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ARCEAZCLCGY

We too often conclude that early men's accomplishments are limited to what the
archaeclogists have uncovered, Fram this we develop the cancept thet our ancesters
truly were stupid and primitivel We must realize that what archaeology finds was not
altogether what those people were using: What we find are TOOLS! Even today man needs
a myriad of tools for everything that is manufactured, Mmn has always needed tocls,

In many cases, then, what archaeology is actually turning up are those items whick have
survived the langest—that is, just the TOCL KIT!

It's 1like going out into the barn, the workshop or the garage. The tcol kit cof
nost men even in our modern day, aesthetically and culturally, looks very primitive
compared to what he might have in his hame. It's cne thing to have a hamrer, a saw,

a chisel; it's another thing altogether to see what those tocls produce! But that
finished product would probebly be in the form of wood which does not survive the rav-
ages of time, It's e thing to sec a scraper or varims?t?:‘at night be used for the
preparation of food—-or, in this case, skins, which would be a very important beginnine
item in the development of culture, It's enother thing to see the end product! The
means of working it has survived; the end product has not (unless it be something like

e

a carving),

Man's Prirmary Purpose on Esrth

i

So we are confronted with the cuestion, then, of what kinds of discoweries ren
might have nmade and whal man's purpose was. A special point to be borme in mind is
that the primary purpose pgn is on garth is not 1o make toolsg or to maje thincs with
tools but to develop his chzracter, The point is that it is nct possible to discover
this primary purpose for which man is here through archacology, We can mly undersiand
in a seconcary wgy whether he did develcop character by vhether- or not he was maldng
spears, guns or items of this nature! (Recall the example of Tubalcain in Genesis L. )
So the real purpose for which man is here is not directly discerned fram materizl re-
mains because it does not leave an archaeological entity which may be uncovered!

Kev Factors in Cultural Development

t!'s think of a list of important items in the histcry of cultural developnent,
For exermle, mar had to learn now to make pread, he would have to learn how to develop
yeast for bread maxing in arder to go beymd just unleavened bread, He would have to
learn how to make butter. The cancept of malking wine would elsc be impeartant, He
would have tc learn how to raise the temperature of a fire for the purnose of greliins
metal——ancd to originally even canceive of the possibility that metal is even worth
smelting, He had to learn how to develop certain siraine of grzing, veseizbles and
cattle for meximm human use, Later on he would discover the making of pottery; ad
how to meke basleis so that they will stey topether and not come apart, There are
neny primary discoveries that we should consider thet woculd leave no archaecolosicel
remains! Aacther importent example is the developrent of g¢lcih or fabrie as a result
of growing herp, cotton or flax, All of these are BASIC DE;CCVERIES—basic mes! If
we would tale avwgy the industirial discoveries of the modcrnfx?e'wwld wander how nan
survived for the first 5,000 years, The answer is that man hss always had these pri-
nery cultural concepts, Undoubtedly, in the first fevw centuries of ments carthly ev—
istence meny of thesec basic concepts needed to £ill the rudimentary nceds of men were

nade leaving no archaeclogicel rensing to snv great extent.
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Barly Man and Crops

The Biblical record clearly shows man as, first of all, a shepherd—that is, & mo.
ing, nomadic sort of human being, And if he grows grain, clearly, as I have explained be-
fore, he does not have to remain at the site of the grain; he ocnly plants it, he doeamn't
have to hos it, but he comes back to reap 1it,

Now, we have learned some things as well about the Garden of Bden and the material
God gave man to work with, It 1s very possible that the implicatimn of ®have dominim
over the fish of the sea, the fowls of the air, the bessts of the field, and over all of
the earth"-=this may well imply that much of what man first of all had to work with was
the kind of plant that grows naturally in nature, I brought up the question of how mich
stock—how many plents and vegetables—would have grown as they are and how miech would
have needed cultivation by man, In other words, cabbage, broccoldi, kale, cauliflower,
brussel sprauts—-you know, this type of plant—have all been gradually developed from
either what we might call a kind of wild kale ar wild cabbage in NW Europe, or unusual
varieties that might show up in nature,

Now it appears, in the long run, that vhen God gives man a job to do, that he gives
man the man the brains to be able to think it through and them the time to work at it,
but it isn*t all perfected, I perceive, in part, that it is very possible that the Gar-
den of Eden may have had many of the primary grains and rcots and vegetables that mem
would have been cultivating later il they had cbeyed God; and I rather suspect that cute
side of the Garden of Eden there mostly existed what we wauld call ardinary wild grasses
and vegetables and animals (although they didn't have the fear of man on ther then) that
would need cultivatiam,

What I'm getting to is that it is very possible—and we would have archaeclogy a:
kind of guide—it is very possible that the kind of plants and animals that mam had to
first work with once he was kicked cut of the Garden of Eden is the idnd that he wauld
have to learn to cultivate, to learn to domesticate, =md to put to use; and to develop
what we would call sdective breeding of the best stock whica he would, in tum, have to
cultivate himself, In other words, the wild cabbage grows by itself but if you plant the
vegetable seeds that give the plants that we now put on the market and they need cultiva-
tim or they wonld be choked out by the wild plants, This is merely to show that men was
memt to cultivate and to dewelop it, But these mtations, these varieties—whatsver yau
want to call them——do occur in nature.

And T susgpect that in many cas3s, the animals that were available would be sinilar
to what we would call—let'!s take the highland cattle of Scotland as an example—=just no=
tive to the area, wild in the area, that are gusceptible to dcmestication, There are z=me
wild animels that are not susceptible to domestication, Thore are scme domestic aninmels
that differ cecrpletely from the wild forms because they have bred up to have, faor examrle,
short legs—there are certain short-legged sheep that do not ardinarily survive in nature
but do occur in pature and they have been cultivated by man for certain purposes, Man
therefore asamunes—the archaeologist assumes--that if the sheep bone in times past was not
like the modern sheep that the first humans were using some kind of wild sheep and there-
fore he mist have been hunting them!

The concept that because there aight be a bame structure in animals, or grains that
are common to nature, grains that are not m:tations, grains that will shatter whem stru-~v
in barvesting—that becaise man mgy have indeed first learned to work with them and the
from them develop other strains, that therefore he mist have been a wild, primitive, ' =
ing savage! This is the conclusim that is drawn,
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Now I would draw the canclusion, after considering the whole thing, that if men was
meant to have dominimm-——and God said that's what his role o earth was ZGsn. 1326, 28 )—
man was also meant to work at it! Mnd therefore man was msant to develop it, Thus we
might well expect that the varieties which have been produced, snd that are now am the
market, were not always there immediately for mamn's convenient use, They may well have
been availgble in pature——man was meant to discover them in nature—they might have been,
in fact, planted in the Garden of Eden but msn was kicked out, And therefare man had to
recover—discover—and to work at the development of them in a world in which there now
were thorns and thistles, sweat and toill

The Biblical recard certainly makes clear that the earliest humens practiced sgricul-
ture to start with, pot hunting! But the archaeologist conceives of hunting as the idea
by which he interprets the toal kit of first man,

The Implications of Genesis 3:21

When God sent Adam end Eve cut of the Garden of Eden, Fe clothed them with skins.
Afterall, man couldn't learn right away to weave cloth, Today we take cloth for granted,
but think about it——it is much easier to make a dress out of pieces of cloth than to first
weave the cloth itself!

In this ariginal instance, them, God made clothes cut of gkin, The point is that
man followed this practice for centuries afterward! And, obviausly, God mist also have
set the the example of butchering an animal and preparing its flesh for food for man be-
cguse man had not been told anything about animal flesh prior to this time,.

The seripture clearly implies that mem had to be taught the primary thingg! He had
to be told what to eat, 4&nd the Bible account clearly implies that God showed man how to
prepare a fire (He was sending him cut, you remember, in the cool of the day, in the even-
ing—Gen, 3:8,21) and haw to roast that meal—as well as clothing him!

And to bufcher the animal presumes that God must have used some kind of instrument.
He must have taken up same Instrument end killed that mimal—He didn'%t just miraculously
create coats of skin, (The implication is that the animal's blood was shed as a type in
itself,) The God of Crestion showed man how to make scme kind of instrument to cut thest
animal's throat and then to gkin the animal, Thus God must have been showing the first
man how to make toadls of whatever is immediztely handy just as a starting ides, I think
this is the conclusion we would have to come to in analyzing the picture in Genesis 3 can-
cerning the events relating to the expulsion from the Garden,

Man Not an Agriculturalist Till the Mesolithic?

It has been assumed all along that not until the Mesolithic did mem become agricul-
tural: 1) because evolutian tells us that man started ot as a primitive, stupid hnter;
2) because not until this period do archaeologists find varieties that todgy sre recog-
nized as wholly domestic farms! But was mem, suddenly, at a certain mament, discovering
all of this while knowing nothing of it before? Well the wer clearly is that the res-
8@ the Mesolithic shows all these varieties is that man mus en by this time beginning
Lo select them, When we come to the Mesolithic we £ind both the so-called wild and the
more domestic varieties, Mnd even in the Upper Paleolithic you discover the beginning of

domestic sheep end goats, The presence of dogs is also common in the Paleolithio—which
obviocualy wvere necessary for the keeping of stock,
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Reinterpreting the Tool Kit

Now let's look at some statements in Palestine Befare the Hebrews by Anati, Pag

o

63 first: "When we observe the Tabunian material culture®—this is Lower Paleclithio—
"1t is hard indeed to recognize in it apy tool that could be uged efficiently for mmting.
. In the Near East, the animal bones found in the layers of this culture usially are ex-
trepaly scanty.” In other words, if we really look at it}?the first 300,000 years of hm~-
man 1ife——if we accept their evolutimary time-table—mem certainly was not a mmter!!

The firgt tool kit ig not indicative of ma&n as g hunter! It is not indicative of
man as a hunter! It is not indicative of man either as a primary meat-esater,

What kind of toals? "Flake toals" were used (page 65) which "included mainly sidew
scrgperg"—these are terms they use—"ar large flakes retouched alang e or two sides,
and toothed and notched flakes," Now ym don't hmt, you dm't spear, deer with toothed
and notched flekes, You dan't pursue wild goats with side-scrapers! Some might——but it
is not the logical thing!

In other words, what we are plainly dealing with are varieties of animals that yet
needed the darestic touch and sdective breeding which man himself was already spparently
~-from this descriptiomn and from the Biblical descriptian—learning to subdue and learning
to damesticate, ~

Side-scrapers, retouched flakes, and toothed and notched flakes certainly indicate
some means of sawing, some meens of cutting—or even of reaping, You have to use this
type of equipment, in other words, for what we would call agricultural purposes but which
the prehistoriens call "food gatherers and food collectors,"” The assumption is that n-
was not an agriculturalist and this is their way to indicate memn was not yet, let's s
learning to farm; therefare they use the expressim "food gathering and food collecti._
to imply that he was just a primitive sort of persan who was struck by wild berries and
saw they tasted good and proceeded to gather them, He wamn't even thinking agricultur-
ally, in other words——he was anly trying to consume!

Well, the answer to the question is that what they call this primitive type of e-
quipment was cbviously what man was first using when he started cut—he had to leam to
flake, I challenge any of you to prepare same kind arrow or flake from flint without
breaking it—not after the first time tut after the first hundred times! It takes a
tecbtnique of knowing how to put pressure a certain kinds of otherwise very brittle ma-

terial that is even sharper than steel (if you dm't break it),

Notice page €6: This equipment "might have served to opem muts and to cut roots and
tubers, as well as for defense and for munting." Now this is speaking of the later use
of the hand-axe, Actually the implication of bunting is very limited, "It is not un-
likely that same of them were used as mlsdles agalnst game, This possibility is suggested
by a type of disk-shaped biface excellently balanced for hurling at nearby targets, Ex-
periments in throwing these disks have shown that they can be effective weapans at up to
sixty or seventy yards, but we ahall probably never kmow in exactly what manner these
tools were handled and used by their makers,” Now we do not say that man may not have
mmnted at all, Afterall, Mr, Ted Armstrong does and he lives in the space age! We are
merely showing that the primary tool kit to begin with was never lnting, and only later
do you have the beginning of instruments that might be heaved as far as araund 200 feet,
But they have found that the cnly known missles were burnt pieces of yew wood that in ~ -
case were found in the ribs of an elephant at am extremsly early geological horizam, v
the tip was hardened in fire, But certainly, cantrary to the cancept of "hunters and
gatherers,' the emphasis in earliest times was not m hunting,
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Now move to another quote on page 117: "The principal flint tools of the Upper Pal-
eclithic are pointed blades with a blunt side; end-scrapers, or blades having a terminal
and usually rounded retouching; and burins, chisel-liks tools made by delicately trimming
the point of the artifact an the thin edge of the flake.,..¥e bave only a very vague ideg
of the use of all the many varieties of 'scrapers,!, They must have been tools of daily
uge, and among other things might have served for scraping and clesning enimal skdns,
for cutting hair, for stripping bark from wood, amnd for other similar work," Obvicusly
somebody was shaving, somebody was cutting hair, somebody was cleaning animal skins and
. cutting them, Continuing: "The chisel-like burin is well adapted for fine work am wood,
antler, bone, and soft stomes., Soms artifacts look 1ike borers, drills, and other insru-
ments which might have been used for various work on skins, wood, and other raw materials,

So their gole cancept is that early man was & hunter, therefore all the artifacts
mist be interpreted in this context, But it doesn't matter what man was—all of these ma-
terials were capable of being used by the earliest generations of men whether or not they
vere hunters, In fact, the whale implication is that most of this equipment was not for
the purpose of pursuing and killing the animal, but for the purpose of dressing the ani-
mal and preparing food and other items of a household nature, This is what is implied
by this description in Anati as to the nature of the early tool Kit,

A1l of this goes to indicate clearly that man was still finding the need of clothing
a primary factor——hence the need for animals, the need even for bark, There are tribes
even todgy that still use bark, and some trees were made to have bark that can be used
for clothing! There are whole tribes in Africa that use bark for clothing, And, ymu
know, you have matting as well; and you have skins for tents, Certainly snimal sking
migt bave Deen a primary peed in the esarliest days of bumen history before man learned
Yo weave cloth,

By no means, them, does any of this archacological material mean that before we get
to the Mesolithic man waes strictly a hunter and not an agriculturalist in any sense., It
meens that man vas msking kis primary discoveries during the period of sparse but rising
population that led to the Mesalithic at which point we have the full development of food
production and animal domesticatien where archseologists and prehistoriams would no longer
call these factors into question, In other words man is learning, within the first few
centuries—~probably by 400 A M, he had already reached the Mesolithic stage of cultural
development (earlier Dr, Hoeh has used the date 400 A.M, as possibly being the end of the
Mesolithic), and he had slready progressed with all the basic developments during that
time that have been mertianed above,

QOldest Paleolithic Surface Find

Now e last quote from another book, This is fram The World Eistory of the Jewish
People, vol. I by Speiser entitled "At the Dawn of Civilizatin! page 67: "The cldest
surface finds from Lower Paleolithic"—wend the oldest surface finds anywhere really come
from the Middle East—but "the oldest surface finds from Lower Paleclithic came from the

~coun around Jerusslem, In the enclosed depressiam of the Biq'a, southwest of
Jerusalem, R, Neuville and M, Stekelis made soundings in 1932 which established a strat—

igraphic sequence of tChellean' and 'Lower Acheulian' hand-axeg,"

What they are sgying is that, as far as man knows today, the oldest find-—other than
Leakey (and I think not anly do his finds need examinatioan, but he does!)—the cldest
surface finds fram Lower Paleolithic eame fram the hill-coutry around Jerusalem!

This is very significant when we stop to consider that man should have ariginally
arigen in this very areal This certainly implies a totally new view, It completes what
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we have discussed before with respect to the sequence of huran culture—it puts them -
the right light where we are dealing with clearly primitive, but nevertheless domesti:
toals and not same hunter's kdt, And the manner in which this culture was spread wool
imply that man was migrating end leaving these remains wherever he moved,

All Early Groups Participsted in the Same Culture

Another important point: Alvays, the earliest remains in Palestine are associated
with mlti-racigl groups, ind aly when you come to the Mousteriam in porthwestern Eur-
gpe do you have a people who had a culture level—vwhen they were driven out of Palestins,
go into northwestern Burope,...but when these pecple were in the Middle East, all racial
Yypeg partake of the Mousterian culture, In Burope they do not—because the Rephilim
mst have been drivem cut from Palestine at a time when this wag the cultural level of
man as a whole; and in northwestern Europe they didn't progress beymnd it befare they
were almost completely slain and wiped out by a people coming into Burope who had a mod-
ern type of skeletal pattern. These amaller but mare highly skilled people destroyed
them and brought in a new cultural pattern on top of the Mousteriam,

But the indication is that all these earliest cultural levels were participated in
by most men—and starting out essentially alwsys in the Middle Bast where you have the
garliest Mesclithic, the earliest Paleclithic (and, in that sense, the earliest Lower
Paleolithic as well as we have just quoted from page 67 of Speiser),

This completes our discussicn of archaeology far today,



