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DI'o Hoeh 9“27-67

HUMAN FOSSILS
' N LONGER

Langer's sectian on the "Origin of Man™ isj oub of date, You should read g mod-
ern werk on the subject,’ Par laymen, the best book would be William Howells' lMam-
kind So Far, Carltan Coon is another very interesiing writer; his book is The Ori-
gins of Nanidnd which is in the college library, Bub he would not normally bs ac-
cepted,

Most geologists and snthropologists assume that all the human family derives
from ane ultimate source—~that man was men before he sub-divided, C, Cocn sgys that
it is not possible to canceive of this, that we have to assume that there were a%
least three strains that led to mam, And that these three strains have givea rise
to the primary RACES,

In resiity, C. Comn is mich more right in terms of the problem; and that probe
lez is simply defined this way: that, ultimately, the origin of the rgces mist go
back Lo a creative act of God becsuse there is no possgible wgy to actually explain
how the races arose in the ares they now did if they came from anly me primsary
saurce—if we assume, as archaeologists and anthrcpologists do, that color and char-
acter is all due to emvirmment,

If we attribute it to enviromment completely as having chosen certain types to
survive and not others, you cannot explain how in northern climates there are Eskd-
noes, Americen Indiems, Siberiams, and Scandinanvians, Or why, in tropicel regioms,
you have Africens and Orientals; or why, in Temperate Zomes, yau have the two prim-
ary na-legroid races. All these things cannot be wholly explained if mere enviran=-
rment requires e or the other pecple within a given period of time, In other words,
there are too many misplaced peoples to explain the story, And Carlton Coon Las a
major point,

Another irportant book by Carlton Coan is The Races of Burope which he has givem
ug persmal permissim to reproduce in xercxed form,

Yet another mejor work is Fossil Mea by two Frenchmen, Boule and Vallals,

4 very important caution in relatimm to selection of books in this area: If
you want to Jnow what is believed to day, you must read a work that must have been
written—mnst have been written—probably after 1955, certainly after Werld War I,
You mist note that 22 years have elapsed since the end of the war, amd in this 22
yoars it is quite clear that an entire new generatim of thinking has arisen—be-
cause there was nothing during the war, So, fram 1937 aa to 167 we have 30 years—e
that's a: entire generatian of individusls who heve grown up now with new finds,
end every generaiicn has new ideas, Somotimes there gre improvements, and since an
immense amount of materiael has been found since WW II, probably all your best books
will be copyrighted or revised in the 1960's vhem you are dealing with the subject
of EARLY M&N, And even then there are facis yet missing,

That doesn't mean that there are not special studies, as by von Eanigswald and
Weidenreich, two German writers who wrote in English Apes, Gimts and Mem an the
subject of giamt fossil finds, These are in the library; they have been quoted in
erticles in the Pla‘n Truth in the article "There Were Giamts on Barth in those Days.”
There is always samething mars to be found--I'm not sure whether the present printing
of that article even includes the latest find of Atlanthipus (check spelling) in North
Afics, This find of Atlsnihropus in North A%ica is very interesting and should be
mentioned in our publicatia, .

You can go back and read the earlier material end you can see the changes that
have occurred, and the concepts of dating that have occurred, But just remember this
overall policy of the period from which the materidl came; then you will et least
understand what is accepied todaya
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Which Fosgils are Mumsn?

Nornelly the facts in the newer becoxks will be much more thorough, perhaps even
. more accurate, today than before—the interpretation not necessarily so. The
on that you face is: How do you distinguish the two—the fdcts from the inter-

Torially, we could say, the facts represent what was found, The interpretation
escriptiar that pertains to the biological origins of such, or to the time
lerzent supposedly represented by such early finds. Iaturally, because, the little
iece of one that was found—the thigh bone or the jaw=—does not have inscrived an
t, "I an so-end-so, and I lived at such-and-such a time," In other words, all trat
s acourate iz the neasurement of what was found, Anything else is deduced! And
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Lest people, in reading the deduction, are se—duced!
T.ere is a very useful work in this ccnnection by Ruth Moore, Man, Time, =nd
Tozsils, that you should Imovw about and read--a very interesting work on this topic!

Yow, I am not sure of my suther—-and I an sorry about that for the merment be-
csuse it's & bock that was recently done and I have never written it up—but I thinx
arain it was Ly von Konigswald, which has to do with FOSSIL MAN, A This is a srall
- zlvme. The library should have tme copy that I had for a\,.r‘n:i.le.”L

Thig bock is ihe culy boox Lo iy movledze vhich dealg with the story of how
v cmid tell Zror g gkeleton whether it was buman or not. :

Nou the peint is obvious to us, but rot to these men, that a person is either a
burm or he is not 2 perscn! Then it is something else! But, if evolutimm is true,
them “hero ruah be a tire when you couldn't be sure whether it was a human or not,
There wa: a tinme that the creature might have bem bora not a human being tut, aceords
iar to evolubim, cenceived of sometking that pade it human., Because somewhere alomg
the line, sorsbody had to start it.

Ther con't even kmow today how you distinguish human beings from chimpanzees, or
croatures lilze thet in terms of culture, because theyafirst that a toal-rmalking creature
- 7 discovered that ape-like creatures make tools too, little primitive tools!

clzgs, they work--but that's all they can ever do¢, that's the differcnce.

S¢ z’*ig'nt nov they don't imow how to distinguish the border-line between man and na-
ma, the thought being that man is a thinidng ape—or a®thinking anthropoid® is 2
betier term., And yet, clearly, they have an anthrepeid that does the work and has
tre characteristics of man befare, supposcdly, hetfs thinldng, This is more the re=
Tlex of ‘astinch.

Tids meens uieylre trying %o find a way by which they can decide whether the bene

is human or neote To us there would be no problem, We could look at a bone, 1f we
were mthropologically trained, and come to a proper decision, because there is not a
tace in “he ape's body that is exactly like any humm siruclure., And arytody vho was
investigatins a grave, who was in the field of criminoclogy, could tell whother it was
rungm or not! But if youtre in the field of aniliiropoleogy, you can't—because there

is a thecry that cenes in the way, the thecry of evolutiam! A criminolcgist could tell
vhethar it were lunan or not, an anthropologist could not,

LB W TA R Son; Yon Konipsvald BEini®ede,the author in this cass, has a 1ittl
Jiscugsine fossil nan and he points out, in his estimatiom, the distinciian be-

2n vhot is human and what is nete His conclusion is that there is, if the skele-
is sufliciently corplete, e little puide that should be sufficient to tell you
t *
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this has to be human, You've heard birds sing, dogs barl;, and cats meow but,
trangely enouch, apes are essentially silent except for some signalling which they
do on rare ocassim--otherwise maybe a form of chest=beating among the rale gorillas!
But humen beings are different: We gymbalize our thoughts; animals emly signai, Thit
15 thos bagic definitim: Animals signal, human beings symbolize. For a luman being
37/:.:; THE Lviavrios o Man. é//f vow /\’ggv,a_;.'..-ﬂd-b. vV o MNies. ‘/"7.35.5.5’
Anw ‘ICUL'A” /962 .
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to symbolize his thcughts, he mst be able to courminicate, Thal means his tongue must
be able to s:yx ak,

Por the tougue %to te able to do so, it muszt be attached in a ceriein wgy, 4And the
very interessting thing is thatl apeg? tongues are not attacked as human tangues are:
There is a thiree-pcint projzetion on the inside of the lower jav to which are ultimately
attached the cuscles that guide the tonguos. (And because this particular miscuigr
gtructure may not always be pzoparly fermed at birth, there ere some pecple who are
tanguo-ticd,) So this little projectian is very important, And von Konigswald coa~
cluded, in his very small beok, & thin work, that, when this projectim occurs as pa:z't
of the skeleton, the creature must speak and therefeore must be humam, And I think that
this is zbsclutely right.

Therefore, the mly canclusion we cam come to is that when this part of the skele-
ton is there, and there were no such projections to start with—nct bscause thsy wers
warn away but bscause they just dan't existe~then it was not humasn because a8 man has
to talk, M hes to talk or ha is not men! If the creature cculd speak, as illugirs-
ted by this unimue little progectlmmro 0 other creature in ths world has it; iy nx
~=then we mgy safely concluds it is mmen,

Hum=ans and Anthropoids

A1l of thig leads to an amazing camclusicn, We used to be told that thera were
twc classes of mthrepoids: lumans and the true anthropoids,

Now, vhen Ruth Mceore wrote her Loeh-—and I didn't understand this wvhen che wrote
it because I didn't lmcw that thiz was the thinlding at the time tut I do now (because
it wes not cleerly explained and I had never heard jit): Normelly most pecple grow up
with thz ides that there are cn]y Romo Sapiems as a result of deriving from ane shock

or the ‘-ther from the snthropoids. 4nd then thoy thought that the directicn of dsvel-

nt wes thig: Toal when the brein Increased man would gradusally lesmn to stand woe
r.:.ght beceuse, witih a greater brain, he cauld de rore things row and he could *hink
bstter, could conceivz of the use of his hands——or itg hands—and it would weat to
stand up, So the idea originally was that the hunmsn brain first deveIOpeu. encd then
the rest of the body followed suit. This is the general, original nicture %z nost
of ycu prcbably grew up with in high schocl biology.

Then it was discovered befors the Second Warld War (but it really éidatt hit the
books till afteorwerd) that, acao*'ding to the theory, there werz creatures that z afx
almost upright, for 222 Drwt1 cal purposes upri gh-,. kafore their brain ¢ __&_Eaci!}" hed
avor increased! So thben the idez came forth “hat tho anatomy " Lecemo Imem beln the
brain! And therefors we have what is lmowr as another clase of creatures that vsed
to be grouped with Home Sgpieps-—that ie, thie was f‘omerly believed to be early man--
tut now they call it RC¥D ERENTUS, This is a vory ‘portant point to note~-it iz not
really bomo as we ghinll see. But they call it Homo Erectus. The idea isg, it!s m
up;ight—-wlld.ng, gpe=iilke creature!

How, in reelity there is no doubt thet there is a creature that did walk upright.
I cc not think thic wes ®The Abominable Shoumen™ or any such tredition! But thore i3
piele evidence of such a creature, One is Sinsn tnmm from Chine zﬁg, Time, =d
Fosgilg, Ruth Moore, pp. 263281/, fnother wmight well be considered "Java Man" fiosgil
Men, Baule and Valloiz, pp. 398-399; Ruth }{mre, TP. 243—25}7 or other terms that are
gpplied to cortain types like that, sud certsln verieties in Afries, I used to wonder
for a long time whether so-called - Mm" or Siranthropus in China ("Peking Mem*)
were really men, It tarns cut now that thes: mzy 21l properly be defined as Homo Ereo-
s, Their slraletenc tend to be ercct, they have o brain capacity rormelly less ess than
nen and normslly greater then an anthr opoi(.¢

Is this evoluticn or is it not?

Q
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Wil, von Kenigswald points out that in every case Hamo Erectus has two charac-
teristics that are nan-human: All anthropoids of this level (that don't walk upright
but cen stretch) have a SAGITTAL CREST—and elso g RIDGE at the back of the skull, NO
TUMAN BEING HAS ZITHER,

Now, in the case of Homo Erectus, there are two characterigticg that are obvious:
One, the creatures could never speak! "Java Man" did not speak; "Peking Man" did not
speak! Therefore it is not "Java MAML-it is not "man!® It's "Java something-ar-other”
but it's not men and it's "Peking something or other” tut it's not man, So it tums
oct that they could not speak and, two, all of them have a ridge on the back of the
skull characteristic of anthropoidsl

This means that just as there is a great difference between an gpe and a mankey,
so—and a babom, you know, or a lemir (I mean, you have these varieties--you have a
lemir, you might have a baboan, you might have a monkey, and then you have the ape)—
in this case there is one variety that has died cut presumsbly at the Flood, and this
is Homo Erectus, That is, I den't know of any evidence of this creature existing later,
It sppears that Hamo Erectus may have died out at the Flood—essentially this was an
upright-walking ape, a creature that muist have needed to walk upright to feed (??—see?),
instead of a creature that normally walked on all fours (or at least bent over), and
could do so when necessary, The bone structure was such in the hips that there is no
question but what this creature walked upright. What anthropologists have assumed,
therefcre, is that this must be evolutian, That's just an assumption beceuse nobody
c&n prove ite-I mean, there isn't any creature around to tell yau,

But this crsature clearly had every characteristic that is non-human: A huran
being does not nave A RIDGE AT THE BACK OF THE HEAD, does not have A SAGITTAL CREST,
and dneg have THE THREE.POINTED PROJICTION FRQM THE INSIDE OF THE LOWER JAW TO WHICE
THE TONGUZ IS ATTACHED FOR SPZECH,

Hemo Erectus, in most instances, may have even had a slight crest but very pos-
sibly it was extremely minor, Really I think this depends on the variety of it; but
at leest the other /T take it he is referring to the ridge at the back/ was thers in
every case,

Then there is also the idea that primitive hmman beings were weird-looking, ape-
like creatures: If you look at the skull of so-called "Java Man" or "Peking Man," you
would discover that there is not sufficient btrain capacity in the canfines of the skull
ever to be muman; that is, the pattern is wrang, You understand, you could have a
grest big ape that might have, indeed, more brain volume than some pygmy human beings

in Java today where there are microcephalic people, The difference ig in the FCRM of
that BRAIN, These creatures, the non-humans we have been discussing, have a skull that
tends to drop back right from the top of the brow ridge—it does not rise up, There-
fore these creatures were just not human, In other words, instead of Homo [rectug be-
ing placed in the human category, we should put it on a level down along with mankeys
and taboons and lemurs—and a few humans who have fallem to that levell Becsuse any
minan being whc thinks he came fram this level rightly belongs therel!

The SAGITTAL CREST is located right through the center of the skull at the top,
and it joins a ridge that runs the other way, It is not something that protrudes vy
up—it is the fact that it comes to a kind of point here, it is not smath on apes.
You can see these skeletal structures upon examination,

Now, this is as far as I want to go todgy, but this will give you an idea, whem
you read this material, how to approach it, W¥hen I found cut these things from van
RKanigswald's work it relieved me a great deal because there were always these problers
of how to explain this positively—1I wondered, "Was it man or was it not?" The an-
swer is, "It was not" and, in this case, DuBois, the finder of '"Java Man" was right
when he said that, in the end, he cancluded his find could not have been humen,

These creatures classified Homo Eroctug are all from the Pleistocene or the
pre-Flood world,
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MAN'S PLACE IN NATURE

 Present and former destgnaiion of the mad:

of fossil huminids

groups

Pt e e e ey oot by T ITT T T i s e~ tm e
Alotern designation: Former destyrurics
Pleistocene  Flomo sapivns  sopicns Horo sapiens
7 P '
Upper Homo sepicns  necnderchalensis $loro rocadershalernsls
rhodesicnsis Homo 7l nsis
x:’(‘t":.ﬁl‘-‘ l{ w3 ."L'/'_;C’i-'ff
steinheiniensic
Middle Honio ereztus  africanus -
Aetdelbergensts
Juranensis
pelinensis
Lower Awseralopi- rol.sstus Paranthiorus -
(4 ¢
thecus boicel Zirjanthropus
cfricasus

Hono halilis?

The genirs Homo

In recent years it has heen widely agiced that forms of homini!
other than the Australopitheciucs should be classified under the
single genus Howo. This means that the numerous fossils fro:
localitied in Aftica, Euvrope, North China and Indonesic foradly
grouped within the genus * Pithecanthrepus® or even accordsd
separaie generic status have now been transferred to form a new
species of man, Homo erectus. Another cancept to be discardd is
that Neanderthal and othier more or less closely related forms
showing characteristics that mark them off froin the living races of
men qualify as a distinet species. The modern view is rather that
they form sub-specific varicties of Homo sapiens, such as Honmin
sapiens neonderthalensis or soloensis, and that modern man Hoam
sapiens sapiens is merely the sub-specics that happens to have
been living during the Lust thirty thousand ycars or so.
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