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1 The Quest for the Human Origins
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There is more to the human origins, human development, human intelligence, and human civilization than the endless debate between Creationism and Evolution, because there is more to humanity than what ideologies and the current authorities want you to believe. Furthermore, when you study the human origins, you must reach beyond the moment when the first humans detached themselves from the firmament or from previous species, since there are other significant events in humanity’s lifespan and achievement defining the entire timeline. While you must study everything, otherwise you risk understanding these important events only from simplistic empirical or ideological perspectives, ending up learning ignorantly what you already know, while following the crowd throughout unending debates. You want the entire accurate truth, because you already know the current simplistic theories, beliefs, speculations, and debates. 

This is why when you study the human origins, you must find and you must understand everything about the origins of life, the nature and origins of this world, the nature of the human higher self and intelligence, the origins and debut of the human consciousness and human intelligent reasoning, along with all details related to the Creator of our world, to humanity, and to Life altogether. Additionally, it is important to know how all these affect you and how they affect your family, genetic line, and entire society, and how your family and genetic line originate, where and how it happened, under what circumstances, and with what status and privileges for you, for your family, and for the entire humankind. 

This book studies the human origins along with the origins of life, human intelligence, human species, human development, human society, human civilization, and past civilizations, integrating humans, their origins, and their original and current condition in life and in the world in an elaborate comprehensive study.

Throughout this entire research of the human origins, meaning, and development, we study the actual answer to when humans and life originated on Earth or anywhere else, how it happened, where, for what purpose, who was involved, with what consequences, and how everything developed to become what we are today. We want to know everything, and more importantly, we want to know it in an accurate manner. While this is not only a simple desire to know everything in the world, but as we will see throughout the book, we must always know everything about the human origins in accurate details, because all these define directly the human meaning and humanity altogether, affecting directly each living human being, while influencing continuously their life, achievements, and development. 

How can you ever find out the actual truth? The most common way is to study the beliefs of your own ideology, either religious, scientific, spiritual, national, cultural, political, or social, in order to find the truth. All ideologies are sets of beliefs, which means that all ideological knowledge is based on beliefs, while all beliefs might or might not be accurately true, but only believed to be true. Therefore, since not all beliefs are accurately true, while they are not even consistent from one ideology to another, it might not be enough, since you actually want to find the accurate truth. Beliefs can be true sometimes, yet how can you tell from the start which specific belief from which specific ideology is true, while everybody is made to believe in everything even unconditionally, regardless if it is true or not? However, if all current beliefs, ideologies, theories, and speculations are sufficient to you, then yes, you already know everything in the world including the human origins, through all your beliefs.

Another way to study the human origins is through all scientific information provided by science, and this is the easiest way. Yet you already know all science from school and from the media, which means that again, you already know everything in the world, and therefore you do not have to research anymore. This must be the actual knowledge about the human origins, exactly as it is presented by the current science in the theory of evolution and in the survival of the fittest. Species form other species in time, which form other species, which form human beings, this is how life originated and evolved, only on Earth, and this is who you now are. Yet if this is accurately true, then how does life develop? Randomly, through random genetic mutations, since this is the answer coming from the current science, yet they do not call it development, but evolution. Evolution itself means random development. Not continuously improved coordinated development, but only random development.

Is this actually the truth? Yes, it could still be possible, since everything changes and develops throughout time, throughout Life, and throughout the world, and therefore it could still be possible for entire species to form other species randomly by accident, that form other species randomly by accident, forming ultimately humans randomly by accident, who are, as already known, the most evolved and the most wonderful and extraordinary living beings in the universe, since this is what the current science states. 

Yet as you already notice, this is correct only through the words could still be possible used in the paragraph above, making the above statement not entirely accurate, but only probably true, and therefore not accurately true. While we always seek to learn only the accurate truth. The current science uses words as ‘still possible,’ ‘probable,’ and ‘theoretical,’ while these never define accuracy, even though science always uses them to make you believe that they define accuracy or accurate truth. All theories are not accurately true, but only speculative. While we seek accuracy throughout this research, not probable possibilities, neither assumptions, nor theories, otherwise we could have embraced any ideology with ease, and we had all their answers already provided. 

The phrase ‘could still be possible’ used in the above statement actually means that, even though many things change in time, this does not mean that humans have to evolve. It is true that human beings grow up and develop in time, as you do throughout your own life, physically and cognitively. Yet just because living human beings grow up and develop, this does not mean that entire species develop or evolve into other species just as well. Living human beings develop, while the entire human species develops on its own, through all living human beings composing it. However, with all living human beings developing within the entire human species, it does not mean that the human species had evolved from the monkey species as the current science states. Because with the monkey species still around, the entire theory of evolution promoted by the current science is false. The current science might add that only some monkeys and apes had evolved into human beings, while forming the primitive humans and then the normally developed humans, with the rest of the monkeys and apes never evolving into primitive humans and then into normally developed humans, and this is why all monkeys are still around. 

There are even anthropological and archeological records proving this entire scientific statement, records that might be genuine or not, yet this is not anymore the theory of evolution. Because the theory of evolution states clearly that all species evolve one from another from another from another from another, while following exactly the taxonomy of organic life that is also provided in the theory of evolution, by Darwin himself. However, all scientists including Darwin prove the theory of evolution by stating something else, that only some living beings of a species evolve into the next species as they develop normally, but not the entire species. 

Yes, the theory of evolution states clearly that species evolve one into another into another, while the current scientists state something else, that only some living beings of a particular species develop substantially into something else, an entirely new species. While in this manner, the current scientists actually answer a question with the correct answer of a different question, while actually proving the theory of evolution is false. 

If the theory of evolution is not accurately true, it might compromise the entire taxonomy of organic life. However, taxonomy is only a classification of all species forming the organic form of life, while as all classifications, taxonomy itself is only algorithmic and therefore abstract, and can never define and explain the origins and development of life, because life itself is significantly more complex than all abstract algorithms, including classifications. Which means that taxonomy can only point abstractly to the origin of life, but it can neither explain it nor model its development in time. 

Furthermore, even though taxonomy cannot explain and model the origins and development of organic life, taxonomy can always divide living beings and the organic life altogether into distinct species even accurately, yet it does so only in an abstract algorithmic manner, which always has its limitations, and it is important to identify them. 

This is not a flaw in the theory of evolution, but it is only in the limitations offered by algorithms and by the entire algorithmic thinking. However, the theory of evolution should have never used abstract algorithms to model the development of the entire organic life, since it cannot match the complexity of life in the real world. 

However, since the entire theory of evolution is only a theory, it means that the entire theory of evolution is only an assumption or a speculation, and therefore it can still be abstract and algorithmic, since it is only assumptive or speculative, never describing the actual origins and development of life as these actually took place. While we seek only accuracy, since we want to know exactly the human origins in life and in the real world, exactly as they took place.

Therefore, the taxonomy of organic life is true but only in an abstract manner, having its limitations. Therefore, expect the classification of organic life offered by taxonomy to be different than what happens in life and in the real world, because life and the real world are significantly more complex than any classification including the entire taxonomy, because all classifications are algorithmic and abstract. Similarly, computers and computer programs have their own major limitations compared to real life and the real world, because computers and computer programs use only algorithms, which are always incompatible with the living complexity of life and of the real world.

This is very important in our study, because it helps us know from the beginning that even if life is divided into kingdoms, classes, species, and living beings as taxonomy depicts, it is only an abstract empirical algorithmic classification of living beings and of life altogether, never depicting, following, or explaining the origins and development of life. Which means that, in real life, living beings are differently related to each other, in a more complex manner than everything presented by the taxonomy of organic life, because the abstract empirical algorithmic taxonomy is always incompatible with the entire complexity of life, and therefore it is always insufficient to model the origins and development of life. 

However, in an abstract algorithmic manner, we can still state that living beings are divided into species, or that living beings form species. While in real life, and throughout our study of the human origins and development, expect an entire complexity of life, far superior to a simple classification. 

Similarly, computers can never reach intuition and intelligence by using algorithms, because algorithms are always significantly inferior and therefore incompatible with intuition and intelligence, since both intuition and intelligence are main characteristics of life, they are part of life, while life itself is significantly more complex than abstract algorithms. 

This is why the theory of evolution states clearly that species evolve one into another into another up to humans themselves, because it has to state everything according to the taxonomy of organic life, since the taxonomy of organic life is used ignorantly by the theory of evolution to prove itself. Because this is what Darwin came up with back then, and now this is what the current science must follow. 

However, the current scientists state something else about the theory of evolution, that only some members of a species develop substantially into something else while coping with the environment, they develop into an entirely different species, and they do so in order to cope with the environment. While by coping continuously with the environment, nothing is random nor accidental throughout the development of life, but it is intuitive and intelligent, coordinated continuously in order to assure survival, subsistence, prosperity, and development.

Notice how the current scientists are more accurate compared with the theory of evolution itself, however, even the current scientists remain incapable to explain how living beings manage to develop from one species to another. Therefore, the current scientific explanation of the entire development of life is still the random accidental genetic mutations, because nobody can understand and explain intuition and intelligence as they are used continuously by all living beings to cope with the environment, and how entire large groups of living beings are capable to form together entire species, classes of life, and kingdoms of life throughout the entire development of life. 

Therefore, if you want to know accurately the human origins, you must also understand accurately the human cognition. While if you want to know everything about the origins and development of the entire life, you must be able to consider the entire cognitive aspect of life, which might be harder than expected. This is why we include all human origins in this study, including the origins of life here on Earth and everywhere else, along with the origins and development of the human intuition and human intelligence, while doing the same for all living beings of all species, classes, kingdoms, and forms of life.

Why is the entire classification of organic life from taxonomy different than everything that we have in real life and in the real world? Is taxonomy itself false, making the entire theory of evolution false? Taxonomy itself is accurate, but only at its own empirical abstract algorithmic level, since all classifications are algorithmic, abstract, and empirical, remaining accurate but only at this low level. 

All classifications are made by something, by a specific characteristic defining all items that you classify. In this manner, you can classify all the cars from the parking lot by top speed, obtaining a specific order or classification of all cars from your parking lot. However, if you classify your cars by size, you must make a different classification, since the order of your cars from the parking lot is different now by size. You can also classify bicycles by color, weight, price, and everything else that you find necessary. While you can even classify everybody from your office by age or by weight. While as you notice, you always classify all items in an algorithmic manner, by using if - then algorithms, in order to place everything in a specific order or classification. 

However, as it is the case with cars and bicycle when we classify them by color, size, weight, or top speed, classifications can never explain how cars work, how people lose weight, or how the entire life develops from one species to another, but classifications only classify items, nothing else. The taxonomy of life cannot explain the origins and development of life, but it only classifies living beings empirically into races, species, classes of life, and kingdoms of life. 

Throughout taxonomy, all living beings alive and extinct are classified empirically, by their physical appearance, and by all their physical characteristics, into all races and species. Furthermore, all species are classified into classes of life by similar empirical physical characteristics, and then all classes of life are classified into kingdoms of life similarly empirical, forming the entire taxonomy of life here on Earth. This is only the taxonomy of organic life here on Earth, yet even so, it is very accurate. Yet it is only empirically algorithmically accurate, incapable to address the entire complexity of life. Even so, the taxonomy of organic life is still helpful throughout our study of the human origins. 

Therefore, even though taxonomy is empirically accurate, since all classifications are empirically accurate, expect to encounter a multitude of limitations. Because taxonomy, even though it is used by Darwin to explain and prove his entire theory of evolution, it cannot explain how species evolve, where the missing links are, how living beings are capable to cope with the environment while forming other species, how intuition and intelligence are used by all living beings to cope with the environment, and how intuition, intelligence, and the entire cognition work. 

We already notice very specific errors of reasoning in the theory of evolution and in all scientific research using the theory of evolution. In the first place, you cannot use taxonomy, which is the classification of organic life, in order to prove the theory of evolution, since classifications cannot explain development itself, because classifications only classify items, nothing more. 

Secondly, the entire classification of life from taxonomy is done only by the physical characteristics of all living beings, since all classifications are done by only one common characteristic. If you want to classify living beings by other characteristics, as cognitive, interactive, or existential, then you must form different classifications, different taxonomies. Therefore, you cannot use the theory of evolution and the current taxonomy to explain how living beings develop into entire new species while coping with the environment, because they always cope with the environment intuitively and intelligently, these are cognitive in nature, while the current taxonomy classifies the organic form of life by physical characteristics, not by cognitive characteristics. It is very important that you can identify this second error of reasoning throughout the research, otherwise you fails understanding life and its origins and development.  

As a third error of reasoning, you cannot mix empirical algorithmic thinking with ideological consensual thinking, with intuitive thinking, and with intelligent reasoning, since some of these remain incompatible, compromising your results. 

As a reference, theories are not accurate but only consensually valid, but only if they are validated by the current scientific consensus. Yet even if theories are validated by the scientific consensus, it does not guarantee their accuracy, because if they were accurate, then they were not called theories anymore, but accurate facts or even natural laws. As a reference, the current classical physics if full of laws and accurate facts, not of theories. While the current modern physics is full of theories, not too much of accurate facts. 

Therefore, you cannot use theories throughout intuitive and intelligent research, because they are not accurate. You can still use theories, but only throughout consensual research, while obtaining further theories as results, also validated by the scientific consensus, yet they are not accurately true. Only intelligent research can guarantee accurate results, but only if you use accurate knowledge throughout your intelligent reasoning, never otherwise. However, if you ever use theories throughout intelligent research, your results are also theoretical, never accurate. The scientific consensus should also validate them, yet even then, your results are not accurate, but only consensually valid. This is why the current science is full of theories, none offering accurate knowledge. 

As you notice, you must use only intelligent reasoning while studying life in order to obtain accurate results, because life itself is always accurate in the real world, as it causes all real accurate events from the real world. This is why you must always study life, humans, and humanity altogether by using only accurate knowledge throughout an entire intelligent research, never otherwise. While this is what we do throughout this book and book series “Human,” in order to obtain only accurate results.

As stated, the current taxonomy classifies living beings by their physical characteristics into all races, species, classes of life, and kingdoms of life that you know well. However, all living beings develop from one species to another while coping with the environment by using all their abilities, including their physical, cognitive, and interactive ones. While the current taxonomy is made only by physical characteristics, which is insufficient, leading to discrepancies between the current taxonomy and the real world. Yet even so, the current taxonomy is the best that you can have from physical perspectives, while if you want to classify life from living, cognitive, or interactive perspectives, you have to make additional classifications. Because as stated, all classifications use only one characteristic at a time to classify items, never more. 

Therefore, expect the real life to be different than the current taxonomy, because, even though minds and physical bodies are correspondent, they lead to different classifications of living beings in life and in the world. All differences are not major, but it is important to identify them, otherwise you fail, alongside the entire current science. Let us now see a major discrepancy between the current taxonomy made only by physical characteristics, and real life.

In real life, all living beings are classified by their living characteristics, not only by their physical characteristics or by their cognitive ones. Therefore, in real life, the entire development of life takes place in a different manner than everything presented abstractly by the current taxonomy. As you study the real life closely, you notice how all living beings live their life not within distinct species as the current taxonomy states, but all living beings live life throughout an entire succession of species, and it is important to identify it. More precisely, the life of all living beings is formed of an entire succession of species, as you can see it very easily in all living beings, with humans and frogs included. Because all frogs are born as fish, while frogs and fish are different species, and even different classes of life. While this is a major discrepancy between the current taxonomy based on physical characteristics and the real life. 

Therefore, you do not have to find all the missing links between species as all scientists persist unsuccessfully, because these are never there, since species never evolve into newer species, but only living beings themselves develop normally throughout life from one species to another ever since the dawn of life. Species never evolve one into another, but only a group of living beings from a species develops substantially into something else, while forming together a new species. 

All living beings grow up and develop, as you already know, since it is also your case. However, this does not mean that entire species of living beings evolve and transform into other species, as the theory of evolution states. All living beings develop on their own from the dawn of life, while forming throughout time alongside others an entire succession of species exactly as it is depicted by the taxonomy of organic life. Therefore, from a physical perspective, all kingdoms are formed of classes, which are formed of species, which are formed of races, which are formed of living beings, exactly as the current taxonomy depicts. With some or many discrepancies, caused by the incompatibility between the abstract classifications and the real life. While from an entire living perspective, you notice how the life of all living beings is lived throughout a succession of previous species occurring in the first stage of life. This is how frogs are born as fishes, transforming into frogs later on throughout life.  

While you can see the truth about the origins and development of life yourself, since it is everywhere. All flies are born as worms, living life in this manner as worms at first, and then as flies. This is an accurate fact, since you can witness it firsthand. Flies and worms are different species, with worms preceding flies in the taxonomy of the organic form of life. Yet according to the current science, since all species evolve, the worm species evolved into the fly species, which is not correct. Furthermore, the current science cannot explain the entire evolution of life, motivating it only on random accidental genetic mutations during transcription and translation. While by using a taxonomy based on living characteristics, or at least on cognitive characteristics, you can follow the development of life in the real world closely.

As seen, all living beings develop successively from one species to another, yet only in the first stage of life. This is also the case with humans, since the human fetus develops consistently from one species to another throughout gestation, until it reaches the human species in the last part of gestation. Notice how all living beings live life in the same succession of species as it had been the case throughout time with their entire species ever since the dawn of life. This is a major coincidence, leading to the accurate understanding of the origins and development of all living beings of the organic life with humans included, which is different than the accidental genetic mutations promoted by the current science.

The current science with its theory of evolution is wrong, because we do not witness the entire worm species evolving into the entire fly species, but only individual living beings as they develop normally throughout life, being born as worms, and then developing gradually into flies as they grow up, in a matter of hours or days. This is normal development or normal growth, and we can witness it ourselves, which means that it is accurately true. However, the entire worm species does not evolve into the entire fly species, but only individual living beings grow up or develop throughout life from one species to another. 

Can we still state in an accurate manner that the entire worm species had evolved into the entire fly species? We already have two different topics, and we must distinguish them accordingly. First we have the individual living beings born as worm and then growing into flies throughout life as you notice it yourself, and therefore this is always accurately true. While the second topic is the entire fly species presumably evolving from the entire worm species as the current science states, which might or might not be true, since it is only a scientific theory, the theory of evolution.

While we must always be very careful not to answer a question with the true answer of a different question, since this is very common throughout ideologies, including scientific ideologies as the current science. Because we can simply state here that since all flies in the world are born as worms, which we can witness ourselves and therefore it is accurately true, it means that the entire fly species had evolved in time from the worm species, which is not true, because we answer a question with the correct answer of a different question. 

We cannot state accurately that the entire species of flies had evolved from the entire species of worms. However, we can always assume that since all flies are born as worms, then the entire species of flies evolved from worms, exactly as the current science states. Yet this is only an assumption, a theory, a speculation, or a supposition, which might or might not be true, and you never know. Furthermore, since it is not an accurate fact but only a theory, we cannot use it throughout our intelligent reasoning during our study of the human origins, because we accept only accurate facts in order not to compromise our results. However, we can use our first discovery as an accurate fact, that all flies are born as worms and they grow up or they develop throughout life into flies, because we can witness it ourselves. 

The terms growth, development, and evolution are relatively synonymous. However we will use more the term development, as we keep it consistent to everything that we witness in real life, in order to maintain our research accurate. The term evolution is more abstract, matching theories and abstract classifications of life, while the term development matches life itself at all its levels, since development is a main characteristic of life. 

As a reference, the human development is of the third intelligent level, since humans are both alive and intelligent. While you must always maintain compatibility in your reasoning and entire research, in order to assure accurate results.

The current science is full of theories, while by definition, all theories are not accurately true. Accurate knowledge, accurate facts, accurate concepts, true events, mathematics, and natural laws are always accurately true. However, theories and many believes are accurately true only when they are proven right. Until then, they might or might not be true, and you cannot use them throughout your intelligent reasoning, since they might be wrong, compromising your results. Similarly, the entire theory of evolution promoted by the current science is not accurately true, but only an assumption or a theory. We cannot use it throughout our study of the human origins as an accurate truth, because it is only a theory or assumption. 

Throughout our study of the human origins, we will use only intelligent lines of reasoning, in order to obtain only accurate results guaranteed. All intelligent lines of reasoning contain only accurate knowledge, in order not to compromise results. Therefore, we cannot use theories and beliefs throughout our intelligent lines of reasoning, unless we can prove them accurately true. 

We already notice the distinction between debates and intelligent lines of reasoning, or between ideological beliefs and intelligent lines of reasoning. However, as already stated, if we manage to prove accurately that various scientific theories are accurately true, or that various ideological beliefs are accurately true, we can use them throughout our intelligent lines of reasoning, because only accurate knowledge remains compatible with intelligent lines of reasoning. 

We also notice that the current science uses theories as accurate knowledge throughout its research, compromising all current scientific research. However, as long as the current science calls all its results theories, they are still true, but only in theory. Because if you use theories in your research, you end up with more theories. While we cannot do so, because as always stated, we seek only accurate truth in our research of the human origins, and therefore we cannot use theories or beliefs if we cannot prove them accurately true. 

It is the same with frogs, since they are born as fishes. This is your missing link, since these particular frog fishes even grow legs in their first days of life, as you can even witness the legs growing. Which is an accurate empiric fact, since you can observe it yourself, firsthand. However, you cannot state accurately that the entire fish species had evolved into the entire frog species, mostly since all fish species are still present in the world.

Flies and the great majority of insects start their individual life as worms, which is an accurate fact. Frogs start their individual life as fishes, which is also an accurate fact that you observe yourself. At a closer study, you notice how this is the case with all living beings, since all living beings start their very early life as other species, while this is important to consider. 

All living beings start life as their own previous species, morphing throughout them, individually, in a matter of days, weeks, or months, to become what we have today. You can also study closely the human fetus as it develops gradually resembling all previous species exactly as these are depicted in taxonomy. You notice how forms of life are not divided into species of life, but forms of life are divided directly into individual living beings, while the current science ignores it or hides it. 

As you study the theory of evolution closely, you notice how it answers a question with the true answer of a different question. The theory of evolution uses the entire taxonomy of the organic form of life to prove that species evolve, which is an improper line of reasoning always generating erroneous results, since it simply answers a question with the true answer of another question. Because the theory of evolution includes two subjects: the taxonomy of the organic form of life which is true, and the evolution of the organic form of life from one species to another which might or might not be true, but you cannot confuse the two. However, as long as the current science calls the theory of evolution a theory, it is only theoretically or speculatively true, but not accurately true. 

Furthermore, you notice how the theory of evolution never addresses the actual development of the organic life from one species to another, but only the evolution of life, which is different. Because the term ‘evolution’ is abstract, matching taxonomy itself with its entire abstract classification of life. While the term ‘development’ is an actual conception, which is natural and alive, capable to depict life directly, as it is even a major characteristic of life. 

Notice the continuous consistency of the current science as it uses only an abstract scientific consensus to validate itself but not accuracy itself as it should, always providing mostly theories, which are abstract, but not accurate knowledge as it should, while always using specific abstract concepts as ‘evolution’ while addressing life and the real world, but not natural conceptions as ‘development’ as it should.  

Is this the actual missing link, the frog itself, when it was little, since it had legs? No, because all individual living beings develop in this specific manner throughout life, from one species to another, naturally, while species evolve only abstractly into other species, but only in the theory of evolution and in the current abstract taxonomy of life, not in real life. Life itself does not develop naturally from one species to another, but only the living beings composing species do, as it is the case with the frog growing legs when it is little, when it is only a fish. Because in real life, species themselves are part of living beings, not the other way around. While in an abstract taxonomical manner, living beings form species, not the other way around.

As stated, it is an error of reasoning to mix abstract concepts as the entire taxonomy of life, with living intelligent conceptions as the development of life. While, if we are very careful, we manage to avoid all errors of reasoning. With the current science failing continuously, while remaining incapable to distinguish between the classification of life, the development of life, and life altogether. 

This is why the current science calls it only evolution of life, but not growth of life or development of life, because evolution is abstract, matching closely the current abstract taxonomy of life. While in this manner, the theory of evolution addresses only the taxonomy of life, but never the real life from the real world as it originates and as it develops from the dawn of life to everything that we currently have, the entire diversity of life. While throughout our study, we seek to follow the real natural life, as it originates and develops, with the human life, human interconnectivity, and human cognition included. While if we are very careful, and if we manage to use only accurate knowledge throughout intelligent lines of reasoning, we manage to model and understand all human origins along with the entire human development. 

You cannot see the entire human development from one species to another in the human fetus, since humans spend the first stage of life in the womb, and are harder to see. However, as you study the human fetus closely in pictures, you see it developing through various species, right there in the womb. It is more visible with all species below reptiles, as it is the case with frogs growing legs when they are young, when they are fish. While the chicken is even a genuine living pterodactyl inside the egg at a specific stage of life, but only inside the egg, because chickens are also born as chickens when they hatch, not as reptiles or as amphibians before. 

There are many missing links in each living being, encountered mostly throughout gestation. Because new species cannot give birth to new individuals, but only new individual living beings can form new species. It is the other way around, with living beings going through various species in the first stage of life, while the current science ignores it. Therefore, species do not evolve, but individual living beings develop directly, throughout life, and more importantly, individual living beings develop from one species to another throughout their own individual life. 

Note how science states the contrary, that species evolve from one another, and this is why the individuals composing these species are different from one species to another. While as stated, it is the other way around, individual living beings develop throughout life from one species to another since individual living beings are of many successive species in their first stage of life, determining in this manner the specific species that they are later on in life. It is a difference in statements and concepts, as we already notice. 

While we must still find out why there is a coincidence between the succession of species throughout time as depicted by the current taxonomy, and the succession of species that all living beings undergo throughout the first stage of life in order to become the species that they actually are. Because as you study the frogs or the chickens inside their eggs, you notice them going through a specific succession of species, which is exactly the succession of species presented by taxonomy. 

This observation helps us throughout our research of the human origins. In the real living world, the existential arrow points towards individuals and not towards the species that they form. This is an important detail in our study of the human origins, implying that the essence of life is within living beings but not outside. Which means that the individual living beings give life and meaning to their entire species and then to the entire form of life. 

Do humans come from apes? Are apes actually the human origins, since this is what science states? Since flies come from worms, and since frogs come from fish, it might seem proper to state that humans come from apes. Yet this is false, because you end up answering a question with the correct answers of two other questions. Because humans are not born as apes, in order for humans to be apes for the first year of life, the way flies are born as worms and frogs are born as fishes. 

Yet there is more to consider, since humans tend to resemble little monkeys during the last stages of gestation, they even have a tail, and if you are ever able to prove that that is a monkey, then your answer is positive. Whatever that is in the last stages of the human gestation, a monkey, an amphibian, a cat, or a reptile, it proves that it is not the human species as a whole evolving, but each individual living human being develops in this specific manner inside the womb, as a distinct living being. This happening to all living beings, including humans. 

This means that humans do not originate from monkeys, but humans transition throughout all previous species of life during gestation, with the last species as any mammal species, whatever you manage to distinguish in the pictures. 

The human fetus maintains consistency with the development of the entire humanity from one species to another. As you study the human fetus closely, you notice how humanity spent a long time as a particular past amphibious species, which resembles more with the common grey than to any amphibious species currently present on Earth. While as a last species, the human fetus resembles more to a feline or to a canine than to a monkey, which means that if humanity did pass through the monkey species, it did so very shortly. Currently, some scientists consider humans as part of the ape species, while others consider the human species independent from the monkey species.

At a closer study of taxonomy, you might notice various species converging into one unique species. While as you study humans and the human fetus closely, you notice how some humans went through the feline species, while others went through the canine species, merging in any manner later on as a unique, compatible human species. 

While again, we must figure out how we have this persistent coincidence between the particular succession of species developing into the human species throughout billions of years, and the fast succession of species undergone by the human fetus in its first stage of life in only months. The answer is in the current taxonomy based on physical appearances incapable to model an accurate development of all living beings throughout species, and in the current definition of a living being, since as you notice, the little white worm is not considered by the current science a living fly being, the chicken egg is not considered by the current science a living chicken being, and the human fetus is not considered by the current science a living human being. Yet as a living being, it does not matter if you are born directly as a cell, in an egg, or in a womb, you are always a living being, starting with the moment of conception. Because if we had an entire taxonomy based on living characteristics or even on cognitive characteristics, then we already had our answer, while all living beings were considered by the current science alive starting with conception. 

As you study closely the entire human gestation, you notice how living human beings start life as a single cellular living being, going through a multitude of sequential species exactly as these are classified in the current taxonomy, becoming of the human species later on during gestation. Which means that all humans, as an organic form of life, have their origins in a cell, but not exactly in a monkey or ape. While this is the case with all living beings, since all originate in a cell at the moment of conception. It is the same with all living beings, while coincidentally, it is relatively the same cell for all living being. As another coincidence, this is the actual original cell that existed back then at the dawn of organic life, making all future species possible. 

While as already stated, we must find out why we encounter so many coincidences. So far, we notice how we must understand the development of life from living perspectives, not only from physical perspectives as the current theory of evolution seeks unsuccessfully. Yet if we cannot, we must understand the development of life at least from cognitive perspectives, which might be easier to achieve. However, we must seek to learn at first everything from physical perspectives, since it is easier, while assuring implicitly an empiric perspective, which is accurate by default. Otherwise, throughout living and cognitive perspectives, we end up with speculations and assumptions as results, since cognitive details are harder or impossible to see firsthand.

However, it is already surprising for the current science to keep the theory of evolution in use for many centuries, through a continuous consensus coming from billions of teachers and scientists, while it is obviously obsolete, standing now in our way as we learn everything about the human origins, human development, and human meaning. Why? 

Because the theory of evolution replaced successfully Creationism in the West, while helping overturn an entire world order in the process, based on a religious ideology that you know well. While currently, the entire authority in the West is based on legal ideologies called jurisdictions, on political ideologies that you know well, on all social ideologies reaching you, and on a particular scientific ideology that you might ignore, which is the current science. 

Is science an ideology? No, since science should always be based directly on the natural laws of this world, always in an accurate manner. However, the current science is based on a scientific consensus instead, validating all scientific truth consensually, while making all theories valid, but only consensually valid, and therefore not necessarily accurate. By definition, all ideologies are systems of beliefs, and therefore ideologies are always consensual. While all scientific theories and assumptions are only consensually valid, similar to all beliefs, not necessarily accurate. This makes the current science a genuine ideology, a genuine scientific ideology, similar in structure to all ideologies, all political, social, and religious ideologies that you know well. With the current authorities controlling all these, while using them to control everybody.

The current science is based on a scientific consensus that validates all its theories and scientific beliefs, making it a genuine ideology, a scientific ideology. However, since the current science has priority in court, it stands above all political ideologies, social ideologies, and religious ideologies, at least in the West. While in the East, there are mostly political ideologies in control, or only religious ideologies, or even the same scientific ideology that you find in the West. While through its consensual theories as the theory of evolution and the big bang theory, the current science decides the human meaning in life and in the world, diverting everybody from the actual human meaning in life and in the world. 

Because as you will see throughout the book, once we are successful to find the origins of life, of humanity, and of all living human beings from all perspectives, we manage implicitly to find the human development and the human meaning, exactly as they come from Life. While until then, since we are still in the beginning of our study, we notice all these conspicuous coincidences, discrepancies, and strange hidden and revised terms and concepts, which actually help us in our study.  

The current science uses the concept ‘organic life’ for all life, even for cells, in a conspicuous manner. While the current science might do so deliberately or only through ignorance. However, through its etymology, organic life means life lived in form of organisms. This means that sometimes in the past, all cells were considered alive, and there were two concepts in use to classify life, the cellular form of life, and the organic form of life. However, for various reasons, the concept ‘cellular form of life’ or ‘cellular life’ was erased from the current science, leaving behind only the concept ‘organic form of life,’ or ‘organic life,’ used now to depict both the cellular form of life and the organic form of life. 

Throughout this entire book series “Human,” we notice a multitude of circumstances when the current human society and the past ones revise the human knowledge in every manner while fulfilling various agendas, as it is the case now with life and organic life meaning the same, while only etymology uncovers the truth. 

Therefore, all multicellular organisms are of the organic form of life, never unicellular organisms. Yet the current science persists to classify erroneously all prokaryotes as organic life, while they are single cellular organisms, and therefore part of the cellular form of life. Furthermore, the current science considers only prokaryotic cells as living beings, never eukaryotes, because eukaryotes form organisms, while according to the current science, eukaryotes cannot be alive, since only the entire organism is alive. 

We notice a coincidence in statements when the current science considers only prokaryotes of the organic form of life, never eukaryotes, while considering only prokaryotes alive, never eukaryotes. While in this manner, the current science considers only the organic form of life alive, while hiding all the forms of life found below the organic form of life, in order to hide the origins and development of life. Consequently, according to the current science, all humans start their life at birth, with the human fetus never considered alive. Because if the human fetus is considered alive, then all abortions are human murder, and must be considered accordingly by the entire system of justice.

As you study all organisms closely, you notice how the organic form of life stands right on top of the cellular form of life, having it at its base continuously, with all cells fulfilling continuously by specialization the entire organism. It is the same with all cellular components while they fulfill continuously the entire cell, further on fulfilling the entire organism, and then the entire society alongside everybody else. While you also notice how living beings are not only of the organic form of life, as it is the case with all organisms, plants and animals, but also of the cellular form of life, as it is the case with all prokaryotic and eukaryotic cells. 

All cells are living beings of the cellular form of life, while all organisms are living beings of the organic form of life. However, as you already notice, you understand this statement only from physical perspectives, only as the current science defines living beings, and only as the current science maintains the current taxonomy of life based only on physical characteristics, making this entire statement questionable and debatable. However, once you switch to living and cognitive perspectives, you understand life exactly as it is. Surprisingly, in the past, people could understand life exactly as it is, while the current society works hard to revise some or many words, terms, concepts, and entire accurate knowledge used in the past. It is called revisionism, and since it ends in ‘ism,’ it is a social ideology, yet very similar in structure to all ideologies ending in ‘ism’ that you know well. When exactly will we be able to switch to living and cognitive perspectives in order to understand all these?

Until then, you notice how from physical perspectives, all living beings of the organic form of life have their origins in a cell, the same cell found at the moment of conception at the birth of all living beings, and the same cell that was at the origin of all organic life billions of years ago. Which is coincidental. Because the organic form of life stands right on top of the cellular form of life, with this particular cell at its base, but only in the very beginning. Therefore, humans do not have their origins in monkeys or apes, but in a very specific cell, the ovule, which is the human cell during conception marking the birth of the living human being, but which is coincidentally similar to the cell found at the origin of the entire organic form of life.

What exactly can it be so different and so important from cognitive perspectives, in order to help us understand clearly all these? The entire cognitive aspect of life, which is the entire cognitive perspective. While the physical perspective of life is similarly important, only that you must always have the two, the physical and the cognitive, in order to understand life. While in order to be able to follow an entire cognitive perspective of life, you must understand all the basic cognitive concepts first, while these might or might not be in the current science and therefore in the current human knowledge. Yet if they are not, you must uncover them from the hiding as they are currently revised, or you must discover them altogether, which might be more complex than you assume. Until then, we continue with our physical perspective, until we manage to switch to living and cognitive perspectives. 

Therefore, humans do not come from apes, cats, and horses, but all individual living human beings develop throughout the entire organic life of Earth during gestation, being part of Life, part of Earth, and part of the organic form of life in this manner, entirely. While this is a living perspective. Humans do so as individual living human beings, which is an extraordinary achievement for Life. Because as you study Life herself along with all living human beings closely, you find all living human beings with you included sharing the same origin with Life herself. While this is the living human origin, part of the human origin. 

Do people come from monkeys? No, but humans and all living beings have a common origin within Life herself, as they form and maintain Life herself. This is our answer so far of the living human origin, while as you notice, it is not a theory, assumption, or speculation, but an accurate fact, it is accurate knowledge.

Yet there is more to consider, since humans and all living beings are not only their physical bodies, but they are also their mind, cognition, or cognitive system just as well, along with much more. You are always mind, body, and soul, as one. This is why humans have a multitude of origins, since humans are more than the physical human body. Therefore, you must study the human origins and the human development from all perspectives: living, empirical, physical, cognitive, objective, spiritual, biological, historical, developmental, and social. Which means that you have to undergo a comprehensive study of the human origins, and while doing so, everything must remain consistent from one perspective to another, otherwise this entire study of the human origins fails. While as you notice, we are already further in our research and mental model of the human origins than what the current science and most of the ideologies of Earth have to offer. 

All living beings of the organic form of life have a common origin in a primordial cell, not only humans, while it is the same cell. However, all living beings of all species transition from one species to another differently, while passing only through very specific species, but not through all. As a reference, humans might pass through felines or canines, while determining them to love cats or dogs throughout life, however, humans did not pass through chickens or through other birds, because as reptiles, they transitioned directly to mammals. While other reptiles transitioned to















































































d2d_images/chapter_title_above.png





d2d_images/chapter_title_corner_decoration_left.png





d2d_images/cover.jpg
Pook 5 of the Human Series

THE HUMAN
ORICGINS

Witness the birth of life, of humanity, and of the entire world

s o A
/ﬂﬂ // /’\_’

Yalentin Matcas, M.Ed.






d2d_images/chapter_title_corner_decoration_right.png





d2d_images/chapter_title_below.png





