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Award-winning author Bonnye
Matthews’ first novella, Free-
dom, 250,000 BC, is dedicated
to the suppressed
Valsequillo site
outside Puebla,
Mexico. Valsequillo
is the 250,000-
year old site
kept before the
public by PC
founding mem-
ber Dr. Virginia
Steen-Mclntyre (volcanic ash spe-
cialist) for an astonishing 50 years.
“That date is the glory and infamy”
of Valsequillo, says Matthews who
chose the site for her first novella
in the series because of the contro-
versy—not despite it. p.5.

FREEDOM,

SEPTEMBER-OCTOBER

- Challenging the tenets of mainstream scientific agendas -

i ‘.
David Campbell
gets to the heart of
what it means to
be an avocational
archaeologist and
the importance of
continuing to raise
the bar. p.13.

For more on PC
founding member
Chris Hardaker
see John Feliks p.3.
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and Lynch,
producers of PCN’s Classic British
Archaeology series, continue chasing
down the mainstream’s dogma and
their unwillingness to acknowledge
conflicting physical evidence, p.10.

Engineer and Australian and
rock art Croatian archaeolo-
theorist gist Vesna Tenodi

Ray Urbaniak || discusses the im-

approaches || portance of taking
genetic mem- a stand against
ory via emo- suppression in
tional obser- science and
vation of an- || against accepting
telope horns false information
suggesting about prehistory
the Fibonacci being spread as
spiral p.16. fact. Tenodi con-

Layout editor || tinues her exposé
provides on the degraded

golden ratio || state of Australian

support. p.17. | | archaeology. p.18.

month—Several hurricanes,
major earthquakes, saber rat-

VSM on Har-
daker and
Naeser (next
page) Septem-
ber 2017 was
a traumatic

tling by unstable dictators. And
it was in September that we
learned of the deaths of two
Pleistocene Coalition colleagues:
Chuck Naeser in November 2016
and the sudden passing of close
buddy Chris Hardaker this past
_ August. Chuck was the fission- _

track expert from
the U.S. Geological
Survey who, along
with geochemist Barney Szabo
gave us the old numbers for

the age of the Hueyatlaco site...

(For complete article see p.2.)
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A few words about the late Chris Hardaker MA
and Chuck Naeser PhD

By Virginia Steen-Mclntyre, PhD geologist, volcanic ash specialist

"“"Chuck was
the fission-

September 2017 was a
traumatic month. Several
hurricanes. Ma-

track ex- H jor earthquakes.
pert from Saber rattling by
the USGS unstable dicta-
who, tors. And it was in
- September that
along with we learned of the
geochem- deaths of two
ist Barney Pleistocene Coa-
Szabo lition colleagues:
Chuck Naeser in
G T November 2016
the old and the sudden
numbers passing of close buddy Chris
for the age Hardaker this past August.
of the Chuck was the fission-track
Hueyatlaco expert from the U.S. Geologi-
site. ... cal Survey who, along with
. geochemist Barney Szabo,
Chris was gave us the old numbers for
an archae- the age of the Hueyatlaco
ologist who site (Steen-Mclntyre et al.,
was not 1981. Geologic evidence for
. age of deposits at Hueyat-
afra’d_ to laco archeological site, Val-
question sequillo, Mexico. Quaternary
establish- Research 16: 1-17. See Ta-
bles 1 & 2 on pages 14 & 15.
ment The above link is:pht%p://
dogma. ” pleistocenecoalition.com/steen-

mcintyre/Quat.Research_1981.pdf).

Chris was an archaeologist
who was not afraid to question
establishment dogma. He had
wide interests: Early man in
both the New World and the
old; sacred geometry; hay
bale gardens; the layout plan
for Washington D.C.; abio-
genesis; kiva geometry; or-
ganic foods ... He also had a
sharp tongue and a ready pen!

Both Chuck and Chris wrote
for the PCN newsletter, and
both will be sorely missed.

Chris went out swinging.
Philanthropist Marshall Payn
had recently handed both of
us copies of a manuscript on
Hueyatlaco produced by an-
other group. He wanted us to
help him critique it. We had
done so before, and I looked
forward to the give-and-take
as we three poured through
it from our different perspec-
tives. This was a biggie: 36
single-space pages, 19 figures,
and nine authors including
some big names. My copy was
beginning to show a lot of red
ink, and I was eager to see
Chris’ version. Not to be. Ap-

parently he died while working
on it, and his family did not

pass it on. So it goes for the
Hueyatlaco/Valsequillo project!

Ironically I did catch a cou-
ple of serious typos where
Chuck Naeser’s work was
mentioned!

VIRGINIA STEEN-MCINTYRE, PhD, is
a volcanic ash specialist; found-
ing member of the Pleistocene
Coalition; and copy editor, au-
thor, and scientific consultant
for Pleistocene Coalition News.
She began her lifelong associa-
tion with the Hueyatlaco early
man site in Mexico in 1966. Her
story of suppression—now well-
known in the science commu-
nity—was first brought to public
attention in Michael Cremo’s and
Richard Thompson’s classic
tome, Forbidden Archeology,
which was followed by a central
appearance in the NBC special,
Mysterious Origins of Man in
1996, hosted by Charlton
Heston. The program was aired
twice on NBC with mainstream
scientists attempting to block it.
All of Virginia’s articles in PCN

can be accessed directly at the
following link:

http://www.pleistocenecoalition.com/
#virginia_steen mocintyre

PCN reader condolences
on the sudden passing
of Chris Hardaker

“Dear Editors, I am
sorry to hear about
your losses—my
condolences. Please
take all the time in
the world—personal
loss is the hardest
thing to cope with in our
lives. But I wanted to let you
know that PCN is the most
amazing and most important
publishing—and I greatly
look forward to every issue.
Keep up the wonderful
work!!! With kind regards
from Germany.”

“[Chris] was an invaluable
member. He always fought for
justice. I loved his book. Sorry
I never got to meet him.”

“Hi John, I am extremely sad-
dened to read of Chris’ pass-
ing. ... He seemed so healthy.”

“My condolences to you all on
your recent losses. Next to fam-
ily it is our friends, colleagues,
listeners, supporters that we
hold dear who forge the bonds
that leave the biggest voids.”

“Chris was a fine man and a
friend in our quest for truth.”

“Terribly saddened to hear
the news. My heart goes out
to those with personal
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knowledge of these people.
Hardaker’s book had a pro-
found effect on me.”

“John, I am shocked to hear of
Chris’ passing. ... unbeknownst
to either of us, we were both
experimenting with bi-polar
flaking in our backyards in San
Diego at the same time in the
70’s. ... surfers at the same
beach but our paths never
crossed until I read Chris’
book ... Anyway, I hope all the
material that is probably on
Chris” computer ends up with
the PC. ...In our communica-
tions he didn't seem like
someone who was planning
to leave us anytime soon.”


http://pleistocenecoalition.com/steen-mcintyre/Quat.Research_1981.pdf
http://pleistocenecoalition.com/steen-mcintyre/Quat.Research_1981.pdf
http://pleistocenecoalition.com/steen-mcintyre/Quat.Research_1981.pdf
http://www.pleistocenecoalition.com/#virginia_steen_mcintyre
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A life defending archaeological truth Remembering
PC founding member Chris Hardaker on PCN’s 8th Anniversary

"“"This
sounds
like a
great
idea. In a
few days
I hope to
have
some-
thing to
add to the
early man
in the
New
World
battle.
Slide
shows of
Calico’s
artifacts.”

—Pleistocene
Coalition
founding
member, the
late Chris
Hardaker,
archaeologist

By John Feliks

The Pleistocene Coalition
was proposed in July 2009.
It's purpose was to bring evi-

ogy community would be
incapable of assessing objec-
tively. Dr. Steen-Mclntyre

pert on. Apart from reworking
his website to align with the
debut of PC, here is what

dence of modern ~
intelligence in early
peoples as well as
evidence of H. erec-
tus and Neanderthal
contemporaries in
the Americas—all
being suppressed by
the mainstream sci-
ence community—to
public awareness.
The coalition was
planned as a website |;
offering a publication
venue to bring scien-
tists and other re-
searchers with similar

Chris wrote as his
first project:

“This sounds like a
great idea. In a few
days I hope to have
something to add to
the early man in
the New World bat-
tle. Slide shows of
Calico’s artifacts.”

| As readers of PCN
know well, Calico is
the only site in the
Americas excavated
by famed anthro-
pologist Dr. Louis

experience together
to stand as a unified
group against a pub-
lication monopoly
blocking not only new

Fig. 1. Three founding members of the Pleistocene Coa-
lition, L=R: Geologist and renowned diatomist the late
Dr. Sam VanlLandingham, volcanic ash specialist Dr.

Virginia Steen-Mclntyre, and archaeologist Chris Har-
daker, MA, near the Valsequillo, Mexico, site in 2001.

Leakey who had prior
popularized the field
via National Geo-
graphic television
programs and set the

evidence but also
long-established and well-
documented evidence about
human prehistory. Archaeolo-
gist Chris Hardaker (Fig. 1)
joined the cause within one
day to become one of the
Pleistocene Coalition’s origi-
nal founding members.

Chris was ready for action
right out of the gate having
just recently published his
“benchmark” book (in the
words of now PCN editor
David Campbell), The first
American: The suppressed
story of the people who dis-
covered the New World.

In The First American, Chris
laid out the suppressed ar-
chaeological evidence of the
250,000-year old Valsequillo
Site outside Puebla, Mexico,
using impeccable materials
provided by PC founding
member Dr. Virginia Steen-
McIntyre, a USGS volcanic
ash specialist involved with
the site since 1966. Chris—
informed by his 30-years of
experience as a professional
archaeologist—popularized
evidence that only the dog-
matic mainstream anthropol-

along with geologist WSU
professor Dr. Roald Fryxell
(co-investigator of the Mar-
mes Rockshelter in Washing-
ton containing some of the
oldest human remains in the
western hemisphere at circa
12,000 BP) and distinguished
USGS geologist Hal Malde,
had already published a
good portion of the evidence
in an ignored paper,
Geologic evidence for age of
deposits at Hueyatlaco ar-
chaeological site, Valsequillo,
Mexico, Quaternary Research
16:1-17, 1981. Link is: http://
pleistocenecoalition.com/steen-
mcintyre/Quat.Research_1981.pdf.
(BTW, to further establish Dr.
Fryxell’s qualifications to as-
sess the geology at Hueyat-
laco, he was not only one of
the geologists chosen by NASA
to study the rocks brought
back from the Moon during
the Apollo program, all six
manned landings, but was also
designer of the apparatus used
for collecting the core samples
from the moon’s surface.)

However, Valsequillo is not the
only mainstream suppressed
site Chris had become an ex-
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anthropology com-
munity ablaze with his team's
discoveries in Africa (longtime
PCN editor and writer Tom
Baldwin worked at the site
when Dr. Leakey was its Direc-
tor). Dr. Leakey was an inter-
national expert on stone tools.
However, he suffered continu-
ous harassment at the hands
of American anthropologists
who thought they knew lithics
better and naively referring
to the artifacts as “geofacts”
because, being 200,000
years old, they were “too old”
for the Americas.

Chris was also known for tell-
ing the mainstream exactly
what he thought of them. On
Amazon, when the need for
a coalition was in the air,
Chris wrote: “I spent over
thirty years in this field, and
to find out five years ago I
was lied to, constantly, by
leaders in the Paleoarchaeol-
ogy field was a real problem.
...If you think real science is
carried out by ignoring ex-
cellent preClovis evidence
that can be characterized as
nothing less than pure gold,
then you have a lot more to
learn about true science.”


https://www.amazon.com/First-American-Suppressed-People-Discovered/dp/1564149420
https://www.amazon.com/First-American-Suppressed-People-Discovered/dp/1564149420
http://pleistocenecoalition.com/steen-mcintyre/Quat.Research_1981.pdf
http://pleistocenecoalition.com/steen-mcintyre/Quat.Research_1981.pdf
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“"Chuck was
a pioneer
in the

Obituary excerpts, Charles
“Chuck” Naeser, PhD

Chuck Naeser was a col-
league of PC founding
member, editor and scien-
tific advisor, Dr. Virginia

Steen-MclIntyre. He was
a pioneer and interna-
tional authority on fis-
sion-track dating and
played a crucial role in
dating the Valsequillo,
Mexico, early American
sites to c. 250,000
years old. Chuck wrote
an overview of this

| work for Pleistocene
Coalition News titled,

| Thoughts on the geo-
chronology at Hueyat-
laco: How solid geo-

emerging
field of fis-
sion-track
thermo-
chronology
... He de-
veloped
many of
the tech-
niques and
applica-
tions of
the method
that are
now used
in labs
around the
world.”

chronology got trashed
(PCN #11, May-June 2011).
The article is reproduced
on p.7 of this issue.

Below are some excerpts
from Chuck’s obituary at
legacy.com (legacy.com/
obituaries/washingtonpost/
obituary.aspx?pid=183594928).
He is also covered in the
Washington Post’s Jan. 2,
2017, section, “Notable
deaths in the Washington
area.” We thought the fol-
lowing details from Chuck’s
career would be of special
interest to our readers:

Charles “Chuck” Naeser of
Herndon, Virginia, died
November 18, 2016. He
was 76. Chuck was born in
1940 in Washington, DC.
His father, Dr. Charles R.
Naeser, was...professor
and Chairman of the Chem-
istry Department at George
Washington University.
Chuck... obtained an AB
(1962) and MA (1964) in
geology from Dartmouth
College and the first PhD in
geological sciences
awarded by Southern Meth-
odist University (1967). His
38-year career as a Re-
search Geologist at the
U.S. Geological Survey
(USGS) began in
1967...Menlo Park, CA,
then...Denver, and from

1993...Reston, VA. Begin-
ning with his Ph.D. thesis,
Chuck was a pioneer in the
emerging field of fission-
track thermochronology, a
method for determining the
age and thermal history of
rocks. He developed many
of the techniques and ap-
plications of the method
that are now used in labs
around the world. He tire-
lessly mentored students
and professionals from the
U.S. and many other coun-
tries who came to his lab.
Working with other scien-
tists, he used fission tracks
to help solve diverse geo-
logic problems in many
parts of the world. His 330
papers and abstracts have
been cited more than 7,800
times in scientific publica-
tions worldwide. Chuck
retired in 2005. Along with
his wife, Dr. Nancy D. Nae-
ser, he remained in active
research as a Scientist
Emeritus at the USGS in
Reston. In September
2016, he became only the
second recipient of the Las-
lett Prize, an international
award for “extraordinary
contribution to the field of
fission-track thermochro-
nology.” ... He spent many
happy hours running model
trains for the annual holi-
day train shows at the
USGS and Colvin Run Mill
Park in Reston. He enjoyed
skiing from his earliest
days at Dartmouth to his
last ski day, at age 75, on
Easter Sunday 2016 in
Colorado, with his son.
-From The Washington Post,
Jan. 14, 2017.

Neanderthal glue im-
plications confirms PC
long ahead of the game

Engineer and petroglyph
researcher and preserva-
tionist, Ray Urbaniak,
suggests readers consider
the significance of recently-
discovered 200,000-year
old Neanderthal glue (“"New
experiment reveals secret
behind 200,000-year-old
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Neanderthal glue.” Giz-

modo.com. http://
gizmodo.com/new-experiment-
reveals-secret-behind-200-000-
year-old-n-1798636925?
utm_medium=sharefromsite&utm

_source=Gizmodo_facebook).
Eds. Comment: The crea-
tion of glue is just like the
creation and use of fire,
spears and other tools, or
the creation of personal
ornaments or bone engrav-
ings, all known from Nean-
derthal sites. None of these
things suggest a lesser
human condition than that
of modern humans. The
problem for the main-
stream is that all of these
things except the glue are
known from Homo erectus
sites as well. There can be
little doubt that most
‘modern’ humans living in
today’s world of ever-
advancing technologies, if
dropped by parachute into
a hostile wilderness envi-
ronment, would not be able
to survive without ready-
made tools or knowledge of
survival skills.

5.7 million-year old foot-
prints found on Crete

Experimental archaeologist
Dr. Dragos Gheorghiu
(Bucharest National Univer-
sity of Arts, Romania) and
psychologist Dr. Terry
Bradford both sent recom-
mendations for readers to
consider the 5.7 million-year
old footprints recently dis-
covered on the Greek island
of Crete in the Mediterra-
nean. See “Controversial
footprints suggest we
evolved in Europe not Af-
rica,” New Scientist, 9-4-17.
Eds. Comment: Contrary to
the article’s title the foot-
prints do not suggest any-
thing at all about evolution.
Although most write-ups on
the topic immediately jump
to ape-human evolution
speculations, in reality, there
is no association between
the footprints and any spe-
cific creatures that might
have made them. Like in all

> Cont. on page 5
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“If you are
looking for
a well-

FREEDOM,

‘=

250,000 B

OUT FROM THE SHADOW
OF POPOCATEPETL

CAS
VALSEQUILLO

researched
novella in a
compelling
setting
with great
storytel-
ling, check
out Free-
dom:
250,000
BC.”

such cases—e.g., the Johan-
son & White Laetoli/
Australopithecus fiasco de-
scribed below—any specula-
tions about fossil footprints
should be conservative. Tim
White stated directly about
the Laetoli foot-
prints, “Make no
mistake,” they are
“like modern human
footprints.” Yet he
and Johanson chose
to publicly associate
them with the ape,
Australopithecus,
commandeering
their naming and
announcement be-
fore their discov-
erer’s presentation
where Mary Leakey
was going to an-
nounce them as the
oldest *human’ foot-
prints. As it turns
out since that time,
the known fossil
feet of australopith-
ecines do not match the Lae-
toli footprints.

Award-winning Alaskan
author, Bonnye Matthews,
sent us copies of her latest
novels and novellas. They are
written from the perspective
of suppressed archaeological
sites essentially blocked from
the public by the anthropol-
ogy community. Of special
interest to the Pleistocene
Coalition is her novella titled
Freedom: 250,000 BC. 1t is
based on the 50-year sup-
pressed evidence from the
Valsequillo sites, such as
Hueyatlaco, near the city of
Puebla in east-central Mexico
for which PC founding mem-
ber, Dr. Virginia Steen-
McIntyre was involved since
1966. PC founding member
and archaeologist, the late
Chris Hardaker, and PC
founding member and world-
famous diatomist, the late
Sam VanLandingham, also
became involved with the site
decades later. In the book’s
Introduction, Matthews ex-
plains how the site has been
buried over as a result of dog-

matic beliefs. She then gives
an abbreviated though very
good overview of the impor-
tant archaeological discoveries
and evidence from the site.

While Matthews’ book pre-
sents an enjoyable fictional
story it is placed in a context
which she has taken the
time to thoroughly research
and understand. She writes
in the Dedication:

“Freedom, 250,000 BC is
dedicated to the archaeologi-
cal site south of Puebla, Mex-
ico at the Valsequillo Reser-
voir. What the site shows is
an amazingly rich prehistoric
view of human life in the
Americas, specifically Mexico,
in 250,000 BC. That date is
the glory and infamy of the
Valsequillo site.” She says
that she chose Valsequillo
as location for her first no-
vella “because of the con-
troversy—not despite it.”

Her two novellas; Freedom,
250,000 BC; and Courage,
30,000 BC (based on the
Brazilian site Pedra Furada
covered in PCN) she is also
planning to offer in audio
book form. Each focuses on
archaeological sites that
archaeologists in the U.S.
consider “controversial” but
for which Matthews explains
other countries are “not so
skeptical.” The book hits
some emotional chords for
its readers as seen in these
comments on Amazon:

“It is a wonderful nights’
read about the coming of
age and voyage of self dis-
covery of a young Homo
erectus man, absorbing.”

“Very few authors tackle the
very ancient past...The story’s
setting is in an area...where
ancient findings have upended
the Archaeological commu-
nity. ... Well researched as is
all work done by this author.”

“Matthews weaves geological,
paleontological, and anthro-
pological history into a story
with adventure, romance,
and spiritual enlightenment.”
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So, if you are looking for a
well-researched novella in a
compelling setting with great
storytelling, check out Free-
dom, 250,000 BC. -jf

Minor errata correction
from Layout editor

While replying to a reader
asking about the Objective
Stratigraphic Column project
(most recently, Cores, PCN #46,
Jan-Feb 2017), I took the
opportunity to re-read some
older issues of PCN. In the
process I found an error of
recollection on my part. Re-
calling back my teen years
described in Tales of a fossil
collector, Part 2 (PCN #25,
Sept-Oct 2012) and writing
ad lib I mistakenly wrote
that I was a subscriber to
Earth Science magazine. I then
realized that I had mixed up
my many years of Earth Sci-
ence, 1968-1973, with a
later correspondence about
proposed articles I had with
Earth Science magazine's
Editor-in-Chief, the late Dr.
Richard M. Pearl. Dr. Pearl
was a well-known mineralo-
gist and Professor of Geology
at Colorado College. He was
also co-founder of AFMS—
American Federation of Min-
eralogical Societies. I regu-
larly attended AFMS shows
as a teenager and that is
most likely where my many
Earth Science magazines
came from. As mentioned, in
the article, Dr. Pearl had
expressed an interest in my
articles but minus the hu-
morous aspects I had pro-
posed or what he referred to
as “controversial” topics. The
two articles, never rewritten
or published, were “Why
Trilobites?” (controversial as
it was about the psychology
behind fossil collecting) and
“Graveyard Fossils” (about
the Pennsylvanian-age site
in the quarry behind the
cemetery at St. Aloysius
Church, Paris, Illinois. Earth
Science provided some of
the sites I visited with friends
across the U.S. and Ontario
over about 30 years time. -jf

> Cont. on page 6



https://www.amazon.com/Freedom-250-000-BC-Popocatepet/dp/1594336334/ref=tmm_pap_title_0?_encoding=UTF8&qid=&sr=
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Two main reasons for
suppression of evi-
dence in anthropology

The Pleistocene Coalition was
formed in 2009 as a response
to the main-

searchers block or demean
the work of competitors so
that they can obtain a sem-
blance of priority, though ill-
gained. One famous example
is that of the 3.6 million-year
old Laetoli foot-

stream’s suppres-
sion of evidence
that early humans
were just as intelli-
gent as modern
humans and that
such people were
living contempora-
neously in Africa,
Europe, Asia, and
the Americas.

The first reason
anthropology

PLEISTOCENE
COALITION NEWS

Link to PCN #47

prints discovered
by Mary Leakey
about to be an-
nounced by her as
the oldest

d “human” footprints
commandeered by
4 Donald Johanson

| and Tim White

J announcing and
naming them for
themselves before
Leakey’s session
as representing

blocks from the
public evidence from ancient
American sites like Valse-
quillo and Calico—

the ape Australo-
pithecus afarensis prompting
35 years of evolution fantasy
taught as fact and

dated as much as
250,000-years old
(sites including not |
only superb stone
tools acknowledged [
by famed anthro-
pologist Dr. Louis
Leakey but also
bone engravings
and personal orna-
ments)—is because [
it clearly contra-
dicts the idea that
early people were

PLEISTOCENE
COALITION NEWS

Link to PCN #48

now well-proved
false. We at the
Pleistocene Coali-
tion have worked
for the past eight
=1 years to help raise
: the integrity bar in
&8 anthropology and
LY similarly-affected
fields like biology
and paleontology.

4 PCN #47 (Cerutti)
was one of our

not intelligent
enough to make it to the
Americas. The problem is
that they have long aggres-
sively promoted this idea as
“fact.” In nearly 50 issues of
PCN we have published pro-
fessionally-obtained and
documented dates for ar-
chaeological evidence not by
dogmatically-committed an-
thropologists but by the U.S.
Geological Survey, members
of NASA’s Apollo program, and
other internationally-renowned
experts such as fossil diatom
experts along with rigorous
analyses of cultural evidence
that early human abilities
were top notch.

The second reason for the
blocking of evidence in an-
thropology is the well-known
misconduct problem in the
field in which lone-wolf re-

most responded-to
issues. A few of our readers’
responses were published in
the kudos section of PCN #48
(also including responses to
earlier issues). Two things
readers did not expect in
that issue were an “insider”
perspective on why archae-
ologists might cower away
from publishing controversial
sites as well as a detailed
side-by-side chart comparing
many omitted facts of the
Cerutti Mastodon Site publi-
cation history with what was
published in the ‘peer re-
viewed'’ journal Nature (in
two articles) and on the San
Diego Natural History Mu-
seum website. The Pleisto-
cene Coalition’s Timeline on
the Cerutti Site filled in both
historical gaps and proper
commensurate citations
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missing in the politicized re-
ports (50 years of Valsequillo
omissions is enough). The
two PCN articles showed how
anthropology works behind-
the-scenes to control public
beliefs about human prehis-
tory. It continually works
through suppression and omis-
sion of facts; and the public has
a right to know. The field was
long ago exposed for miscon-
duct in its ‘peer review’ system.

Regarding the Cerutti Masto-
don Site publication in Na-
ture being decades after its
discovery Hardaker explained
that American archaeologists
are typically afraid to publish
evidence that does not align
with the political notion of
no-early-humans in the
Americas. What the side-by-
side Pleistocene Coalition/
Cerutti Mastodon Timeline
shows is that it took PC’s Dr.
Virginia Steen-MclIntyre and
repeated reminders in PCN
keeping the site in the news
as a “suppressed” site (i.e.
25 years) that helped bring
it out—including denials in
print that the site was sup-
pressed (see PCN #3, Jan-Feb
2010, In their own words:
Caltrans site. Steen-McIntyre
had already begun telling
researchers about the site in
the 1990s realizing even
then it was not going to be
published. Hardaker followed
up as an “insider” saying not
to expect any changes on the
Cerutti (Caltrans) Site to be
published referring to Steen-
McIntyre’s report (PCN #7,
Sept-Oct 2010, First Anniversary
Issue, The abomination of Cal-
ico, part two). The most im-
portant misinformation in the
Nature articles and the SD
Timeline was declaring the
Cerutti Site “to their knowl-
edge” as the “oldest in situ,
well-documented archaeo-
logical site in North Amer-
ica” (Steen-Mclntyre,
Thoughts on early man, PCN
#47, May-June 2017). This, of
course, is not even close to
being true and 50 years of Val-
sequillo suppression and deni-
gration doesn’t make it true. —jf
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Thoughts on the geochronology at Hueyatlaco
How solid geochronology got trashed

The geochronological
studies (uranium series,

"I have fission-track analysis,

. hydra-
been in- tion of
volved glass,
with the and
develop- mineral

etch-
ment and ing) at
applica- the
tion of Hueyat-
fission- I::tc: -
track (FT) | the val-
datlng in | sequillo
the geo- region
logical i of cen-
- f tral Mexico are on a
sciences for solid foundation, but over
over 45 the years, they have been
years. The questioned and dismissed
ages I de- on theoretical grounds. Yet
ined when new tests are run,
termined at with both old and new
the Hueyat- techniques, the ages re-
laco site ported over 35 years ago
were 370 + have been confirmed.
200 ka I have been involved with
(uncertainty the deviltf?pment andka(ppl)i-
cation of fission-track (FT
* 2 stan . dating in the geological
dard devia- sciences for over 45 years
tions) on (see Fig. 1 on the following
the Hueyat- page()j. Tthtehag:s I dslter-
mined at the Hueyatlaco
laco ash and site were 370 + 200 ka
600 + 340 (uncertainty £ 2 standard
ka on pum- deviations) on the Hueyat-
ice in the laco ash and 600 + 340 ka
- on pumice in the overlying
overlying Tetela brown mud (Steen-
Tetela Mclntyre et al., 1981).
brown Within analytical uncer-
mud.” tainty, typically large on

young FT ages, these two
ages are concordant. What
I find confusing is that
these ages have not been
questioned on analytical
grounds or the background
of the technique, but be-

cause they are “too old”
and don't fit into the reign-
ing paradigm.

My FT ages were deter-
mined just before the Geo-
logical Society of America
Annual Meeting in Dallas in
1973 and were most likely
reported, along with Szabo
et al.’s (1969) uranium-
series (U-series) age from
an underlying bone and
artifact bed at Hueyatlaco
(see below), as part of
Steen-Mclntyre et al.’s
(1973) talk. Since that
time, there have been
three negative comments
in the literature regarding
them. The first was by Cyn-
thia Irwin-Williams at the
1973 GSA meeting
(reported in Geology, 1974,
V. 2,n.2,p.77), the sec-
ond in an article by Gon-
zalez et al. (2006), and the
third in a book by Meltzer
(2009).

By 1973, the FT dating of
zircon from volcanic depos-
its was well established. I
was therefore surprised by
the following quote regard-
ing Cynthia Irwin-Williams’
1973 comments:

Cynthia Irwin-Williams,
who did the original ar-
chaeologic work, believes
that such a great age is
virtually impossible, and
that sources of error
must be sought in the
dating methods.

From then until 2006, my
Hueyatlaco FT ages were
essentially ignored—I am
not aware of any mention
of the ages in the litera-
ture, and I was never con-
tacted about them.
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By Charles W. Naeser (deceased), PhD, geologist, chemist, USGS

In 2006, Gonzalez et al.
published a paper that de-
scribed impressions in the
Xalnene Tuff that they at-
tributed to human foot-
prints. They had deter-
mined an OSL (optically
stimulated luminescence)
age of about 40,000 years
for the tuff. At Hueyatlaco
the Xalnene Tuff (indurated
volcanic ash) underlies the
Hueyatlaco ash that I had
dated many years before.
It also underlies the bone
and artifact beds that con-
tained the pelvis of a
butchered camel dated by
Szabo et al. (1969) using
the U-series method. Szabo
et al. (1969) also dated a
tooth fragment from a
butchered mastodon found
at nearby El Horno. Both
the FT and U-series dating
suggested ages greater
than 200,000 years for the
ash and bone beds. Simi-
larly, the comparative dat-
ing techniques of mineral
etching and tephra hydra-
tion at Hueyatlaco (Steen-
MclIntyre et al., 1981) point
to an older age. And
VanLandingham (2004)
reported that some of the
diatom species found in
and overlying the artifact
beds at Hueyatlaco were
extinct by the end of the
Sangamon (80,000 years
ago), indicating that they
must be older than 80,000
yr.

So for their younger age
(about 40,000 years) to be
accepted, Gonzalez et al.
(2006) had to discredit the
ages determined for the
beds at Hueyatlaco by five

> Cont. on page 8


http://pleistocenecoalition.com/newsletter/may-june2011.pdf#page=8

VOLUME 9,

ISSUE 5

PAGE 8

The geochronology at Hueyatlaco (cont.)

“"Gonzalez
et al.
(2006)
provide
no data to
specifi-
cally re-
fute
Szabo et
al.’s
(1969) U-
series
ages; they
just reject
them.”

very different dating meth-
ods. Gonzalez et al. (2006,
p. 616-617) made the fol-
lowing statement regarding
the U-series ages specifi-
cally and the other age
estimates by association:

However, the dates need
to be considered with

into younger beds from
older beds. This is highly
unlikely to be true of the
fossils in the bone beds at
Hueyatlaco, which contain
many articulated skeletons,
including one yielding the
camel pelvis dated by
Szabo et al. (1969). Bones
are highly unlikely to re-

the Xalnene Tuff estab-
lished at about 1.3 Ma, not
40,000 years, the previ-
ously rejected geochro-
nological data (isotopic,
paleontologic, and com-
parative) are consistent
with the stratigraphy and
the geology.

caution be- New geo-
cause spuri- chronological
ously old data on sam-
Uranium ples of the
Series dates Hueyatlaco
are often ash further
encountered support the
in bone from antiquity of
situations the Hueyat-
where the laco site. In
more mobile 1997, a new
uranium is study was
leached, begun at
increasing Hueyatlaco
the apparent 1 under the
230Th /234y sponsorship
and a priori of M. Payn.
assumptions As part of
of uranium this study a
uptake, such new sample
as the ‘early | Fig.1. Photomicrograph of fission tracks in a zircon crystal from the | Of the
uptake’ Fish Canyon Tuff in the San Juan Mountains of southwest Colorado. | Hueyatlaco
model em- The age of the zircon is about 28 million years. The longest of the | ash was col-
ployed at the | tracks is about 12 microns (a micron being one-millionth of a me- lected. Zircon
time to date ter) or 0.000472 ipches. qu refere_nce, a single strand of hair is splits from
the Tetela approximately 20 microns wide mqklng the length of thgse crystals this sample

- equal to about half the width of a strand of hair.
peninsula were sent to
bones, do Ray Donelick

not identify, or account
for, leaching or recent
uptake. They have been
shown to be unreliable
and potentially are likely
to give Uranium Series
dates grossly in error
(Pike et al., 2002). The
large error ranges and
the absence of other ar-
chaeological sites with
similar antiquity within
the Americas has led to
these very old dates be-
ing rejected by the ma-
jority of archaeologists
and paleontologists.

Gonzalez et al. (2006) pro-
vide no data to specifically
refute Szabo et al.’s (1969)
U-series ages; they just
reject them. They suggest
that the older megafossil
remains and extinct dia-
toms had been reworked

main articulated during
redeposition. This would be
especially true in the high
current environment neces-
sary to transport large ani-
mal bones. VanLanding-
ham (2004) presents evi-
dence precluding reworking
of the diatoms. There is no
discussion in Gonzalez et
al. (2006) of the ages de-
termined by FT, mineral
etching, and tephra hydra-
tion—the results were
thrown out without any
discussion or justification.

At about the same time,
however, Renne et al.
(2005) reported an
“°Ar/3°Ar age of 1.3 + 0.03
Ma for the Xalnene Tuff. In
2010, Mark et al. reported
a second “°Ar/3°Ar age for
the Xalnene Tuff of 1.28 =
0.04 Ma. With the age of
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for FT analysis and to Ken
Farley for U-Th/He analy-
sis. Donelick and Farley
reported the following new
ages to M. Payn (M. Payn,
pers. comm. 2011): 212
+94 ka and 250 £+ 104 ka
(FT, £ 2 standard devia-
tions) and 413 to 505 ka
and 406 to 504 ka (U-Th/
He, probable age range). In
summary, all of the geo-
logic dating studies—now
by six different isotopic,
paleontologic, and com-
parative dating methods—
place the age of the
Hueyatlaco ash and under-
lying bone and artifact beds
at between 80 ka and
about 500 ka.

But in 2009, Meltzer (p.
106) still leaves the im-

> Cont. on page 9
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The geochronology at Hueyatlaco (cont.)

"“"The con-
flicts be-
tween the
geology
and ar-
chaeology
in the
Hueyatlaco
region
must reside
somewhere
other than
the dat-
ing.”

pression that the early geo-
chronology of the “lower
layer” at Hueyatlaco is sus-
pect:

Geologists had dated that
lower layer at 250,000-
600,000 years old, based
on the then-experimental
techniques of uranium-
series, fission-track, and
tephrahydration dating.
However, the archaeolo-
gist excavating the site
put that layer at just
9,000-22,000 years old,
based on results from
radiocarbon dating of
mollusk shells contained
within it. ...Hueyatlaco
was a poster child for
problems that occur
when different dating
techniques, especially
still-unproven ones, can-
not be reconciled.

In fact, the radiocarbon
ages referred to by Meltzer
were determined on differ-
ent, younger beds at a dif-
ferent site. The bone and
artifact deposits at Hueyat-
laco were first dated by
Szabo et al. (1969) using
U-series dating because no
datable carbon could be
found in the beds. The ra-
diocarbon ages on mollusks
were obtained from
younger bone beds associ-
ated with an artifact at Bar-
ranca de Caulapan, 5 km
away from Hueyatlaco.
Szabo et al. (1969) using
U-series dating obtained
ages on bones from the
Barranca de Caulapan site
similar to the **C ages,
approximately 22,000
years.

Furthermore, at the time
this work was undertaken,
certainly the fission-track
and tephra hydration tech-
niques were relatively new,
but they were far from
“experimental” or
“unproven.” Fission-track
dating of tephras was well
established in the geologi-
cal literature.

Discrediting all of the older
ages at Hueyatlaco would
require a very convoluted
series of events, rather
than a simple, straight for-
ward sequence of events
beginning with deposition
of the bone beds along with
tools of probable human
origin, followed by the beds
being covered by lake sedi-
ments, and the deposition
of the Hueyatlaco ash and
younger sediments. The
conflicts between the geol-
ogy and archaeology in the
Hueyatlaco region must
reside somewhere other
than the dating.

References

Gonzalez, S., D. Huddart, and
M. Bennett. 2006. Valsequillo
Pleistocene archaeology and
dating: ongoing controversy in
central Mexico. World Archae-
ology, v. 38, p. 611-27.

Mark, D. F., S. Gonzalez, D.
Huddart, and H. Bohnel. 2010.
Dating of the Valsequillo vol-
canic deposits: resolution of an
ongoing archaeological contro-
versy in central Mexico. Journal
of Human Evolution, v. 58, p.
441-5.

Meltzer, D. J. 2009. First peo-

ples in a new world—colonizing
Ice Age America. University of
California Press, Berkeley, Cali-
fornia, 446 pp.

Pike, A. W. G., R. E. M.
Hedges, and P. Van Calsteren.
2002. U-series dating of bone
using the diffusion-adsorption
model. Geochemica et Cosmo-
chemica Acta, v. 66 p. 4273-6.

Renne, P., J. M. Feinberg, M. R.
Waters, J. Arroyo-Cabrales, P.
Ochoa-Castillo, M. Perez-
Campa, and K. B. Knight. 2005.
Age of Mexican ash with al-
leged ‘footprints.” Nature, v.
438, p. E7-E8.

Steen-Mclntyre, V., R. Fryxell,
and H. E. Malde. 1973. Unex-
pectedly old age of deposits at
Hueyatlaco archaeological site,
Valsequillo, Mexico, implied by
new stratigraphic and petro-
graphic findings. Geological
Society of America Abstracts
with Programs, p. 820-21.

Steen-MclIntyre, V., R. Fryxell,

PLEISTOCENE COALITION NEWS

and H. E. Malde. 1981. Geo-
logic evidence for age of depos-
its at Hueyatlaco archaeological
site, Valsequillo, Mexico. Qua-
ternary Research, v. 16, p. 1-
17.

Szabo, B. J., H. E. Malde, and
C. Irwin-Williams. 1969. Di-
lemma posed by uranium-
series dates on archaeologically
significant bones from Valse-
quillo, Puebla, Mexico. Earth
and Planetary Science Letters,
V. 6, p. 237-44.

VanLandingham, S. L. 2004.
Corroboration of Sangamonian
age of artifacts from the Valse-
quillo region, Puebla, Mexico by
means of diatom biostratigra-
phy. Micropalaeolontology, v.
50, p. 313-42.

CHARLES W. NAESER, PHD, is a
geologist with hundreds of
peer-reviewed publications to
his credit. He did seminal work
in the development and appli-
cation of fission track dating of
apatite, sphene, zircon, and
epidote, and had a distin-
guished career with the United
States Geological Survey. Nae-
ser has had no difficulty getting
any o