and there will be a major city

ending at that perlod., and that is a destruction of the Canaanite

civilization,
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656 We hed in fact material only gw.ng down through 1a.te bronze and
into middle bronze at most. Some years later, Yagail Yabin (?) had
investigated Hazor and gotten all the way down to bedrock. When he
encountered the early bronze remains, the area separating early bronze
from middle bronze had no ashes., And, in fact early bronze was a
miniscule, unimportant community. It was middle bronze that had at
its close the major ash heap. It was middle bronze that was the
largest site of Hazor, the site of the largest dimension that
existed at Hazor up to that time or to today. I had to draw the
conclusion that if we had no more evidence than Hazor and Jericho,
that our. om.g:mal evaluation was all wronge

671 Tha:l: :I.f ‘we'lre going to take 'hhe Biblical account and believe it,
if we're going to look at archeclogy, we have to draw the conclusion
that early bronze Hazor is indeed pre-=flood, that middle bronze is a
Canaanite civilization, late bronze the period of Judges, and now
for the first time, broadly speaking, we discover that the historians
and archeologists have been fundamentally correct in placing the record.
I+ means that the middle east, speaking now not somewhere in Australia
or North America here, that early bronze, or as Captain Kenyon's term
is, proto-urban, that is the begimning of urban life, that proto-urban,
or early bronze is for practical purposes the pre=flood world.

684 And, I was placing the flood at the beginmning of the early bronze,
and it turned out that the evidence proves many characteristic changes,
‘axcheologically speaking, in terms of water-laid deposits, the evidence
was ‘that of creation week and not of the flood, And the evidence of
the flood was that at the close of early bronze, and we had been over-
looking all along, and we assumed in Palestine that tha:i‘. was a destructio

by Joshua, beca.use it 'bem:.na.‘hed a civilization.

693 Whereas we were blammg the Philistines for what indeed was
Joshua's destruction at the end of Middle Bronze. And we were blaming
the Assyrians for what was the Philistine~Israelite conflict at the
end of late bronze. And we never did resoclive what to do with the
end of the iron age, which really was the period of Nebuchadnezzar.

699 This means further, therefore, that the pyramids of Egypt, of
the old kingdom, which paralleled the early bronze, was pre-flood.
So, there is a major need for a revision of our thinking, amnd of
two volumes that some of you are femiliar with. But the interesting
thing is that it doesn't change the history of most nations because
that history is solid. It was Egypt and Mesopotamia where we had
taken for granted certain things from the 7th Day Adventist, Dr.
George McReady Price. We took for granted that the word homo must
mean man, we took for granted that tools must be made by the sons
of Adam, we took for granted that radiometric dating is invalid,
we took many things for granted until we finally were confronted
with Biblical evidence that proves that we have to shove the record
of man into its proper pogition, and that we can in fact now see
that as soon as man is om earth, man, intellectually, with the spirit
of man in him, suddenly takes off, That as anyone will tell you who
is a historian, that the development of civilization associated with
the literary record, is a record that goes back to about 3,200 BC or

3,100 BC radiocarbon years, unadjusted by bristlecone pine.
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723  And, if you theyefore adjust them by bristlecone pine, you are some=
where between 3,900 and 4,800 years BC for the beginning of writing,
which actually meaus, therefore, thal apart from the first 100 oxr 200

years &t most, maybe 150, apart from that earliest stage at which

man was just begimning to reproduce and wultiply, humanity has been

associeted with writing, and all of the great concepts and inventions
 of civilization have arisen, and the collapse of the Egyptian 01d Kingdom

was the collapse that was the pesult of the flood. The collapse of

Mesopotamia was the same, and the early dynastic, and it is my

conclusion that the dynasty of Sargon ‘the Great and the rise of the

Kingdom of Akkad is to be paralleled in some way unclear to me yet,

of the rise of the kingdom of Nimrod when be built, remembex, Babel

and Akked, Calneh in China. ' o

739 ‘Phis, I think, is 2 revolutionary view that I am presenting,.
in the sense that it revolutionizes some of our ideas that have been
in conflict with the traditional explanation of archeology and

history, and we now are in much firmer control of that.

T44 Purthermore, we then have & greater capacity to see the remarkable
world over which the angels rled, and if T may interject one
passing thought here, when God divided the sons of Adam, ag we

have in the book of Deuteronomy, we are told about this event,

that after the flood, you remember, He scattered the children

of men. There is this gtatement in Deuteronomy, in chapter 324
verse 8, "for the Most High divided to the pations their inheritance,
when He separated the sons of Adam." Not just man, Put Adam.
That's the original Hebrew. He set the bounds of the people
according to the wltimate purpose that He would have in the

qumber of the children of Israel., That is, He osed ultimately
to make a people that would inherit so mmch, and the rest of the
family were given & territory that was o be their's, And this is
the story of the division of the world in the days of the pre-flood
world, in the days of the sons of Adam, and when they wexe divided,

they must also have been divided on the besis of having some .
geparate languages. : ‘

M We have assumed that all languages arose at the Tower of Babel.
A1l languages after the flood arose at the Tower of RBabel. We
have read the account only in & backward fashione We have xead
1t in terms of the 20th Century, and looking-back. If you had in
fact read it from the point of view of having lived in the pre-
flood world, and lo king forward, you would have read it with
another thought in mind altogether. That whereas the pre=flood

world had several languages geparating the sons of Adam, which
ig the way to keep people apart, nOW after the flood, the world .
was of one speech and one tongue. You see, the evidence is that
there were languages in the pre~flood world, in the early bronze,
4n the written records of Egypt and Mesopotamis. And we're Jjust
going to have to face all the -evidence that is becoming over=
whelming. And I think we can 8ay that the plcture is clearer
now. This may come &8 & shock, you knows where you have to
relearn some thingd, but clearer in terms of the total PUYDOES,
the picture of the world as it wasSs and that we are going +0 see
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with further study, the remarkable characteristics of the world over
which the angels ruled. And that God was testing the physical -
creation in terms of what He could ultimately do through it to

put His Spirit in a creature that could ultimately become independent,
could be judged, could have conscience, and could become His own
Sons, and be transformed into immortal Spirit. And that there was

a long history of physical events leading wp to this period in
which angels were tested in character, and God was introducing

one after another new idea of creation, and that the angels them=—
selves were divided, some following the devil who was in charge,

and therefore controlled it, and Christ let it happen, and two
thirds remained faithful and loyal when the ultimate crisis blew
up, little more than 6,000 years ago. - o '

Now, on this basis I shall be happy te¢ say that if any of
you have questions, I will try to amswer them by letter when I
get back to Pasadena if they are too elaborate for here, because
I have letters on the desk, and that I'1ll be happy to discuss
anything as time permits, tomorrow and a lititle this evening,
I appreciate the length of time in which yom have listened to
& subject matter where I've had to 'go back and forth to .
think of thoughts, because this has been a ten-year re-eveluation,
let's say. A ten~year re-evaluation of where the problems lie,
and first you evaluate it here and there and suddenly after one
and another things fall into place, there is no way then to retain
some of the thoughts that seemed so apparent when the information
was inadequate, and portions of the Bible, though they were clear,
were not fully supported by external evidence until it was

_ recovered, This is not a subjiect, mind you, that is a requirement |

in terms of any official belief. I am explaining it only in

 terms of one, being in the Ministry dealing with the Bible,

two, dealing with these other subjects, three, having been
& teacher in archeology and history and of Mr. MeNair.
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hand oxes, choppers

Sculptures Mode by Anthropologists, top, show how pre-
historic men may huve dooked. White lines indicate profiles.

Building Villages. \When peaple could rudse o steady
food supply, ey gopped wandering and settled in
villages, They huilt howses of poles, sivine, bricks, or
stone, and erected stockades 10 protect thebr setthements,
They built fences 10 guard their Gields from wild ani-
mals. Some European peaples budle bowses on piles
driven into Like bottoms (see Lagi Dwpiniaoy,

New Arts and Crafts of thie Neotithic perind included
pottery. baskewry, and weaving, Woen made pottery
by the corling wehnigue, building vp s cad bowls with
long ropes of elay. 'They often painted or scrarched de-
signs on the portery before Taking i in fire, The caghiest
baskets prabably consisted o woven reed nns and
fshing netss Craltsimen span wooll s and conan,
and warve cloth on apright huned loomns,

Religion in (he New Stone Ave contered around agri-
cultural fife, Good crops depended on the weather, so
the carth was often thought of as & mother goddess who
brought vegetiion, Odier gods represented the rain
and the sun, These beliefs led toa yvearly series of ritwals,
I'n regions of scarce rainfall, these rituals included rai
making coremonies. In many tropieal regions with
plenty of rain, prople had o koo swhen the rainy
season would conie, so they could prepare the ground
and plant seeds at the right tnes, Some priesis learned
to couni the days before rainfill by measnring the
Jlengals of the shadow cast by o stick called a goroman.
Others worked out efaborate calendars,
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LEMENTS OF &
. culTuaE BEe !-ooil flake tools

Manv Eurepean preoples of this period buiit varions
strucinres with Large stomes cabled meeadithe, Some ©
these served a8 limbstones, and others probably bad
religious significance. See MECALITHIC MoONUMENT:

The Beginnings of History

Recorded history began about 3000 8.¢. By this ime
certain villages in Mesopouunia (present-day Irag) and
Favpt had beeome citdes. The city dwellers invented
writing. According 1o many scholars, civilization begad
with cities and writing, Sce CiviLLzaTioN,

At the same time. people discovered how to smelt
and cast copper, sibver, and gold inte ornamenth
wedpons, and wols, Fhe Bronze Age began in Mesopr
tmia shordy after 30080 me., when  metabworkert
fewrned o mix tnwith copper o produce Lronze, They
also hegan usine wheeled chariots and invented sailing
ships, The bron Auwe ollowed the Bronze Age in many
arcas. bt began in Asia Miner fnow Turkess about 1100
B when people first smelied and forged iron.

Early Forms of Man

Scientsts have found most of the remains of prﬁhif'
toric man in Europe, Africa. and Asia. The few spect
mens found in America cone from fairly recent times
ahout 1,000 years ago,

The carli peaple lefl their dead lving on the
wround, and the oldest remains come from geologic €
posits. Somie bones were washed into streams, an
oliaciers halldozed™ others into gravel banks. Later
human remains are oflen found in caves or mounds, 1
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dags, bows and atrows

tave pointings,
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gether with wols and othee obiects, Mot of the hones
have been gasmfiized, or hardened Hke stone, For this
reason. skeleta] remadns of prebistoric men are sonme
tmies eabled fos? men. See Tossin

Al the rennaing of carly omms of nin Ll within e
Pleistocene period, or Tee Age. The variations in cli-
mate and vegetation cansed by the movements of the
ghaeiers help scieniists dewermine the aee of Tossit oien,
Exprerisidso compare uman bones with daose of ani-
mitls found at e same tme. They can el wheteer
hwman and aninud bones are of cqual age by compar
ing the amuunt of luorine in cach (see Frvowss). This
fluorine test eSposed- the fumous Pilidown hoax by
showing that the skulleap and the juw belonged o dif-
ferent periods Giee Proorpows Max) Dates can also be
determined by measuring the radiocarbon in an object -
fste Raniicarnson), .

Scientists use several methods 1o compare and classify
fogsit men, The most common involves skull measure-
ment. Scientists may compare various proportions of
the skulll Or they may determine the size of the brain
by measuring the capacity of the craniwn,

Australopithecines. '] he fossi] skull of o creatare with
a human-shaped oanion (hrain case) and an apelike
face was discovered in 1924 in Bechuanalind fnow
Botswana), Since then. vther specimens have been dis-
covered in South Africa and Tanzania. Scientists have
identified them as Austratopithecines {southern apesh,
They believe that the Ansvalopithecines lived from
abiout 170000 10 00008 vears auo. S

The Australopithecines had flat face<and vould stand

30,000 B.C. 25,000 B.C. . | 78,000 e 6,000 BC. - 3,000 B.C. 1,000 .c.
HOLOCENE
Solo Cro-Mognon Grimoldi All Modern Races
Rhodesian Combe-Capelle Chancelode
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UPPER
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farming, villages,
pottery, zweqylng

alphabels
empires

Af wheels, cltins, writing, £
g s, . nONFOrrous metals
crect, Fheir brojos imeasored benween 135 and 635 cabie
centimeters in vobine, - This brain voldone is sioibar to
that of apess Bat the Ansimdopithecines Lipee reeth
were Jess apelike thar modern moni®s toeth, .

Pliere were twospredes famongst of Ausaalopitecines

A both Sonth Advica and Tinzania. One spreeies was

stallers more slender, and more human-looking, Fhe
other s more rieaed aned Jess human-looking. in
Sonth Alvica, the smalier sprecics iscalled dustredopithe e
arvicama. and the bvger i called cLusheadopithe s -
feaitus. Anc L anzania, the siabler species was naned
{hmso hal s (il i) becanse s weeth soere aore
like human weeth and because sefentises believe it made
stone wols. The laraer species in Tanzsania ix called
~rajenthraprr Only Home e i hus been propeosed as
i possible haman andestor,

Homao Erectus, or erecl man, is the nane nsny seien-

st give o all fossil races with. a human body und a

brain ranging between 700 and 1,100 ce. Homo orrctus
runks astep above Australopithecus and one below
Howe serpreny, or modern man. Three varieties. or sub-
species, have been clearly identified. The first, Java
Man. or Home erectus javensis (also called Pithecanthropus
erectes), may be about 1 million years old, The second,
Peking Man, or Home erectus pekinensis (also  called
Sinanthrops pefdneniis), dates from about one million
vears ago. The third, Chellean Man, swas found in Tane
wanvika (now Tanzania), ina layer above Zinjanthro-
pus in 19600 T ix about SO0.000 years old. "The remains
of Pehing Man come front i cave. They show that he
wis the first man who we know wsed fire. Both Java
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EARTH /Ouﬁine of Earth History
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