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Hundreds of scientists are working to
assemble man’s scattered past.

The hardest problem is to get every
possible bit of meaning out of a jaw-
bone from an African site, a skull cap
from English gravel, or bones of two
dozen individuals from a Chinese cave.

An international conference offers a
rare chance for experts to talk together,
and iron out differences of opinion.

Experimental Men

Discoveries show plainly that Nature
long ago produced a number of experi-
mental types of mankind. Only the
species called Homo sapiens, meaning
wise or intelligent man, has survived.

We are probably not looking at a
direct ancestor, when we stare curiously
at a restoration bust of one of the most
famous experimental man-creatures,
such as the Piltdown dawn man, found
in England, or Peking Man, China’s
oldest known inhabitant.

Heidelberg Man, known only by a
brutish jaw, is another of the discarded
experiments. As for Java Man, or
Pithecanthropus, most noted of all the
ancients, the latest pronouncement on
him is that he was probably not a man
after all, but an ape—a superior sort
of gibbon. He lived in trees, walked on
all fours part of the time, at least, and
while his brain was bigger than that of
any known ape, yet this ancient speci-
men did not talk or think man-
fashion. This verdict by Prof. Eugene
Dubois may, if generally accepted, re-
move old Pithecanthropus from the
gallery of prehistoric notables, entirely.

To look at the oldest recognized di-
rect ancestor of modern man, you have
to be content with observing the jaw
of Kanam Man, found in Africa by a
British scientist, Dr. J. S. B. Leakey.
And, at that, you may keep mental res-
ervations about relationship to this fos-
sil, because not all scientists agree with
Dr. Leakey’s verdict that this Kanam
Man is directly ancestral to Homo
sapiens and at the same time half a
million years old.

When dates are quoted at more than
10,000 years or so back, America is con-
spicuously left out of the argument. Not
a trace of a dawn man or woman has
ever been found on these shores.

The leading candidate for title of
earliest known American is Minnesota
Man. Twenty thousand years are as
much as Prof. A. E. Jenks of the Uni-
versity of Minnesota claims for the
antiquity of this skeleton, which makes
the New World seem new indeed, by
anthropological standards.
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LARGEST PORTABLE TELESCOPE

A telescope’s location, as well as its size, is important.

Cornell takes pride in

the world’s largest portable telescope, whose 24-inch diameter mirror is shown

above.

William T. Thomas, retired Ithaca business man, who spent months

grinding its delicate surface, is inspecting his handiwork. No single part of the
completed telescope will weigh more than 20 pounds.

ANTHROPOLOGY

Peking Man’s Own Jaws

Argue His Primitiveness

EKING Man’s own jaws argue in

favor of his position as one of the
most primitive of all human types—per-
haps even the most primitive. Evidence
based on the study of eleven frag-
mentary Sinanthropus jawbones is pre-
sented by Dr. Franz Weidenreich of
Peiping Union Medical College in a
special publication of the National
Geological Survey of China.

Dr. Weidenreich compares the Pek-
ing jaws in a number of respects with
the jawbones of modern Chinese on
the one hand and with the jawbones
of several primitive human races, and
of anthropoid apes, on the other. In
practically every point studied—general
massiveness, size and shape of teeth,
angle between the halves of the jaw,
and so on—Peking Man, though still
undoubtedly human, shows more
simian characters in his jaw than other
human beings. Sinanthropus was as
little like the modern Chinese as can
well be imagined.

Particular contrasts between Peking
Man and the modern Chinese are found

at opposite ends of the jaw. At the
back, the part of the jaw that rises to
hinge against the skull is almost ver-
tical in Peking Man—a decidedly
gorilla-like character. In modern Chi-
nese there is a very pronounced back-
slope—an angle of 125 degrees, in-
stead of almost 90 degrees as in the
ancient jaws.

Even more pronounced is the con-
trast in the matter of chins. Peking
Man simply had no chin at all; his jaw
curved sharply back from the base of
his front teeth. With this receding chin
and an equally receding brow, Peking
Man must have had just about as
rugged-looking a face as a round Chi-
nese teapot. In strong contrast with this
is the sharply-jutting chin that adorns
the modern Chinese jawbone. It might
be summed up by saying that Peking
Man had a powerful jaw and an exceed-
ingly weak chin, while the modern
Chinese has a jaw of only moderate
strength but a rather well developed
chin.
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