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Article In Brief...
If God alone is worthy of worship, and if Jesus—the sinless Savior—ever willingly accepted worship, then Jesus
is divine. Jehovah’s Witnesses contend that Jesus never
actually accepted worship. In truth, however, both the
Scriptures and Jehovah’s Witnesses’ early writings testify
to the serious error they now espouse.

A

CCORDING to Jehovah’s
Witnesses, “Jesus is not God,”

and thus should not be worshiped by Christians. The Watchtower,
a magazine published twice a month
by Jehovah’s Witnesses, has repeatedly
made such claims through the years.
I n their September 15, 2005 issue,
for example, they stated quite simply
that the Scriptures “show that Jesus
is not God Almighty.” The Jehovah’s
Witnesses’ official Web site (jw.org),
which republishes many items from
The Watchtower, briefly answers the
question “Do Jehovah’s Witnesses
Believe in Jesus?,” concluding, “we do
not worship Jesus, as we do not believe
that he is Almighty God” (2015). After
all, allegedly “in his prehuman existence,
Jesus was a created spirit being…. Jesus
had a beginning and could never be
coequal with God in power or eternity”
(“What Does the Bible…?,” 2000, emp.
added). The October 15, 2004 issue
of The Watchtower concluded a section about Jesus not being the true
God with these words: “Jehovah, and
no one else, is ‘the true God and life

everlasting.’ He alone is worthy to receive
exclusive worship from those whom
he created.—Revelation 4:11” (p. 31).
Since God alone is worthy of worship,
and since Jehovah’s Witnesses believe
that Jesus is only an angel and not God
(see “The Truth About Angels,” 1995),
He allegedly should not be worshiped.

GOD ALONE IS WORTHY OF WORSHIP

T

HERE is no argument over the fact

that God alone is worthy of worship.
Jehovah revealed His will to Moses on
Mt. Sinai, saying, “You shall have no
other gods before Me. You shall not
make for yourself a carved image—any
likeness of anything that is in heaven
above, or that is in the earth beneath,
or that is in the water under the earth;
you shall not bow down to them nor
serve them. For I, the Lord your God,
am a jealous God” (Exodus 20:3-5).
Regarding the Gentiles who were sent
to live in Samaria after the Assyrians
conquered the Northern Kingdom of
Israel, the Bible says:
To this day they continue practicing
the former rituals; they do not fear
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the Lord, nor do they follow their
statutes or their ordinances, or the
law and commandment which the
Lord had commanded the children of
Jacob, whom He named Israel, with
whom the Lord had made a covenant
and charged them, saying: “You shall
not fear other gods, nor bow down
to them nor serve them nor sacrifice
to them; but the Lord, who brought
you up from the land of Egypt with
great power and an outstretched arm,
Him you shall fear, Him you shall
worship, and to Him you shall
offer sacrifice” (2 Kings 17:34-36,
emp. added).

The Bible reveals time and again that
God alone is to be worshiped. Luke
recorded that King Herod was eaten
with worms because, instead of glorifying God Almighty, he allowed the
people to glorify him as a god (Acts
12:21-23). Herod’s arrogant spirit
stands in direct contrast to the reaction
that Paul and Barnabas had when the
citizens of Lystra attempted to worship them (Acts 14:8-18). After Paul
healed a man who had been crippled
from his birth, the people of Lystra
shouted: “The gods have come down
to us in the likeness of men.” They even
called Paul and Barnabas by the names
of their gods (Hermes and Zeus), and
sought to worship them with sacrifice.
Had these two preachers had the same
arrogant spirit as Herod, they would
have accepted worship, and felt as if
they deserved such honor. Instead, these
Christian men “tore their clothes and
ran in among the multitude, crying out
and saying, ‘Men, why are you doing
these things? We also are men with
the same nature as you’” (Acts 14:15).
Paul recognized that it is unlawful
for humans to worship other humans,
and thus sought to turn the people’s
attention toward God, and away from
himself.
The Bible also reveals that man must
refrain from worshiping angels. When
the apostle John fell down to worship before the feet of the angel who
had revealed to him the message of
Revelation, the angel responded, saying, “See that you do not do that. For
I am your fellow servant, and of your

brethren the prophets, and of those who
keep the words of this book. Worship
God” (Revelation 22:9, emp. added;
cf. 19:10). Angels, idols, and humans
are all unworthy of the reverent worship that is due only to God. As Jesus
reminded Satan: “It is written, ‘You
shall worship the Lord your God, and
Him only you shall serve’” (Matthew
4:10, emp. added).

T

JESUS ACCEPTED WORSHIP

HE dilemma in which Jehovah’s
Witnesses find themselves is that
they believe Jesus was a good man and
prophet, yet unlike good men and
good angels who have always rejected
worship from humanity, Jesus accepted
worship. If worship is to be reserved
only for God, and Jesus, the One “who
knew no sin” (2 Corinthians 5:21; 1
Peter 2:22), accepted worship, then the
logical conclusion is that Jesus believed
that He was deity. Numerous times
the Bible mentions that Jesus accepted
worship from mankind. Matthew 14:33
indicates that those who saw Jesus walk
on water “worshiped Him.” John 9:38
reveals that the blind man whom Jesus
had healed, later confessed his belief in
Jesus as the Son of God and “worshiped
him.” After Mary Magdalene and the
other women visited the empty tomb
of Jesus, and the risen Christ appeared
to them, “they came and held Him by
the feet and worshiped Him” (Matthew
28:9). When Thomas first witnessed the
resurrected Christ, he exclaimed, “My
Lord and my God” (John 20:28). Later,
when Jesus appeared to the apostles
in Galilee, “they worshiped Him” on
a mountain (Matthew 28:17). A few
days after that, his disciples “worshiped
Him” in Bethany (Luke 24:52). Time
and time again Jesus accepted the kind
of praise from men that is due only to
God. He never sought to correct His
followers and redirect the worship
away from Himself as did the angel
in Revelation or the apostle Paul in
Acts 14. Nor did God strike Jesus with
deadly worms for not redirecting the
praise He received from men as He
did Herod, who, when being hailed
as a god, “did not give praise to God”
(Acts 12:23).

Sadly, Jehovah’s Witnesses have English Language defines “obeisance”
attempted to circumvent the obvious
as “1. A gesture or movement of the
references to Jesus accepting worship by
body, such as a curtsy, that expresses
changing the word “worship” in their
deference or homage. 2. An attitude
New World Translation to “obeisance” of deference or homage,” whereas the
every time the Greek word proskuneo
verb “worship” is defined as “1. To honor
(the most prominent word for wor- and love as a deity. 2. To regard with
ship in the New Testament) is used
ardent or adoring esteem or devotion”
in reference to Jesus. Over 30 times
(2000, emp. added). The Watchtower
in the New World Translation (first Bible and Tract Society agrees with the
published by the Jehovah’s Witnesses
distinction often made between these
Watchtower Bible and Tract Society in words in modern English: God should
1950) proskuneo is correctly translated
be “worshiped,” while Jesus (we are
“worship” when God the Father is the
told) should only receive “obeisance”
recipient of glory and praise. This
(i.e., the respect and submission one
Greek word occurs 14 times in the
pays to important dignitaries and
New Testament in reference to Jesus, superiors).
yet not once do more recent editions
The Greek word proskuneo, which
of the New World Translation render
appears in the New Testament 60
it “worship;” instead, every time it is
times, literally means “to kiss the hand
translated “obeisance.” Allegedly, Mary
to (towards) one, in token of reverence”
Magdalene, the apostles, the blind (Thayer, 1962, p. 548; see also Mounce,
man whom Jesus healed, etc., never 1993, p. 398). According to Greek
worshiped Jesus; rather, they only paid
scholars Arndt, Gingrich, and Danker,
“obeisance” to Him.
this word was used in ancient times
In 21st-century English, people gener- “to designate the custom of prostrating
ally make a distinction between the
oneself before a person and kissing
verbs “worship” and “do obeisance.” his feet, the hem of his garment, the
Most individuals, especially mono- ground, etc.; the Persians did this in the
theists, use the word worship in a
presence of their deified king, and the
positive sense when talking about God, Greeks before a divinity or something
whereas “obeisance” is used more often
holy” (1979, p. 723). Admittedly, the
in reference to the general respect given word “obeisance” could be used on
to people held in high regard. The
occasions to translate proskuneo. The
American Heritage Dictionary of the
problem is that Jehovah’s Witnesses
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make an arbitrary distinction between
obeisance and worship when it comes
to the token of reverence that Jesus in
particular was given. They translate
proskuneo as “obeisance” every time
Jesus is the object, yet never when God
the Father is the recipient of honor
and praise.
As with other words in the Bible that
have multiple meanings, the context can
help determine the writer’s intended
meaning. Consider the circumstances
surrounding some of the occasions
when Jesus is mentioned as the object
of man’s devotion.
• In John chapter nine, Jesus miraculously healed a man who was
“blind from his birth” (vs. 1). When
the man upon whom this miracle
was performed appeared before
various Jews in the synagogue and
called Jesus a prophet (vs. 17), he
was instructed to “give glory to
God,” not Jesus, because allegedly Jesus “is a sinner” (vs. 24).
Later, after the man born blind
was cast out of the synagogue,
Jesus informed him of His true
identity—that He was not just
a prophet, but also “the Son of
God.” At that moment, the gentleman exclaimed, “Lord, I believe,”
and he worshiped Him (vs. 38).
Although the Greek word proskuneo was used in ancient times of
paying respect or doing obeisance
to people, no such translation
is warranted in this passage. In
the Gospel of John, this word is
found 11 times. In every instance,
Jehovah’s Witnesses’ New World
Translation renders it “worship,”
except here in John 9:38 where it
is arbitrarily translated “obeisance.”
• Following a day in which Jesus
miraculously fed 5,000 men (not
including women and children)
with only five loaves of bread and
two fish, Matthew recorded how
Jesus literally walked on the water
in the midst of the Sea of Galilee
during a violent storm, saved Peter
from drowning, and then walked
onto a boat where He was met
with those who “worshiped him,

•

•

saying, ‘Truly You are the Son of
God’” (Matthew 14:33). Jesus’
worshipers did not merely pay
Him the same respect (or “obeisance”) that one pays a respected
ruler, teacher, or master—people
incapable of such feats. On the
contrary, they recognized that
Jesus had overcome the laws of
nature, and that His actions warranted praise and adoration—not
as a man, but as the “Son of God.”
If Jesus was not worthy of such
praise, why did He accept it? If
Jesus was not to be adored, why
did the angel of the Lord not
strike Him with the same deadly
worms with which he struck
Herod (Acts 12:23)?
After defeating death and rising
from the grave, a sign which
declared Him to be “the Son of
God with power” (Romans 1:4),
Jesus accepted worship (proskuneo)
from Mary Magdalene and the
other women who went to visit
the tomb of Jesus (Matthew 28:89), as well as all of the apostles
(Matthew 28:17). Jesus was not
the only one ever to be resurrected
from the dead, but He was the
only resurrected individual the
Bible mentions as afterwards
receiving praise and adoration
(i.e., worship) from man. The
widow’s son of Zarephath (1 Kings
17:22), the son of a Shunammite
(2 Kings 4:32-35), the daughter
of Jairus (Mark 8:21-24,35-43),
the widow of Nain’s son (Luke
7:11-16), Lazarus (John 11:145), Tabitha (Acts 9:36-43), and
Eutychus (Acts 20:7-12) all were
raised from the dead, but none
received proskuneo. The Bible
never reveals any resurrected
person other than Jesus who ever
received and accepted worship.
Jesus’ followers recognized that
His resurrection was different.
It verified His claims of divinity.
The disciples worshiped Jesus again
at His ascension. After recording
that Jesus was “carried up into
R&

heaven,” Luke wrote: “[T]hey
worshiped Him, and returned
to Jerusalem with great joy, and
were continually in the Temple
praising and blessing God” (Luke
24:52). Notice that the word
“worshiped” (proskuneo) is used
in this passage along with such
words as “praising” and “blessing”—words that carry a religious
connotation in connection with
God. This fact highlights that the
use of proskuneo in this context is
not merely obeisance. Also, notice
that the disciples offered worship
to an “absent” Savior. It would
make no sense to pay obeisance
to a respected individual that
has departed, but makes perfect
sense if, rather, the individual
is God and worthy of worship.
The disciples did not just bow
before some earthly ruler; they
worshiped their Lord Who had
defeated death 40 days earlier,
and had just ascended up into
heaven before their eyes.
Jesus did not receive proskuneo on
these occasions because He was a great
teacher, or because He was viewed at
these moments simply as an earthly
king. Rather, all of these instances of
worship were surrounded by miraculous
events that were done to prove He was
Heaven sent, and that “in Him dwells
all the fullness of the Godhead bodily”
(Colossians 2:9). There is every reason
to believe that on such occasions as
these, Jesus’ disciples meant to pay
divine, religious honor to Him, not
mere civil respect or regard that earthly
rulers often receive.

WAFFLING ON THE WORSHIP OF JESUS

T

O the church at Philippi the apostle
Paul wrote: “Therefore God also
has highly exalted Him [Jesus] and
given Him the name which is above
every name, that at the name of Jesus
every knee should bow, of those in
heaven, and of those on earth, and of
those under the earth, and that every
tongue should confess that Jesus Christ
is Lord, to the glory of God the Father”
(Philippians 2:9-11, emp. added). The

reference to the bowing of the knee
• “The wise men came at His birth
is an obvious allusion to worship (cf.
to worship Him. (Matt. 2) The
Isaiah 45:23; Romans 1:4). Such worleper worshiped Him. They in the
ship, Paul wrote, would not only come
ship worshiped Him, as did also
from those on Earth, but also from
the ruler and woman of Canaan.
“those in heaven” (Philippians 2:10).
Yet none were ever rebuked for
This statement harmonizes well with
it…. [T]o worship Christ in any
Hebrews 1:6. In a section in which
form cannot be wrong” (Allen,
the writer of Hebrews exalted Jesus
1880, emp. added).
above the heavenly hosts, he affirmed
• “[A]lthough we are nowhere
that even the angels worship Christ.
instructed to make petitions
He wrote: “Let all the angels of God
to him, it evidently could not
worship (proskuneo) Him.” The KJV,
be improper to do so; for such
ASV, NKJV, NASB, ESV, NIV, RSV
a course is nowhere prohibited,
and a host of other translations render
and the disciples worshiped
proskuneo in this verse as “worship.”
him”
(Zion’s Watch Tower, 1892,
How does the Jehovah’s Witnesses’
emp. added).
New World Translation render this
•
“Yes,
we believe our Lord Jesus
passage? Unfortunately, as with all
while
on earth was really worother times in the NWT when Jesus
shiped,
and properly so” (Zion’s
is mentioned as being the object of
Watch Tower, 1898).
proskuneo, the word is translated “do
• “[W]hosoever should worship
obeisance,” not “worship.” Hebrews
Him must also worship and bow
1:6 reads: “Let all God’s angels do
obeisance to him” (NWT).
down to Jehovah’s Chief One in
that capital organization, namely,
Interestingly, however, the NWT
has not always rendered proskuneo in
Christ Jesus…” (The Watchtower,
Hebrews 1:6 as “do obeisance.” When
1945, p. 313).
Jehovah’s Witnesses’ Watchtower For more than half a century, Jehovah’s
Bible and Tract Society first printed Witnesses taught that it was acceptable
the NWT in 1950, the verse actually
to worship Jesus. Now, however, they
rendered proskuneo as “worship” instead
claim it is unscriptural. Such inconsisof “do obeisance.” Even the revised
tency regarding the nature of Christ,
1961 edition of the NWT translated
which is no small matter, reveals to the
proskuneo as “worship.” But, by 1971, honest truth seeker that the Watchtower
Jehovah’s Witnesses had changed
Bible and Tract Society is an advocate
Hebrews 1:6 to read: “Let all God’s
of serious biblical error.
angels do obeisance to him.”
Sadly, Jehovah’s Witnesses not only
The fact is, the Watchtower Bible and
reject the worship of Jesus because of
Tract Society has been very inconsis- their belief that He is not deity, they
tent in their teachings on whether or
also must deny Him such religious
not Jesus should be worshiped. In the
devotion because they teach He actupast few decades Jehovah’s Witnesses’ ally is an angel. The Watchtower has
flagship magazine (November 1964, p. taught such a notion for several years.
671) has claimed that “it is unscrip- The November 1, 1995 issue indicated,
tural for worshipers of the living and “The foremost angel, both in power
true God to render worship to the
and authority, is the archangel, Jesus
Son of God, Jesus Christ” (as quoted
Christ, also called Michael” (“The
in Rhodes, 2001, p. 26; see also The Truth About Angels”). More recently,
Watchtower 2004, pp. 30-31). But, an article appeared on the Jehovah’s
“from the beginning it was not so.” Witnesses official Web site affirming
Notice what Jehovah’s Witnesses used “the Bible indicates that Michael is
to teach in The Watchtower (called
another name for Jesus Christ, before
Zion’s Watch Tower in the early days)
and after his life on earth…. [I]t is
regarding whether or not Jesus should
logical to conclude that Michael is
be worshiped:
none other than Jesus Christ in his
R&

heavenly role” (“Who Is Michael…?,”
2015). Since, according to Revelation
19:10 and 22:8-9, good angels do not
accept worship, but rather preach
the worship of God, and no other,
Jehovah’s Witnesses must reject paying
religious praise and devotion to Jesus.
But, notice (again) how inconsistent
Jehovah’s Witnesses have been. In
only the fifth issue of Zion’s Watch
Tower magazine (originally edited
by Charles Taze Russell, the founder
of The Watchtower Bible and Tract
Society), regular contributing writer
J.H. Paton stated about Jesus: “Hence
it is said, ‘let all the angels of God worship him’: (that must include Michael,
the chief angel, hence Michael is not
the Son of God)…” (1879, p. 4, emp.
added). Thus, at one time Jehovah’s
Witnesses’ official publication taught
that Jesus is not Michael the archangel,
and that He should be worshiped. In
the 21st century, however, Jehovah’s
Witnesses teach that Jesus is Michael
the archangel, and that He should
not be worshiped. Clear contradictory
statements like these found throughout
the years in The Watchtower should
compel current and potential members
of this religious group to question their
teachings in light of the Truth found
in God’s Word.

O

“WORTHY IS THE LAMB”

NE additional passage to consider
regarding the worship of Jesus is
Revelation chapters four and five. In
chapter four, the scene in this book
of signs (cf. 1:1) is the throne room
of God. The “Lord God Almighty”
is described as sitting on His throne
while “the living creatures give glory
and honor and thanks to Him” (4:9).
Also, “the twenty-four elders fall down
before Him who sits on the throne
and worship Him who lives forever
and ever, and cast their crowns before
the throne, saying: ‘You are worthy,
O Lord, to receive glory and honor
and power; for You created all things,
And by Your will they exist and were
created’” (4:10-11). In chapter five, the
Lamb that was slain is introduced as
standing “in the midst of the throne”
(5:6). No one argues the fact that this

(cont. on p. 128)
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Lamb is Jesus—the One Whom John
the Baptizer twice called “The Lamb of
God” (John 1:29,36), and Whom Peter
called the “lamb without blemish and
without spot” (1 Peter 1:19). Regarding
this Lamb, the apostle John recorded
the following in Revelation 5:11-14:
Then I looked, and I heard the voice
of many angels around the throne,
the living creatures, and the elders;
and the number of them was ten
thousand times ten thousand, and
thousands of thousands, saying with
a loud voice: “Worthy is the Lamb
who was slain to receive power and
riches and wisdom, and strength and
honor and glory and blessing!” And
every creature which is in heaven and
on the earth and under the earth and
such as are in the sea, and all that are
in them, I heard saying: “Blessing
and honor and glory and power be
to Him who sits on the throne, and
to the Lamb, forever and ever!” Then
the four living creatures said, “Amen!”
And the twenty-four elders fell down
and worshiped Him who lives forever
and ever (emp. added).

In this chapter, John revealed that both
God the Father and Jesus are worthy
to receive worship from all of creation.
In fact, Jesus is given the same praise
and adoration that the Father is given.
Just as God is “worthy…to receive glory
and honor and power” (4:11), so Jesus is
“worthy…to receive power…and honor
and glory…” (5:12). Indeed, “[b]lessing
and honor and glory and power be to
Him who sits on the throne, and to
the Lamb, forever and ever” (5:13, emp.
added). Although Jehovah’s Witnesses
use Revelation 4:11 as a proof text for
worshiping God the Father (see “What
Does God…?,” 1996, p. 4), they reject
and call unscriptural the worship that
Jesus rightly deserves.

J

CONCLUSION
ESUS once stated during His earthly

ministry, “[A]ll should honor the
Son just as they honor the Father.
He who does not honor the Son does
not honor the Father who sent Him”
(John 5:23). Sadly, Jehovah’s Witnesses
refuse to honor Jesus in the same way
they honor God the Father. While on

Earth, Jesus was honored on several
occasions. His followers worshiped
Him. They even worshiped Him after
His ascension into heaven (Luke 24:52).
Unlike good men and angels in Bible
times who rejected worship, Jesus
unhesitatingly received glory, honor,
and praise from His creation. Truly,
such worship is one of the powerful
proofs of the deity of Christ.
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Article In Brief...
While the announcement of the latest alleged evidence of
human evolution,
, is still too new to know what
will ultimately become of it, it is clear that, as usual, the
media and some in the paleoartist and paleoanthropology
community are rash in their assessments of the evidence.
Conjecture and speculation—rather than evidence and
reserve—rule the day.

O

N September 10th the media
began highlighting the latest
fossil find which is argued, once
again, to be representative of an ancient
ancestor of humans—Homo naledi.
We are wary about how we respond
to brand new discoveries, since always
the “jury is still out” when these stories are first splashed in the media and
portrayed as conclusive proof of various claims. We have documented their
rashness time and again (e.g., Miller,
2015a; Miller, 2015b; Miller, 2015c),
and this story is no exception. Fox
News highlighted South African deputy president Cyril Ramaphosa’s statement that “history books will have to
be rewritten” based on this discovery
(Tilsley, 2015), a statement very reminiscent of how the media viewed the
Homo floresiensis fossils when they
were discovered in 2004. In 2014 a
new study suggested that the fossils
were merely modern humans with
Down Syndrome (Miller, 2015b). In
keeping with previous trends among
naturalists and the media, it seems

likely that this newest discovery will
again, in the long run, prove not to be
what the media is currently claiming
it to be, once further study has been
done on the fossils—as was the case
with Homo floresiensis, Australopithecus sediba (Miller, 2015c), and the Big
Bang inflation debacle last year (Miller,
2015a). With these facts in mind, here
are some of the details we can gather
at this initial stage.
Lee Berger is the evolutionary paleoanthropologist of the University of
Witwatersrand in South Africa who
has been in the media a lot the past
few years due to the discovery of the
Australopithecus sediba fossils (Miller,
2012a; Miller, 2012b; Miller, 2015c).
Once again, his team has been at the
heart of the newest discovery. Though
the find is only now being broadcast,
the discovery took place in 2013 and
was kept secret for two years. They discovered ancient bones and teeth in a
cave system in Africa that now number
over 1,500 in specimens—an unheard
of cache of “human-like” fossils from a
R&

single site (Callaway, 2015). The bones
are thought to be representative of some
15 individuals.
The first thing you will likely notice
in many of the articles splashing the
find is the paleoartist depiction of
what Homo naledi is thought to have
looked like (e.g., Shreeve, 2015; Barras, 2015; Watson, 2015). This portrait
should immediately cause skepticism,
since mere bones do not tell you what
a person’s facial expressions, eye color,
skin color, facial wrinkles, hair color,
or lips would have looked like, even if a
complete skull had been found. Yet all
of these features are brazenly depicted
in the naledi reconstruction (and even
emphasized in the case of National
Geographic’s home Web page the day
after running the story, which featured
a close-up of nadeli’s eye region, complete with freckles around the eyes and
red blood vessels in the whites of its
eyes). When such liberties are taken
and brazenly broadcast to the media’s
audience as solid science, the effect is
powerful. As we reported earlier this
year regarding the sediba fossils (Miller,
2015c), paleoartists have been extremely
influential in shaping the minds of the
masses in whether they view evolution
as true or false, in spite of the fact that
their artistic depictions are typically created based on meager evidence—what
New Scientist calls “part of a face here”
or “a jawbone fragment there” (Barras). USA Today described the nadeli
discovery as “1,550-plus bits of fossil”
(Watson, emp. added). New Scientist
highlighted Berger’s contention that
the naledi discovery “has implications
for how we interpret the other early
human fossil finds…. These fossils generally amount to just a few fragments
rather than complete skeletons” (Barras,
emp. added). As he pointed out after
discovering the sediba fossils, Berger
now adds, “Both sediba and naledi say
you can’t take a mandible [lower jaw],
a maxilla [upper jaw] or a collection of
teeth and try to predict what the rest
of the body looks like” (as quoted in
Barras). Based on what happened in
the case of the sediba fossils, having
more than said evidence still does not
guarantee correct depictions (Miller,

2015c). Apparently the paleoartists
are still not getting the message from
leading paleoanthropologists.
There are other curiosities already
being highlighted at this early stage of
the discovery: the age of the fossils is
unclear—anywhere between 200,000
and 2,800,000 years (Tilsley), based on
evolutionary dating schemes, and where
the fossils fall in that range is significant from an evolutionary perspective.
[NOTE: Creationists would argue that
those dates correlate to the post-Flood
period a few thousand years ago.] USA
Today quoted Berger’s thoughts regarding the fossils:
[T]he bodies may have been deliberately
placed in the cave, suggesting that longago, human relatives were engaged in
ritual disposals of their dead. “It’s enormously surprising to see a very primitive
member of the genus, something with
this small a brain,” engaged in activity that was thought to be unique to
modern humans (as quoted in Watson).

Fox News quoted Berger saying, “‘This
is a new species of human that deliberately disposed of bodies in this chamber.’…Up until now, Berger adds, it
was thought that Homo sapiens were
the first beings to choose to dispose of
their dead. ‘Now, with Homo naledi,
we have evidence of the world’s first
burial site,’ he said” (Tilsley).
This claim is, as Berger notes, completely inconsistent with the paleoanthropology community’s previous claims
about Homo sapiens. If Berger is right
that the naledi buried their dead, and if
the fossils are dated by evolutionists to
be over a million years old (using their
time scales), then paleoanthropologists
have been wrong in their bold claims
about Homo sapiens. Previously, the oldest evidence of human burial was dated
by evolutionists as 430,000 years ago
(Callaway). Since burial of dead bodies is considered a mark of intelligence
that distinguishes humans from the
animal kingdom, Berger’s find could
provide tangible evidence that what
we would call “humans” (roughly the
genus “Homo”) have always been intelligent, rather than that trait evolving
within humans. [NOTE: Creation-

ists argue that there would have been
a few thousand “proto-species” (called
“kinds” in the Bible—cf. Genesis 7:14),
on Noah’s Ark with immense genetic
capability for creating the diversity we
see on the planet today within those
kinds, including the diversity we see
within Homo sapiens. Humans, therefore, would not have necessarily looked
exactly as we do today, but would have
still been humans (just as caucasoid,
mongoloid, and negroid physiologies
today do not look exactly the same).
Legitimate examples of ancient humans
are likely representative of the humans
flourishing in the centuries immediately following the Flood a few thousand years ago. Dating schemes that
expand that time scale to hundreds of
thousands or millions of years suffer
from flawed assumptions—cf. Houts,
2015; Miller, 2013.]
Another inconsistency in the naledi
discovery: the jumble of fossils that were
found in the shaft, if they all belong to
the same species, seem to represent a
species with a strange hodgepodge of
characteristics that do not seem plausible. The skull seems to have harbored a
smaller, ape-like brain, while the lower
limbs, feet, and hands that were discovered, according to paleoanthropologists,
seem to be more like that of modern
humans. New Scientist reported,
The species the bones belonged to had a
unique mix of characteristics. Look at
its pelvis or shoulders, says Berger, and
you would think it was an apelike Australopithecus which appeared in Africa
about 4 million years ago and is thought
to be an ancestor of Homo. But look at
its foot and you could think it belonged
to our species…. Its skull, though, makes
clear that the brain was less than half
the size of ours, and more like that of
some species of Homo that lived about
2 million years ago. “It doesn’t look a
lot like us,” says Berger (Barras).

Quoting John Hawks, paleoanthropologist at the University of Wisconsin-Madison, Nature reported, “It is a
very strange combination of features,
some that we’ve never seen before
and some that we would have never
expected to find together” (Callaway,
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emp. added). Of course, the reason for
that expectation is justified: the combination of such body components
does not make sense. It is very possible that in actuality the bones might
not actually belong together at all—a
contention that was argued by paleoanthropologists against Berger’s sediba fossils last year (Miller, 2015c).
As with sediba, they may be merely a
jumble of bones from different species.
After all, Hawks, who helped coordinate the dig for naledi, admitted that
“the team took flak for its unorthodox
approach. ‘There’s a lot of the field that
really believed we’re just a couple of
cowboys who don’t know how things
should be done’” (as quoted in Callaway). Of course, when the strange
inconsistencies of this find are added
to the previously botched assertions of
Berger in the sediba find, it provides evidence that the critics may have a point.
Berger argues that “the bodies appear
to have been dropped from above down
a chute formed by rocks which forms
the entrance to the chamber” (Tilsley).
Could it, instead, be the case that the
bodies of several different people and
animals all fell down the chute and
were trapped there, rather than having
been intentionally dropped down the
chute? Science highlighted that possibility (Gibbons, 2015, p. 1150). Such
would explain why there’s a hodgepodge of bones from apparently different species. Remains from rodents
and an owl were also found (p. 1150).
Since the hundreds of bones were found
disarticulated (i.e., separated from one
another rather than in skeletal frame
position), there is no conclusive way
to know which bones go with which
species—and by implication, no way
to know if there are or are not multiple species represented.
No wonder, even at this early stage,
paleoanthropologists who are critical
of Berger’s claims are not hard to find.
USA Today reported reactions by two
of them:
Other scientists find the new trove of
fossils tantalizing but don’t necessarily agree with Berger and his team on
what, exactly, has been found. The fos-

sils are “fabulous and a bit confusing,”
says New York University’s Susan Anton
via email. “There are some things in this
that just don’t look like early Homo,” or
at least the fossils of early Homo from
east Africa. “The material is spectacular,”
says the University of Pittsubrgh’s [sic]
Jeffrey Schwartz….” But “the interpretation of it … is doubtful.” He points out
varying skull shapes, among other
features, among the Naledi specimens
and argues the Homo family is so poorly
defined that it’s not clear Naledi fits into
it (Watson, emp. added).

Apparently the find isn’t as clear as
it is being portrayed. Nature quoted
Schwartz as well: “However, Jeffrey
Schwartz, an evolutionary biologist at
the University of Pittsburgh in Pennsylvania, thinks that the material is
too varied to represent a single species.
‘I could show those images to my students and they would say that they’re
not the same,’ he says. One of the skulls
looks more like it comes from an australopithecine, he says, as do certain
features of the femurs” (Callaway).
Apparently, Schwartz agrees with my
first take on the evidence: there’s more
than one species represented by the
fossils. Fox News admitted that “[n]ot
everybody agreed that the discovery
revealed a new species. Tim White of
the University of California, Berkeley
[who is most known for his work on
the famous “Lucy” fossils—JM], told
The Associated Press the claim is questionable. ‘From what is presented here,
(the fossils) belong to a primitive Homo
erectus, a species named in the 1800s,’
he said” (Tilsley, parenthetical statement in orig.). New Scientist included
its disclaimers as well:
Inevitably, though, there are dissenting
views. “To me, having studied virtually
the entire human fossil record, the specimens lumped together as Homo naledi
represent two cranial morphs,” says Jeffrey Schwartz at the University of Pittsburgh in Philadelphia. Ian Tattersall at
the American Museum of Natural History in New York shares that view. Last
month, he and Schwartz wrote an article
calling for researchers to think carefully
about classifying new fossils as belonging to Homo. As for the Dinaledi finds,

Schwartz and Tattersall point out that
although the foreheads of some of the
new skulls are gently sloped, one skull
has a taller forehead with a distinct brow
ridge—suggesting two species are present. “Putting these fossils in the genus
Homo adds to the lack of clarity in trying to sort out human evolution,” says
Schwartz (Barras).

Bottom line: the evolutionary community must continue its search for conclusive evidence of its claims that we evolved
from an ape-like creature. On a positive note, it is refreshing that Lee Berger,
unlike the bulk of the paleoanthropological community, is insistent about
not hoarding his fossil finds where few
can examine them to see the evidence
for themselves. Noting the change in
practice that Berger is creating in the
community by being so open, paleoanthropologist of the University of Kent
in Canterbury, UK, Tracy Kivell, said,
“There’s lots of fossils out there no one
has ever seen, except for a few select
people. Palaeoanthropology is really
rotten that way” (Callaway). Is it possible that if the paleoanthropological
community was more forthcoming
with their alleged evidences for evolution, more scientists would be able to
assess the evidence and more quickly
discover flaws in claims being made?
In so doing, would they not highlight
for the world, before the world forgets the previous flawed claims, how
unsupported by solid evidence the
theory of evolution truly is?
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The Editor
Great Gift Ideas
We are entering the time of year when Americans turn their thoughts to family
gatherings—a time which includes purchasing gifts for friends and family. With
over 35 years of creating outstanding materials to nurture and bolster the human
spirit, Apologetics Press can provide you with a host of beneficial products and
materials. And these products, by definition, are designed to be of far greater value
than those gifts that merely gratify the flesh. Our materials aid in
preparing the soul for the home of the soul where we will
reside far longer than our temporary earthly sojourn.
We have products for all ages—from infants to adults. Now
would be a good time for you to visit our Web site and examine both
our on-line catalog as well as our Web store. If you will click on the words
“Product Catalog” in the left hand column of our Web site, you will be treated
to a state-of-the-art electronic 48-page catalog that enables you to flip the pages.
If you click on “Store” in the same left hand column, you will be taken to our
Web store where you can order products on-line and have them shipped to you
in an expeditious manner.
This month’s centerspread spotlights some of our most recent products. Please give serious consideration to assisting your loved ones
with the development of their souls by giving them gifts from A.P.
Dave Miller

See the Center Spread
for More Details

