
The Origin of Modern Man:  What Were the Requirements? 
Here we shall examine what we view as the two strongest theories that attempt to explain the origin of modern man 

on this planet.  They are Elaine Morgan’s “Aquatic Ape” hypothesis and Danny Vendramini’s Neanderthal  

Predation Theory.  Both fail to achieve that goal in our view, nonetheless both involve major advances in our 

understanding of the human condition.   

Neanderthal remains began turning up in the late 1820s in Europe and specimens found in the Neander Valley in 

1856 were first assigned a separate category.  The remains were of immediate interest to Darwin, Lyell, Huxley and 

other early proponents of the theory of evolution.  Nineteenth century authors described the Neanderthal in 

unflattering terms, for instance Ignatius Donnelly1: 

In another cave, in the Neanderthal, near Hochdale, between Düsseldorf and Elberfeld, a skull was found 

which is the most ape-like of all known human crania. The male to whom it belonged must have been a 

barbarian brute of the rudest possible type....    ...the horrible and beast-like proportions of "the 

Neanderthal skull" speak, with no less certainty, of undeveloped, brutal, savage man, only a little above the 

gorilla in capacity;--a prowler, a robber, a murderer, a cave-dweller, a cannibal, a Cain. 

It’s a safe bet that Donnelly would not have allowed his daughter to marry such a person.  Likewise, artistic 

representations of the Neanderthal in the 1800s and early 1900s were not flattering: 

 

Early Neanderthal reconstruction from the start of the 20th century by Marcellin Boule. 

Nonetheless, the image of the Neanderthal that the public sees has undergone a substantial change within the past 

several decades.  Common examples include the reconstructions of Jay Matternes, and a number of others: 
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 Ignatius Donnelly, “Ragnarok, The Age of Fire and Gravel”, page 125 



 

Jay Matternesô Neanderthal reconstruction (left), from the October 81 issue of Science. (Right) Neanderthal 

reconstruction from an article in The Observer, 16 May 2009. 

The two above gentlemen, while certainly different enough, are not exactly frightening.  The Neanderthal, thus in 

recent times, has become a kind of a poster child for what one might call a sort of a multi-cultural approach to 

evolutionism.  Nonetheless, there are still a number of things distinctly wrong with this picture. 

One such problem is that if you try to draw such a human-like Neanderthal with the eyes and nose as large as the 

bones indicate they would have to be, what you end up with is outlandish: 

 

 

Image courtesy of Rob Gargett, The Subversive Archaeologist Blogspot. 

Rob Gargett, the creator of the above reconstruction, notes the following: ΓNeanderthals: you could possibly have 

babies with them, but you might want to get out of the way when they sneeze.”2  He then goes on to comment on 

comparisons between a Neanderthal skull and a human skull and a lion skull (see following image). 
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http://thesubversivearchaeologist.blogspot.com/2011_11_20_archive.html
http://thesubversivearchaeologist.blogspot.com/2011_11_20_archive.html


ñSo, I thought I'd do a wee comparison between a modern day "top" carnivore and our cousin's, the 

Neanderthal, face. Do you see what I see in the image below? It looks as if the felid and the Neanderthal 

face have more in common than either has with the modern human. 

ñThe lion has a keen sense of smell. Which of the bipedal cousins do you think has the better sense of 

smell? Relative to the rest of the face, the big cat has a nasal aperture that's equivalent in size to that 

of the Neanderthal. Not so that of the modern-day hominid on the right. 

ñA cat can spot its prey from 3 km away. Can you? Do you think the Neanderthal could? 

ñThe cat has dagger-like fangs and molar teeth that would put a deli meat-slicer to shame. "Aha!" you 

might say, "that chap from Forbes quarry couldn't be as effective as the lion ˈ it doesn't have the 

appropriate dental accoutrements!" Umm. It's possible, isn't it, that all those flint flakes lying about 

came in handy for more than whittling?ò
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Top: Neanderthal and modern modern human. 

Bottom: African lion. 
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Images courtesy or Rob Gargett, http://thesubversivearchaeologist.blogspot.com 

In other words, much of the Neanderthal’s physiology, and presumably the behavior that one would associate with 

it, resemble that of the big cats more than that of humans.  Aside from a much heavier bone structure than ours, 

Neanderthals had the conical rib cages seen in primates that allow room for the huge upper body musculature of the 

great apes; our own cylindrical rib cages would get in the way of that musculature.  It’s worth noting too that 

Neanderthals were hunting large game animals, including mammoths and woolly rhinos, with thrusting spears; not 

too many humans would sign up for that.   

Neanderthals have been viewed as early humans rather than as advanced apes because of the sizes of their skulls 

and their bipedalism.  Nonetheless, studies of Neanderthal DNA in the late 1990s have indicated that Neanderthal 

DNA was almost exactly halfway between human DNA and that of a chimpanzee4.  That apparently has sent a lot 

of people back to the drawing board regarding the question of what these "people" actually looked like. 

Vendraminiôs Neanderthals 

Enter at this point one Danny Vendramini, a New Zealand scholar with a multidisciplinary background that 

includes filmmaking and evolutionary biology.  Vendramini has produced a theory featuring a radical new 

reconstruction of Neanderthals and a thesis claiming that predation by Neanderthals drove gracile (Skhul/Qafzeh) 

hominids into a very rapid process of evolution such as Stephen Gould and Niles Eldredge proposed, the end result 

being that those gracile hominids morphed into Cro-Magnon man.  Vendramini's study appears to begin with 

something that somebody should have noticed in the 1800s: 

 

 

 

This image and Neanderthal reconstructions courtesy www.themandus.org 

That is, aside from the substantially larger brain area, a Neanderthal skull is a near-perfect fit for an ape’s profile, 

while it is a bad fit for one of ours.  One assumes also that artists seeking to show the Neanderthal without a "snout" 

(prognathism), are generally showing Neanderthals looking down at their feet.   
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Vendramini commissioned a forensic artist to create a new Neanderthal reconstruction based on what skulls and 

bones actually indicate as well as a realistic assessment of the ice age conditions in which Neanderthals lived, the 

kinds of tools and weapons they used, and the kinds of hunting they engaged in.  He did not instruct the artist to 

create the most frightening monster ever yet seen; apparently he did not have to. 

 

Danny Vendraminiôs startling take on what a Neanderthal really looked like (Ice-Age fur coat removed for 

illustration purposes)! Picture courtesy of themandus.org. 

 



 

(Above) Danny Vendramini's Neanderthal reconstructions show the Neanderthal with a thick fur coat (top right), 

while the other images  show the creature without it for illustrative purposes.  A male human is included for 

comparison.  Images courtesy of www.themandus.org 

Cro-Magnon needles are not uncommon, while nobody has ever yet found the first Neanderthal needle.  A creature 

with a six inch long ice age fur coat plainly wouldn’t have required clothing or needles. 

Also, if the comparative human in that last image were about 5 feet and 8 inches tall, then a male Neanderthal could 

easily be 5 foot eight and weigh 300 pounds or more without any fat on him. That is a creature with physical 

strength and musculature far beyond anything a human could develop.  Lloyd Pye describes the contrast between 

our bones and those of the Neanderthal as similar to comparing broom sticks to shovel handles5. 

We view Vendramini's reconstructions to be substantially accurate.  The two very minor issues we have are the 

dark gray fur, which we believe should be reddish, and the slit eye pupils, which Vendramini assumes protected the 

huge eyes in daylight.  Due to the placing of Neanderthals in a period of time that we consider consistent with 

mankind’s purple dawn era, we assume that the creature never saw anything that we would call daylight and would 

subsequently have had no need of the slit eye pupils. 
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Vendramini's general theory involves several separate claims: 

¶ Neanderthals in Europe morphed into total carnivores and apex predators, while retaining their original 
primate appearance. 

¶ They developed huge nocturnal eyes and ice-age style fur. 

¶ A band of them found its way into the Levant and began preying on Skhul-Qafzeh hominids, driving the 

later to the ragged edge of extinction. 

¶ This pressure caused the Skhul-Qafzehs to morph into Cro Magnons as per the Gould/Eldredge version of 

evolution, in a very short period of time. 

¶ Cro Magnons then initiated an upper-paleolithic world war and extirpated all hominids from this planet, 

root and branch. 

 

Vendramini notes that the Skhul/Qafzeh hominids disappeared from the fossil record, and then the Cro Magnons 

appeared in the same region;  he reasonably enough (to an evolutionist at any rate) assumes that to mean that the 

population of gracile hominids had been driven down by Neanderthal predation to a very low number, likely under 

50 individuals, and then experienced a "speciation event" [evolutionist term for a miracle], which changed them 

into Cro-Magnons in too short a time period for anybody to measure.  

One thing scholars all agree on is that whatever caused Cro Magnon people to appear on this planet when they did 

was not gradual.  Vendramini ("Them and Us") notes
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: 

ñThe speed of the Upper Palaeolithic revolution in the Levant was also breathtaking. Anthropologists 

Ofer Bar-Yosef and Bernard Vandermeersch: 

ñBetween 40,000 and 45,000 years ago the material culture of western Eurasia changed 

more than it had during the previous million years. This efflorescence of technological and 

artistic creativity signifies the emergence of the first culture that observers today would 

recognise as distinctly human, marked as it was by unceasing invention and variety. During 

that brief period of 5,000 or so years, the stone tool kit, unchanged in its essential form for 

ages, suddenly began to differentiate wildly from century to century and from region to 

region. Why it happened and why it happened when it did constitute two of the greatest 

outstanding problems in paleoanthropology.ò 

Likewise
7
 Dwardu Cardona ("Flare Star"): 

"Where and how the Cro-Magnons first arose remains unknown.  Their appearance, however, coincided 

with the most bitter phase of the ice age.  There is, however, no doubt that they were more advanced, 

more sophisticated, than the Neanderthals with whom they shared the land.  Living in larger and more 

organized groups than had earlier humans, Cro Magnon peoples spread out until they populated most 

of the world.  Their tools, made of bone, stone, and even wood, were carved into harpoons, awls, and 

fish hooks.  They were presumably able hunters although, as with the Neanderthals, they would also 

have foraged to gather edible plants, roots, and wild vegetables.  The only problem here is that, as far 

as can be told, the Cro Magnons seem to have arrived on the scene without leaving a single trace of 

their evolutionary ancestors.  (emphasis ours)  'When the first Cro Magnons arrived in Europe some 

40,000 years ago', Ian Tattersall observed, 'they evidently brought with them more or less the entire 

panoply of behaviors that distinguishes modern humans from every other species that has ever existed.'" 
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Vendramini's thesis makes sense if you buy into his working assumptions, and if you ignore several problems 

which we view as insurmountable.   

There is the question of people being preyed on by a physically stronger adversary wanting to direct their own 

evolution towards gracility; in real life, they'd have tried to become heavier and stronger.  Vendramini's thesis 

requires them to become gracile and more adept at throwing things (having the kind of shoulders needed to hurl 

things) and then invent javelins; in real life, that's needing to get lucky one too many times without having time for 

it.  

There is another problem in that the first evidence of modern humans on this planet includes fine artwork replete 

with astonishingly good representations of ice age animals on cave walls in multiple colors.  Nothing of that sort is 

associated with any apes or hominids on this planet including the gracile hominids of the Levant.  Vendramini 

claims that the Levantine hominids had spent their final 50,000 years prior to morphing into Cro Magnons, being 

preyed upon and attempting, consciously or otherwise, to channel their own evolution into a form capable of 

defeating the Neanderthals.  If doing that required mastering fine arts including upper paleolithic versions of the 

Sistine chapel, then some evidence of it from the 50,000 year run up to this would remain. So far there is no 

evidence on the planet of hominid artworks. 

There is a related problem in that Cro-Magnon art includes self-portraits and those self-portraits are most definitely 

depicting modern humans and not any sort of a gracile hominid in the process of becoming modern humans (see 

images below). 

 

Cro-Magnon sculptures (images public domain) 

Vendramini describes the change from gracile hominids to Cro-Magnons as being generally driven by a need of the 

former to differentiate themselves from the latter.  The problem is that a number of the things that those gracile 

hominids would have lost in this process are things that a land prey animal needs to survive in the world; one of the 

most important being a decent sense of smell, and we view the loss of that is an insurmountable problem for the 

theory.  This presents no problem for Elaine Morgan's aquatic ape thesis of course since an aquatic mammal clearly 

has little if any need for a sense of smell. On the other hand, for a land prey species to LOSE its sense of smell 

would be maladaptive and would doom the species. There would be similar questions of such hominids losing their 



fur while an Ice Age was going on and losing their night vision in an age when night was the only time of day that 

there was, which we will see in the next chapter. 

There is one other insurmountable problem that we discuss in an appendix of this book dealing with evidence for an 

advanced civilization on Mars in past ages.  Suffice it to say that there are a number of face images to be seen on 

the Martian surface and that those faces are those of modern humans.  Vendramini's thesis in combination with the 

law of averages would require Cro-Magnons to be the first time modern humans had ever appeared in the universe. 

We view the evidence that Vendramini presents as indicating that the gracile hominids of the Levant became 

extinct and that Cro-Magnons shortly afterwards came to the same region.  For all of the problems with his general 

theory, however, we view this theory as the closest which anybody is ever likely to achieve to a workable theory of 

hominid to human evolution.  Vendramini’s book contains a great deal of useful information and anybody with 

more than a passing interest in Neanderthal/hominid topics should have a copy. 

Elaine Morgan’s Aquatic Ape Theory 

The other strong thesis for explaining the origin of modern humans is the aquatic ape theory and the name most 

commonly associated with that is Elaine Morgan.  Morgan is certainly an evolutionist but her theory does not strike 

us as much of an advertisement for evolution or for evolutionism; she basically lays out reasons for believing that 

humans are primarily adapted to an aquatic life without offering much of an explanation regarding a process that 

might have created those adaptations.   

Morgan describes a sizeable number of human features that appear to be adaptations for aquatic life and most of 

which we share with the aquatic mammals.  Voluntary control of our breathing is an example.  That is basically an 

adaptation for swimming; we take it for granted but monkeys and apes don't have it, and that is the only reason that 

chimpanzees and gorillas cannot be taught to speak English; they can be taught to communicate using deaf signs 

fairly easily. 

The most obvious visual difference between us and primates is the fact of our legs being our major limbs; that is 

basically an adaptation for swimming and wading.   

Face to face sex is a behavioral characteristic of aquatic mammals.  If any land animals other than humans do this, 

it’s very rare. 

Then there is the attribute of human fat, which Morgan describes thusly8: 

“The Humans are by far the fattest primates; we have ten times as many fat cells in our bodies as would be 

expected in an animal of our size. 

 

“There are two kinds of animals which tend to acquire large deposits of fat - hibernating ones and aquatic 

ones. In hibernating mammals the fat is seasonal; in most aquatic ones, as in humans it is present all the 

year round. Also, in land mammals, fat tends to be stored internally, especially around the kidneys and 

intestines; in aquatic mammals and in humans a higher proportion is deposited under the skin. 
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“It is unlikely that early man would have evolved this feature after moving to the plains and becoming a 

hunter, because it would have slowed him down. No land-based predator can afford to get fat. Our tendency 

to put on fat is likelier to be an inheritance from an earlier aquatic phase of our evolution. It is true that 

some apes, especially in captivity, may put on weight, but we still differ from them in two important ways. 

One is that they are never born fat. All infant primates except our own are slender; their lives may depend 

on their ability to cling to their mothers and support their whole weight with their fingers. Our own babies 

accumulate fat even before birth and continue to grow fatter for several months afterwards. Some of this fat 

is white fat, and that is extremely rare in new-born mammals. White fat is not much good for supplying 

instant heat and energy. It is good for insulation in water, and for giving buoyancy. 

 

“The other difference is that in our case the subcutaneous fat is bonded to the skin. When an anatomist 

skins a cat or rabbit or chimpanzee, any superficial fat deposits remain attached to the underlying tissues. In 

the case of humans, the fat comes away with the skin, just as it does in aquatic species like dolphins, seals, 

hippos and manatees.” 

 

There was the gigantic problem mentioned above in that virtually all land prey species have senses of smell that are 

at least adequate in warning them of approaching danger, while the human sense of smell is borderline worthless.  

That has to be viewed as a fatal flaw not only for Vendramini's theory but for any theory of modern humans 

evolving on land.  However, it is what you would expect given the aquatic thesis for the development of modern 

man. 

Morgan generally describes a large number of such characteristics and, in contrast to the situation with 

Vendramini's theory, we see only one meaningful problem with Elaine Morgan's (aside from the fact that no 

evidence of such an aquatic ape has ever turned up):  basically, during the time in which man is supposed to have 

lived on this planet, there has never been a body of water on this planet that would be safe for humans to live in.  

At least as a description of primary human adaptations, the aquatic ape hypothesis is completely believable, other 

than that it requires a planet other than this one in order to happen.  The planet that the hypothesis requires 

would be a wet and safe planet, without sea monsters, malarial mosquitoes, crocodiles, hippos, or any of the 

myriad reasons why humans do not live in water today.  It would also help if the water were predominantly 

fresh rather than salty. 

Humans do not swim as efficiently as fish or other marine mammals and require more energy in order to swim, and 

that sort of energy generally comes from sugar.  You would assume that the original human diet on a safe and 

watery planet would have been a combination of shellfish, fish, and fruit; and you would assume that the human 

taste for sweet things arises from the original fruit component of our diet and the primordial need for sugar.  

Shellfish may have been the more major source of protein; humans can easily deal with shellfish with our hands, 

while catching fish without the benefit of technology would be more difficult. 

The taste for protein and sweet things remains, other food items that have been added to our diet over the ages are 

less than natural.  

The affinity humans have with the ocean has been one of the great factors in sculpting human development since 

primordial times.  Most of our major cities now stand on the shore of some body of water and ‘going to the beach’ 

is a worldwide trait amongst humans vacationing.  Yet another measure of the extent to which humans still prefer 

living near water today can be had from the fact that something like 80% of the targets that the US military might 

ever want to engage were said to have been within the 25 mile range of the guns of the Iowa class battleships, that 

is, within 25 miles of some shoreline. 



Summary and Takeaways from this Chapter 
The two versions of a theory of human evolution that come closest to being plausible are those of Danny Vendramini  

(Neanderthal predation theory) and Elaine Morgan (aquatic ape theory).   

Vendramini’s reconstructions and descriptions of Neanderthals are perfectly believable.  His claim of gracile 

(Skhul/Qafzeh) hominids being driven by predation pressure from Neanderthals into an accelerated process of 

evolution into Cro-Magnon people is not believable.  There is no evidence of it and too many of the things that would 

be lost in such a process are things that are altogether necessary for a land prey species to survive.  In fact for any 

hominid to have evolved into Cro Magnon man via any version of evolution, that hominid would need to: 

¶ Have lost his fur coat while an Ice Age was going on. 

¶ Have lost almost all of his sense of smell while trying to make it as a land prey species. 

¶ Have lost almost all of his night vision in an age when night was the only time of day to be had. 

If that doesn’t sound like a formula for success to you, you’re not alone.  We view Danny Vendramini’s theory as the 

closest anybody is ever likely to come to a workable hominid-to-human evolutionary scheme but, again in our view, it 

doesn’t really work. 

If you ignore the question of how apes or hominids might evolve into an aquatic or quasi-aquatic species, then Elaine 

Morgan’s ideas concerning the conditions under which modern humans originally lived seem quite workable; humans 

actually do share a large number of characteristics with the aquatic mammals.  The main problem is that there has 

never been a body of water on this planet that would be safe for humans to live in. 

Morgan’s thesis appears to require a planet other than this one; that planet needs to be a wet world and it needs to be 

generally lacking in aquatic creatures that would be disposed to eat humans. 



 


