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 How can someone say
something like, “Since the beginning of time, this or that happened
and…”? and be certain it’s accurate?

They can’t.

When did time “begin”?

Unless you were there - at the beginning of time -
you don’t know, you can’t know and, the possibility, the
probability, is, that you never will know.

And what difference does it make today?


 SCIENTIFIC
“THEORIES”

Scientific theories go something like,

“It is possible, perhaps it’s possible, the
probability is…, we theorize that…, according to data, the
possibility, probability is ….

According to research by Drs. Emehnschultz,
Feldenstern, Wickenfield, et al, there is a probability of the
earth being in existence 300 macronic zecrons and 20 minutes
ago…”

And, they’re serious.

I understand curiosity, but there’s a limit to
credibility.

We cannot disprove theories nor attempt to always
explain nor clarify them. I am questioning the theories’ common
senselessness, their improbable results, the impractical
conclusions, the dances that step on their own toes…

I hope to show the improbability of theories that
attempt to explain complex events that probably never occurred.
They are impossible.


 VARIOUS OFFAL
THEORIES

One persistent theory, to date, probably the most
popular, is that humans evolved from primates, apes, gorillas, and
monkeys.

And, the reason for this theory is that we all walk
on our hind legs and have “hands” and a thumb. Humans also have a
“tail” bone which is residue from our (re)prehensile tails.

But, there is one snag that precludes, perhaps -
totally - invalidates, the ape theory.

This “snag” obliterates all further “scientific”
pursuits. It already invalidates a study before the “aha!” can be
formed.

Humans have a subcutaneous layer of fat and primates
do not.

Why?

Why do humans have a layer of fat and primates do
not?

Obviously, humans need it and primates do not.

Mother Nature does not waste a thing. Every
thing in every thing has a purpose.

Let’s examine why we may have our subcutaneous layer
of fat and primates do not.


 AQUATIC SEA MAMMAL
THEORY

As a young person, and the sciences were relatively
new, I understood and accepted the theory that we all evolved from
apes. It was obvious - look at us! Walking on our hind legs and
eating bananas. And one of the boys in my school looked like a
gorilla. That proved it!

Then I read Elaine Morgan’s book, The Descent of
Women, in which she explained that humans have a subcutaneous layer
of fat and the primates do not. Sea mammals have the fat layer,
too.

So, obviously, she theorizes that we evolved from
sea mammals. She concluded that the layer of subcutaneous fat is to
keep us buoyant and warm in the cold water. And, she suggests why
many men become bald and women don’t.

She theorizes that, as swimmers, mother sea mammals
could not carry their offsprings with their hands or arms. Those
appendages were use to maneuver their way through the dense water
and stay afloat.

So, how did they carry the babies? The babies hung
on to their mommies’ hair. Of course.

If the mommy were bald, the baby drowned, as it had
nothing to hold on to. Therefore all the bald mommy genes went down
to Davy Jones locker. Apparently the males did not share-the-baby
tasks, so the bald males proliferated - or drowned on their own
merit.

I could readily understand this theory. It makes
sense.

It is interesting to me how a serious scientist
would overlook, or, ignore a vital element in his theory such as a
subcutaneous layer of fat. That layer of fat keeps Jenny Craig in
caviar and champagne - it is profitable!

And, the female aquatic mammals gave birth to their
young and suckled them. They didn’t lay eggs like other sea
creatures. So, they must have had arms to hold the baby. It must be
difficult to swim and hold a baby when you have fins. So, perhaps
arms evolved for sea mammals to facilitate carrying the
youngsters.

And, perhaps that was the development of the breast
stroke.

But, since Elaine is a woman, and she presented the
theory, it is disregarded. It’s stupid to link intelligence with
gender, but, apparently, we are, stupid.

And, Elaine did the honest thing, she gave all the
credit for that theory to the rightful theorist, the marine
biologist, Alister Hardy, a man.


 HOMO SAPIENS
STUDY OF THROWING

This study comes under the title “I Can’t Make This
Stuff Up, Folks”.

The object of the “throw” study is to explain that
people throw objects and develop language to aid in social skills
which leads to cooperation in hunting.

This vacuous study, Indiana University, 2011,
postulates that humans easily learn to throw objects long
distances. This unique trait helps language development which is
vital to the verbal success of society.

The study concludes that we developed language to
throw rocks to “take down competition”, which - eventually - is
used in baseball and football. Prehistoric language was developed
as a means for humans to cooperate in the hunt for the mammoth
animals.

Apparently, rabbits, squirrels, chickens and pigs
had not been discovered. You don’t necessarily need language to
“bring them down”.

Unfortunately, usually researchers leave women out
of the equation. The real reason we learned to throw, and develop
verbal communication skills is this:

Women, inside a tent or cave, are fixing dinner. No
meat tonight, only beans, lentils or rice which are full of stones
or small rocks and have to be culled before the rice can be
boiled.

So, as the women find a rock in the beans, they toss
the rock outside the cave door. Their research has demonstrated
that if they don’t cull those pebbles completely from the grain,
their husbands will react with a severe physical reprisal, possibly
accompanied by brash verbal reprisal.

Since the pebbles vary in weight and the front door
is around the boulder and past the tree trunk, women have learned
that heavier pebbles require more force to throw. So those pebbles
are tossed with a stronger heave than the lighter pebbles.

Therefore tossing pebbles to avoid a husband’s wrath
expedited the development of language, verbal communication.

So homemakers became adept at tossing round, smooth
pebbles, and chatting. Men copied that skill to get a “home” run
and kill bunnies.

I call that the Homo sapiens Food Preparation -
Communication Study.

For the women, the purpose of throwing the stones is
not to exceed previous distances, but to get the (expletive here)
beans clean and get dinner on the hot rocks.

It was also at this time that the expletive was
created.

And, as an exceptionally curious person, I wonder
why someone would be curious, at all, as to why we “throw”…
anything… (Why do we wiggle our toes…?)


 WE ARE
DESCENDANTS FROM ONE MAN THEORY

If we were all descendants from one man, we would
all have the same DNA.

We don’t.

As a Communications Studies Instructor, my students,
at times, give provocative speeches. Then we discuss the pros and
cons of their facts.

One student told of his ancestry DNA search and
found he was directly related to Adam. This is indeed
extraordinary. I told the student, I didn’t know Adam had his DNA
on file.

The student stopped talking and sat down.

And, theoretically, we are all descendants of
Adam.

Wait a minute - are we?

Are we all descendants of Adam? What about Noah?
According to the Old Testament, Genesis 6 - 9, the flood wiped out
every thing, every one, except Noah and his family, secure
on the ark.

(As a woman, I often wonder how they managed to
keep the ark neat and clean for forty days with all the cattle and
flying birds. Can you imagine the mess that place was in? I’m sure
Mrs. Noah was glad to get off and breathe some clean air. And, who
fixed the meals for the tribe and beasts? - FOR 40 DAYS!!

And, another question, usually when it rains,
there’s no sun. If there’s no sun, how do you know when it’s day?
Day and night would be merged. So how did they know when it was 40
days…?)

Yes, Noah descended from Adam, but surely Noah’s
genes would be easier to pass on than Adam’s? Wouldn’t we have
easier access to Noah’s genes?

So, what is Noah’s DNA?

(One of my very close friends had her DNA done and
she tells me she is directly related to the Virgin Mary. I reckon
that makes her Jesus’ cousin. And her other siblings said they are
directly related to Attila the Hun and Robert the Bruce.)

I’d love to be related to Elizabeth I, or Boadicea -
both resolute women and redheads!

They didn’t throw rocks, they had men do it for
them.


 THE EVOLVING BRAIN
THEORY

The Neanderthals, homo sapiens, had brains lesser
developed than later mammals. Apparently they were the first beings
to appear similar to modern day humans. Their brains were longer
than ours, but smaller in area.

Some popular conclusions as to the differences
between modern man's brain and the Neanderthal is that our brains
today, have considerably more folds, which means our brains have
more area and so we have more intelligence.

As I say, this is a theory, not necessarily a
fact.
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 OUT OF AFRICA
THEORY
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In the late 1800’s Charles Darwin noted the physical
similarities between apes, gorillas, orangoutangs and humans. That
similarity being what he could observe. We both walk upright, have
similar facial characteristics and have offsprings by similar
methods.

And, we both eat bananas and scratch where we itch
with our fingers.

And from that observance, Darwin postulated,
therefore, that humans probably originated in Africa about 100, 000
and 200,000 years ago as apes. That’s a huge gap in time and
facts.

Today this “scientific assumption” should be
laughable.

But, it’s not.

Because Dr. Louis Leaky fell off a horse in Africa
and hit his head on a fossilized skull, it was determined this was
the oldest fossil yet discovered (146,000 years), therefore it
confirms - on the one skull sample - that mankind originated in
Africa.

It was concluded that since we already look like
gorillas and a fossil dated earlier than other fossils had similar
characteristics to gorillas, therefore by deduction, this fossil
must be a human-gorilla.

That is a leap of faith - or scientific
delirium.

Or wishful thinking.

Or stupidity.

A faith that is so linked on supposition, observance
and conclusion, it staggers one’s mind. I am breathless at the
implication and fodder this conclusion provides for the present-day
psychiatrists.

It seems to me, a layman, that if I fell off a horse
onto an ancient skull, it would mean just that - I fell off a horse
and hit my head on an old skull.

I would never assume that the one, old bone was the
origin of mankind.

Just think of all the trauma, schisms and phobias,
that psychiatry can use for fodder to link today’s behavioral
problems to this supposition.

You’re bad at gymnastics? That’s because you were a
lame orangutan in a past life.



INTO CHINA THEORY

Yes, out of Africa into China.

Dragon Man: A “new” skull, located near the
Songhua River, in the vicinity of the city of Harbin, China, is
considerably older than others yet found. It is believed to be
146,000 years old. Apparently Dragon Man had a large brain which is
encouraging news to us large-brained homo sapiens today.

Nicknamed “Dragon Man”, he is older than any of the
other people-fossils, and whose skull seems to somewhat resemble
the skull of the modern-day man.

Peking Man: Another Homo Erectus was
discovered in 1921 near Beijing, China. His remains are estimated
to be “at least 400,000 years old” or, perhaps 800,000 years ago.
The exact chronology is unclear.

Finding old-people skulls
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