


evidence we have already presented in validating
our belief modern humans evolved in Australia is
extensive, and it doesn't end with a few genes
being shared near and far. It was from this
country art, music, religion, democracy,
astronomy, navigation, gender equality and all
the nobler pursuits that enlighten, was exported
so long ago.

Some of the research to be discussed certainly is more
of the same, but on this occasion we intend to add a few
new contributions then try and establish an overview of
the entire Indo-Pacific region. In doing so, we have
already initiated proceedings through establishing an
Australian foundation as the beginning place. The next
step is to investigate nine locations/genetic sources
which justify our belief that humanity began in Australia
and that this genetic and esoteric seed was exported
from Australia as Original mariners sailed throughout
the Indo-Pacific Rim. Make no mistake the genetic
imprint of the Original people is ancient, butitis not a

historic relic and still exists to this day.

The exodus of the first Original Homo sapiens sapiens
begun hundreds of thousands of years ago and spread
to all parts of the Indo-Pacific Rim. The problem is that
no matter how strong the evidence supplied through
genetics and bones, the very best we will get from
official channels is that this is all ancient history, even if
it did happen, it is a story is long gone. Today's attitude
towards history has a time-line that begins when
humans began to gather yet again into concentrated
clusters of settlement around 7,000 years ago.
Whatever happened earlier, just doesn't register on the
historical radar. Before that historic turning point there
is talk of caves and a nomadic lifestyle overlaid with
innuendos suggesting a less intelligent hairy clientele.
With no building, metropolis or machinery to admire
these assumed sins of technological omission have
sadly lead to a situation where what happened then is no

longer relevant, and somewhat of an embarrassment.
Therefore, if the Original people were prominent in
ancient world affairs, it merely comes from aless
informed and intelligent setting, and fortunately we have



moved forward since then.

Moreover, if the Original people had sailed to distant
locations there should be archaeological proof in print.
A simple inspection of any accredited text or academic
book will find no entry that supports such a radical
proposition. So with no published proof of earlier
Original mariners sailing the globe, and if by some
remote chance it did occur, having taken place in less
cultured and cruder times, either way such an event is of

less consequence.

Those objections are wrong on so many levels, the most
pressing error relates to timing. The critics are assuming
that if any contact did take place, the genetic evidence is
long gone and view any associated mathematics
beginning with four noughts and more. We disagree, and
are absolutely confident there is enough science
wrapped around one nought found within our personal
time-line without needing to look further back.

Twelve Steps Towards the Original Truth

In maintaining our decision to reverse parameters and
sequence, we will now begin our personal Original
time-line with the most recent area of genetic research,’
or perhaps surrender might be a more appropriate
description. Past that point we will travel further down
an Original road that runs well into five noughts and
possibly more, but we do not need one nought in reply,
as all entrants came to our attention over the past nine
years. This may surprise many, but the truth of the
matter is that there is 3 bounty of rigorous science
which has identified solid connections through Original
mitochondrial DNA, Y Chromosomes, historical records
and cranial measurements to people who were, or still
are, living in North America, South America, Mongolia,
Siberia, Japan, Malaysia, Andaman Islands and India.

Step 1: The White Flag-(This came to our attention
within the last three months.)

Finally after two decades of denial or obfuscation to an



increasing influx of scientific papers and discoveries
that run counter to prevailing theories of human
evolution, one of the most influential proponents of the
current explanation of modern humanity evolving in
Africa between 150-200,000 years ago, has publicly
conceded that this date and place has been proven to be
manifestly false.

Professor Chris Stringer’'s (London Natural History

Museum) presentation at the 5t

Annual Meeting of the
European Society for the Study of Human Evolution
(ESHE) was the final concession that the current theory
of human evolution was drastically in need of a total
revision. The discovery of an ancestor to the
Neanderthals, who was walking on this planet between
300-400,000 years ago in Spain, means that the
accepted division of hominids that led to Neanderthals,
Denisovans, Red Deer Cave Man, Homo Enigma and an
assortment of related hominids had to take place not
200,000 years ago, as assumed, but more like
400,000-500,000 years ago. 'That would mean that the
ancestors of humans were already wandering down a
solitary path apart from the other kinds of archaic
humans on the planet 100,000 to 400,000 years earlier
than expected.” (1)

Stringer saw this unfolding discovery as a mixed
blessing and certainly was not enamoured by the fact
that the genetic reputation of academia’s popular choice,
the Out-of-Africa theory, was now in tatters. As
Stringer lamented, "But it's not all good news: From my
point of view, it pushes back the origin of H. sapiens
from the Neandertals and Denisovans.” (2) What it also
does confirm is that not only is the dating of the genesis
of Homo sapiens is out by hundreds of thousands of
years, but so too the location this occurred is no longer
secure. Everything is back on drawing board, and most
certainly Australia is the most credentialed candidate.
Even if we are mistaken, the expert’s choice is obviously
in error as "the possibility that humans were a distinct

group so early shakes up the human tree, promising to



lead to a new debate about when and where the
branches belong.” (3)

What Stringer did not know when admitting mainstream
science had completely misunderstood how and when
modern humans evolved, is that more recent
archaeology found in Spain has only extended the
seminal date when homo sapiens sapiens became a
separate hominid strand. The researchers in Spain have
genetically identified relatives "to early Neandertals™ (4)
which has been dated at 430,000 years old. Because of
this sensational date they were forced to concede that
the early divergence of hominid strands occurred
550,000 to 750,000 years ago. (5) This is an extension
on Stringer's recalibration in timing of up to 250,000
years on the assumed maximum date, and we have no
doubt further research will see that date continue to
increase.

With the white flag waving now is the time to begin this
new debate, and Australia will be the pivotal talking
point when relocating where.

Step 2: Point Ritchie-the Final Nail in the Coffin of the
Out-of-Africa Theory-(This came to our attention
within the last five months.)

Highly respected archaeologist, Jim Bowler, along with a
host of mainstream experts, will assure any that ask
that sometime between 50-60,000 years ago modern
humans who sailed from Africa stepped ashore
somewhere at the Top End, then slowly spread along the
northern coast line of Australia. Understandably
referred to as island hoppers and sailors, according to
the accepted version of events, this was the very first
time boats sailed across oceans to new continents.
These strangers from Africa slowly inched along the
coastline, if for no other reason than the flora and fauna
inland was so foreign, while the resources from the
shore and in the ocean was simply more of the same and
required skills they already possessed.

It took close to 20,000 years to reach the southern



extremes of the continent, and once the entire coast
was settled movement up major river courses was the
next stage of settlement, and was then followed by
some more adventurous souls moving the drier
locations. Under these agreed conditions of settlement,
it has always been assumed that humans first reached
Tasmania and Victoria about 40,000 years ago.

That was Jim Bowler's expectation and time-line, as it
was all proponents of the mainstream understanding of
ancient history, but all of this is yesterday’s news and no
longer makes any sense. We have no doubt Bowler is
still locked into a permanent state of inertia verging on
denial as he tries to come to grips with the results of his
investigation replete with dating techniques and
methods he personally endorsed.

Despite Bowler's expectations material taken from a
midden from Point Ritchie was reliably dated to be
80,000 to 90,000 years old. Despite the impeccable
science Bowler still has reservations in regard to the
disturbing timing and wants more. He advised caution as
the date is so outside comfort zones and felt once
another discovery with six figures is confirmed he would
be more predisposed to agree. What is a touch puzzling
is that Bowler, along with Gurdup Singh and Peter
Ouwendyke, presented a joint paper on their work on a
core sample taken at the Great Barrier Reef in 1983
which they proposed dated human activity through
fire-stick farming back to 186,000 years.

Obviously an oversight or another example of selective
amnesia, the reality of the science at hand is that Bowler
has no choice but to accept the credentials of his own
work, then grapple with either a new minimum African
entry date of no less than 100,000 years, or that there
was never an entry date, only a time of first exit from
Australia.

Step 3: Original Plus Mongol Equals Ainu-(This came to
our attention within the last six months.)

For quite some time we have been aware of an intimate






Mongoloids,” (6) nevertheless, despite that void he felt
“it is probable, at least, that they represent a side-branch
of the Austral-Caucasians.” (7) He felt that "the
prominence of the cheek bones (which begins in the
primitive Australian type)’ (8) along with "the
proportions of the limbs” (9) were Original traits that
spread throughout Asia.

Since that proposal there has been an abundance of
confirming evidence. The oldest Homo sapiens sapiens
yet found in Asia was found at Perak Cave, Malaysia and
is dated at a little over 10,000 years and is agreed to
have the physical features of an Original man, and has
not been classified as Asian.

And nor are the Ainu of the same ancestry of all
present-day Asians. " the truth is that the Australoid is
the dominant Asian phenotype. All Asians were
Australoids until recently... clearly there are still some
Australoids in SE Asia such as Negrito people of
Malaysia, Thailand (Mani), The Philippines (the Agta) and
Indonesia and the Senoi of Thailand but these are the
minority."(10) In recent times it has become official with
the dilemma of ancestry now clear, that the Ainu race
are a mixture of Australian Original and Mongolian
genes. A review of recent genetic study of the Ainu by
researcher Robert Lindsay confirmed that "the Ainu are
indeed cold adapted. Ainuid Australoid types were
widespread over much of Asia from 9,000- 2,000
years."(11)

Step 4: Adam Never Lived in Africa-(This came to our
attention nine months ago.)

If Eve did by some remote chance live in Africa, then she
had been involved in a long-distance relationship
between continents, because Adam never walked one
step in or near Africa. A recent and extensive study of
the Y Chromosomes of males throughout the planet, of
which the main focus was to test the validity of the
Out-of-Africa theory, was unequivocal in determining
that there is no African genetic input in the genesis of



any male lineage outside Africa.

The brief of the Russian researchers was ambitious to
say the least. Through the collection and comparison of
a large number of Y Chromosomes, they hoped to
idenﬁfy the common genetic male father who sired the
first modern human with his partner ‘Eve.’ In doing so
they hoped to test the credentials of the Out-of-Africa
theory, of which they made clear in their introductory
remarks, has recently been challenged and its credentials
were rightly called into question.

What originaily convinced Anatole Klyosov and Igor
Rozhanskii to go to so much trouble in analysing a
considerable collection of male genetic material (Y
Chromosomes), is the fact that so many recent studies
called into question fundamental principles of the
Out-of-Africa theory. As the authors noted, Thanks
largely in part to geneticists, the "Out of Africa” concept
was popularized during the last two decades, yet it was
never directly proven.”(12)

What the researchers found after comparing African
and non-African male Y Chromosomes was that the
findings "offers evidence to re-examine the validity of
the "Out of Africa’ concept.” (13} As far as they
concerned the genetic credentials of this popular theory
accounting for the emergence of Homo sapiens sapiens
in Africa 150,000 to 200,000 years ago is in tatters.
Their analysis of the data found that "a more plausible
interpretation might have been that both current
Africans and non-Africans descended separately from a
more commaon ancient ancestor, thus providing a
proverbial fork. A region where this downstream
common ancestor arose would not necessarily be in
Africa. In fact, it was never proven that he lived in
Africa.” (14)

In seeking out where exactly "he” (15) originated the
researchers analysed the results of the most extensive
and convincing survey yet conducted in comparing the
characteristics of the Y Chromosomes of over 400









residence around 500,000 years ago. It was difficult
enough trying to explain an undeniable genetic link to
the Denisovans, who were in Siberia nearly 100,000
years ago, but to multiply the timing by five and
re-position the same genetic stock thousands of
kilometres to the west, complicates matters. How can
the Original people, who are supposed to come into
existence fifty to sixty thousand years ago in an
isolated southern continent, be so closely and intimately
related to hominids that are at least 500,000 years old?
The numbers do not add up and common sense is the
first casualty of this equation. Logic demands that since
every endorsed account of Original settlement insists
that once reaching Australia the African Homo sapiens
sapiens remained isolated, and it is universally agreed
that the Denisovans never reached Australia, therefore,
someone moved/sailed camp. Since the experts stand
united in insisting that the sailing of ocean-going boats
across the seas is the province of Homo sapiens
sapiens, then what option do we have in filling this
vacuum, other than suggesting the Original Homo
sapiens sapiens mariners were solely responsible?

Step 6: A Chilean History Lesson with a Mayan
Sub-plot-(This came to our attention two and a half
years ago.)

A few years ago we had the privilege of meeting a
charming gentleman who was (and hopefully still is) the
Chilean Ambassador to Australia. What immediately
struck us was how progressive and spiritual this person
is and in particular, his account of how one controversial
subject is addressed and taught in every Chilean
classroom.

At every school in Chile when the children study their
origins and ancient history, all are taught of a theory
that espouses an Australian presence in Chile and
throughout South America taking place tens of
thousands of years ago. it is suggested that the Original
mariners basically hitched' a ride on the 'Roaring Forties.’
Under favourable conditions the children in Chilean












combined paper, David Reich (Harvard Medical School,
Professor of Genetics), along with all the team
members, were totally unprepared for the results. He
openly conceded it was "an unexpected and somewhat
confusing result.” (20) The problem was no matter how
hard they tried to recorrect or find an oversight it got
worse. Reich tried to make this inconvenient finding
disappear, admitting that they "spent a really long time
trying to make this result go away and it just got
stronger.” (21)

So rigorous was the science and compelling in a direct
genetic connection to Sahul (Australia and Papua New
Guinea) and the people of the Andaman Islands, the
researchers are now in agreement that these people in
the Amazon are so distinct they represent a different
racial group that also migrated to America in ancient
times. Pontus Skoglund, first author of the paper and a
postdoctoral researcher in the Reich laboratory, not
only concedes that there are "two founding populations
of the Americas,” (22) but is unable to determine "the
order, the time separation or the geographical patterns.”
(23)

The only certainty their paper can testify to is that
Original people and genes were in America at a time with
five figures. Dr. Walter Neves has 55 Original skulls
found in Brazil and quite a few are at least 10,000 years
old, and some much older. Qutside sailing across the
ocean the only other means of transportation is
swimming in the water or walking on, and if proven to
have sailed to America, all the points on the way are
equally accessible.

Far any predisposed towards assuming that this genetic
relationship is a bizarre mutation restricted to an
isolated section of the Amazonian rainforest we
suggest they hold judgment. Original genes were spread
throughout the continent of America. Then something
happened, because as of today outside these tribal
people in Brazil, the remainder are gone. Some

commentators, often with an agenda, claim that the first
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"Several dozen Pericu skulls,"(27) which are normally
stored at the "Regional Museum of La Paz in Baja
California Sur in Mexico and the National Museum of
Anthropology and History in Mexico City,"(28) were
recently allowed to be examined in detail.

"They turn out to be something far more enigmatic. What
they are is still not entirely clear but they do not seem to
be Amerind . . . Their closest relatives seem to be the
Fuegians, the Australians, some Papua-New Guineans
and the other populations of Pacific and Indian Ocean
areas.(29)

As to determining the intricate and personal details that
constitute daily life the first settlers adopted, many
clues and potential links can be found when examining
evidence gathered in the most heavily researched
pre-Clovis settlement: the Pericu of California. Silvia
Gonzales is convinced these people are direct
descendants of the first mariners, certain that they
came “from the same lineage as modern Australian
Aborigines."(30) So confident Gonzales is in her
conclusions, she provided a hypothetical, and entirely
consistent, navigational chart and itinerary, supplying a
potential route and stop-over points taken from
Australia that led to the final destination: Baja. She
suggested that "they could have come out of Australia,
hopped along Japan and the Aleutian Islands, and
followed the coast to America . .. Baja California was
like a cul-de-sac, where they got trapped.” (31)
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artistic and lithic tradition."(4 1) Cardich suggested the
belief in an initial Australian immigration could lead onto
"profound research.’(42)

We believe the only question left to resolve no longer
relates to who, but what. It would seem the Aboriginal
people were the first colonists, and it appears there is
now only one remnant population of the Aboriginal
descendants, which leads us to ask what happened.
Some commentators, such as Lowell Ponte, accept
Australia as the country of origin, but suggested their
demise was the result of "genocide."(43) The B.B.C.
documentary, "Asian Voices: Hunt for the First
Americans” came to the same conclusion, alleging that
the "mongoloid people from the north invaded and wiped
out the original Americans. (44)

We are not swayed by these proposals. Genocide implies
that the complete and systematic eradication of an
entire race occurred throughout the continent. The
continuing presence of the Uro people at Lake Titicaca
until very recent times (early 1900) and the continued
existence of the Amazonian tribes dismisses the notion
of an enforced extinction,

These raft people who literally lived on the lake, were
yet another classic example of what it wastobe g

pariah in your home estate, The Uro claim they
descended “from the people that built Tiahuanaco's
civilization. (45) Other Indians believed their "blood was
black’(46) and that they could not "drown nor be struck
by lightning."(47) The Uro did not consider themselves to
be related to any others and "did not consider
themselves human, neither did the other indians
concede them that quality."(48)

The term Uro, according to the local dialect, means
“rustic, dirty, and stupid."(49) An account of the first
contact between the Spanish and the Uro highlights the
divide. Their language was described as an "ugly,
guttural, and vulgar tongue, the most difficult to fearnin

the whole kingdom."(50) This race, which was



"dolichocephalitic and much darker than their
brachycephalic neighbors”, (51) were regarded with
"contempt.” (52)

They were portrayed with exactly the same descriptors
as those attributed to the Australian Originals by their
invaders. Those in control, the media and even Charles
Darwin were responsible for creating an intolerant
atmosphere. The Original race of Australia was
conveniently transformed into "monkeys,” (53) "black
animals,” (54) "filthy” (55) and unworthy of ownership.
The dialects of the Original language were most
assuredly described by some as a guttural tongue, which
is undeniably one of the most difficult language groups
to master.

The Original people lived a hunter-gatherer lifestyle, and,
as it was with the Uro, are darker than the second wave
of immigrants. Perhaps if seeking a genetic link to the
Original people in the American continent, these people
are yet another promising area to investigate. The links
are strong and according to Lowell Ponte, "All history
texts and curricula should be re-written immediately to
reflect the nobility of these black first Americans.” (56)

Archaeologists and commentators sympathetic to
Ponte's point of view were certainly not originally
seeking an answer of this complexity. Gonzales finds
the outcome unpalatable and, according to Professor
Clive Gamble of Southampton University, these
discoveries will necessitate creating "a completely new
map of the world and how we peopled it." (57) The tone
of all reports makes it clear the outcomes were not
matched by anyone’s original expectations and many are
still unsure of the ramifications, yet are obligated to
report this.

Step 11: Tierra Del Fuego-~(This came to our attention
five years ago.)

Way back when we first began to look at America and
the steady trickle of intriguing archaeology, we were

already aware of the enigmatic Indigenous people of















errors made. Cann was the first to see the error of their
ways and in a sampling of the blood of "112 humans,
including twelve Australian Aborigines (sic), all from
Western Australia.” (65) She found that "mitochondrial
DNA puts the origin of Homo sapiens much further back
and indicates that the Australian Aborigines (sic) arose
400,000 years ago from two distinct lineages, far
earlier than any other racial group.” (66) Quite simply the
Australia mtDNA "has a much higher number of
mutations than any other racial group,” (67) while their
original paper assumed the exact opposite was the case.

So concerned was the senior partner of this paper, Alan
Wilson came to Australia twice in the mid-80's and in
total collected 31 blood samples from full-descent
Original men and women. Wilson found Cann was
definitely right, the amount of genetic variation and
associated antiquity was without parallel. When both
studies were put together they found "that the
Australians split off from the common ancestor about
400,000 years ago. By the same theory, the Mongoloids
originated about 100,000 years ago, and the Negroid
and Caucasian groups about 40,000 years ago.” (68) In
Wilson and Cann'’s joint paper their molecular clock’s
timing is dependent upon the African genes being three
times more complex and older. The reality is that the
Original genes are ten times older which means they
miscalculated by a factor of thirty.

With all the data in and blood samples analysed and
compared, Wilson had no choice but to dismiss his
earlier work as a poor piece of science. He knew this
inconvenient finding would win no friends, nevertheless,
he admitted that "it seems too far out to admit, but while
Homo erectus was muddling along in the rest of the
world, a few erectus had got to Australia and did
something dramatically different-not even with stone
tools-but it is here that Homo sapiens emerged and
evolved.” (69)

In Total ...
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