










further and claim that there are "thousands" of human
tracks at Paluxy, based on his reading of John Morris'
1980 book Tracking Those Incredible Dinosaurs and the
People Who Knew Them, a book which was withdrawn
from circulation when Glen Kuban, Ronnie Hastings,
and the other "Raiders of the Lost Tracks" demonstrated
their dinosaurial origin. Epperson seems to think the
book will be reissued as a result of Pattonts work.)

The slides Epperson showed of Patton's work were
thoroughly unconvincing. Patton's technique is to use
muddy water to partially fill the dinosaur prints, which
he claims results in clearly visible human prints. I saw
no human features in the slides Epperson showed, and
he made no attempt to point out the "five toes, arch,
and heel" he claimed were visible. When I commented
that I didn't see these features to Epperson after his talk,
he claimed that t..q~yare more visible in a videotape of
Patton's. (For details on these new claims, see Kuban
1989.)

Epperson also maintained that the Caldwell print of
Clifford Burdick is a genuine human footprint, even
though it has long been identified as a. carving and
admittedly purchased as such by Stanley and Marian
Taylor in the 1960's and not found in the Paluxy
riverbed as Carl Baugh claims" Caldwell himself, as
well as other witnesses, agree that· they never saw the
print in the riverbed. The track has been identified as the
product of·one of the Adams brothers of Glen Rose,
Texas,. who are known for carving footprints (Hastings
1987, p. 11). Epperson claimed that cross-sectioning of
the track revealed pressure ridges which prove its
genuineness',~~~t to the contrary the. alleged "pressure
ridges" are sti"Mnatolitic features (Hastings 1990).
Probability and Thermodynamics

Thermodynamics disproves evolution, was
Epperson's next claim. He didn't go into details, but
quoted Henry Morris making the same. claim. He also
argued that "any event with a probability of·less than
one chance in 10100 therefore cannot occur" on the
basis of··configurations of all particles in the universe.
(This is of course false~ifa random nurnber·generator
selects a number befween 1 and 101°°, the probability
of that particular number having been selected is 1 in
1010°.) But this is irrelevant,· since it is a mistake to
equate evolution with chance. Epperson also
approvingly quoted Fred Hoyle and Chandra
Wickramasinghe's inaccurate 1 in 104°,000 figure for
the possibility of DNA arising by chance.

Regarding design in nature, Epperson made reference
to the "Face on Mars." He claimed that scientists are
prepared to spent "trillions of our tax dollars" ·to look
for life on Mars to see if the face was designed by
intelligence, while ignoring the overwhelming evidence
of intelligent design in nature. Contrary to Epperson,
the Mars Explorer's central purpose is not to examine
the "Mars Face," which most scientists view rather
skeptically.
The Bogus "Lucy" Claim

"Missing·links" were then addressed as Epperson put
up an unreadable slide of 12 alleged human ancestors
and stated that "every one of them is a fraud, without a
doubt." Regarding Johanson's "Lucy" skeleton,
Epperson asserted that "The only reason they believe
she walked upright was the knee bone. Maybe the hip.
But there's a problem. The hip was found 200 feet lower
and 1.5 miles away" from the rest of the skeleton. This
is a bogus creationist claim I have addressed elsewhere
(Lippard 1989 & 1990, pp. 27-28 & forthcoming).
Epperson is just wrong about the hip, the claim has
been made about the knee. In fact, the knee joint which
was found at a different location has never been claimed
to be Lucy's. There· is also other evidence for Lucy's
bipedality than the knee joint (Lippard 1990, pp. 27­
28).
Age oCtile Universe

In Epperson's final attack on evolution, he cited 68
"age of earth" measurements which indicate a young
universe. These included magnetic field decay,
atmospheric helium, the shrinking sun, meteoritic dust,
and population growth. These arguments have all been
addressed in detail elsewhere (e.g., Dalrymple 1984;
Lippard 1990, pp. 24-25 & forthcoming; Milne 1984;
Strahler 1987). In brief, a few criticisms are: there are
processes which remove meteoritic dust and atmospheric
helium, the magnetic field undergoes reversals and
cannot be extrapolated back in time in a linear fashion,
the sun radius oscillates over time, and the population
growth argument is simply absurd.
A Communist Plot

Epperson completed his lecture by asking· why the
conscious fraud of evolution has been perpetrated. His
answer: .humanism. Evolution, according to Epperson,
is "part of a religion" and those in control of science and
the public schools are promoting that religion. He put
up a slide of Paul Kurtz, chairman of CSICOP, and
asserted that Kurtz is "a humanist, an atheist, and a
communist." Essentially, according to Epperson,
evolution is a socialist plot, and he quoted a Socialist
Worker's Party statement that "Modern Socialism is
closely allied to the modern scientific theory of
evolution" to prove it

Thus concluded Epperson's talk. But the absurdity
did not end-in the question and answer session,
Epperson showed himself to be a Velikovskyite,
arguing that the biblical flood was caused by a large
object (Mercury or Mars, said Epperson; Venus, says
Velikovsky) passing. within 20,000 miles of the Earth.
He also claimed that there are •SO-foot tall pear· trees
with fruit still frozen on· the branches-at the north
pole.. Mammoths and mastodons were frozen by space
ice from· a comet or asteroid colliding with the Earth.

Ronnie .Hastings reports that at the· ···recent
International Conferenceion Creationism, several
creationists (mainly associated with Students for
Origins Research) have been making serious efforts to
be scientific in their methodology. These creationists

The Arizona Skeptic 6 December 1990/January, 1991



tend to find the old school of Henry Morris-style
creationists to be an embarrassment, and rightly so.
Ralph Epperson, I am afraid, is a particularly bad
example from the old school.
© Copyright 1990 by Jim Lippard
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1991. Speaking will~(J~IIatTy<~tineollthet?picof
the Neurophone, which<IJcem@mberreading abOut, but
can no longer find a reference for. As I recall, it is an
invention for which claims have been made that it

allows deaf people to hear, or somehow bypasses part or
parts of the ear to allow hearing. Mr. Stine has written
on technology and future space development, including
a long series of "The Alternate View" columns for
Analog, and the books The Third Industrial Revolution
and The Space Enterprise. He has also written science
fiction 't some of it as Lee Correv. -- Ron Harvev

Our February meeting will take place on February
2nd, 1991. The topic of this meeting is not available at
the time of this printing, but, as per usual, it will be
spectacular. (As always, if you or someone you know
has a presentation you believe would be of interest to
our membership, please let Ted or Mike know.)

't Our meetings are held at the Jerry's Restaurant at
12:3Opm on Scottsdale/Rural Road between McKellips
and the river bottom, usually· on the frrst Saturday of I

.
1th.. e. month. For more information, Mike Stackpole can
J$ reached at 231-8624.

Editorial Prattle
A whole host of things have been happening with

the Phoenix Skeptics since the last issue of this
newsletter. I apologize for its tardiness. We had a dearth
of articles for a bit, then some carne in at the same time
I had to finish a novel. Writing for a living makes one
someone less inclined to write as a hobby. Luckily, if
articles keep coming in, I won't have to do so much,
which will make the publication more regular. (Being
published by us won't help a drive for tenure or put you
in line for a Nobel, but you'll have the Skeptics'
undying gratitude and that counts fora whole lot

I was invited to speak to the Phoenix Chapter of the
American Atheists back in September. I gave them my
"Satanism in America," presentation. This led to an
invitation to give the same· talk at ASU in a
presentation sponsored by the Student Atheists. The
ASU talk was covered by both the State Press and the
Tempe Daily News. The Tempe D,aily News article, in
turn, led to a two hour stint on KFYI on Thanksgiving
morning.

It is .rather odd to spend the morning of a national
holiday talking about the hoax that is the Satanic
Conspiracy scare, but the show went very well. I was
on with Brian Donnelly as he filled in for Barry Young
and Bob Mohan during the 8-10 am slot. There were a
certain number of religious individuals who wanted to
know what our religious affiliations were, but Brian and
I both pointed out that what we believed was
unimportant. We were discussing facts and claims that
couldlleproven~rdisproven.

?~~0~r~!~11~r!;l?ted that "without God we could not
~~v~<~Ft\~."il~hallengedthat assumption by pointing
~l£lti~att~~sunwouldbe a solar fusion reactor no
Jl1~~.~Eifyoufbelievedthe sun really was Apollo in his
chariptornot. Reality, or the truth that underlies the
universe, has nothing to do with belief, unless, of
course, one is going to maintain that "reality" itself is
merely the product of a belief system.
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December Meeting
by Ron Harvey

Long-time Phoenix Skeptics member James Speiser
spoke about recent UFO developments and
controversies.. He is a founder ofParaNet, a world-wide
network of computer bu1letinboards devoted to
discussions of paranmormal topics. He has spoken to
PS meetings in the past and we hope he'll continue
appearing before us. His interest in tracking UFOs and
alleged sightings began when he was nine years of age..
His position on UFO sightings is that most are able to
be given prosaic explanations, but that there are many
unexplained sightings which deserve our attention. He
does not claim that Little Green Men are responsit>le for
these events.• 1I~~as~mp~~ed in. th~ p(lsttJ1athf,~
position is too skeptical for most UFO believers,abd
too much like a UFO believer for·most skeptics.

The talk began with the Gulf Breeze, Fla. sighflngs,
and described the history and the devastating effect it has
had on UFO organizations. The current situation was
compared to a civil war--some believe strongly that
these sightings were real., others believe equally
strongly that they are a hoax. Some out to prove that
there was a hoax seem to have been caught engaging in
fraud themselves. Ed Walters, the photographer, fIrst
denied personal responsibility, and then slowly
acknowledged his involvement The culmination (so
far) is his recent book on the subject

Also mentioned were the recent Belgian sightings, in
which F-16s were scrambled to respond to radar blips,
and both planes reportedly "locked on" to something
which subsequently disappeared. There is amateur
videotape of this sighting (which looks like your
average hoax), and also some military-made footage.
Speed of the object varied from "hovering" to 1()()()
mph, and there are hundreds fof reported sightings.

Jim also showed us a victeotape which he recently
received which came from a Japanese TV program. The
footage was made by an amateur tracking an object way
off in the distance. The focus/picture then gets jumpy
and when it clears the camera has zoomed in on the
object There is a soundtrack of the camernman and his
family speaking (in Japanese, unfortunately).

There followed a discussion of the attitude of various
members h'1.the.audjgnce tovvardslJFOs in general, and
what kind of evidence should be presented before it
should be deemed "interesting" to skeptics (or the
general public). Is it necessary for Little Green Men to
land on the White House Lawn (or at the United
Nations}for us to care? What kind. of photographs or
videotapes would be acceptable? Aren't ones that are
too fuzzy just too fuzzy, and the clear ones deemed
obvious fakes?

More interestingly, is one still a skeptic? Or has
one turned dogmatic... 'Ve hope that Ed Howell will
give a talk in the future about types of skepticism, or
the philosophYccofbelief, or some similar topic.

T~e ~rizona Skep~ic is an irr~gu~ar p~blication of the Phoenix Skeptics. The Phoenix Skeptics is a non-profit
sc.lentIfic. and educational org~IllzatlOn ~Ith the following goals: 1. to subject claims of the paranormal, occult, and
~nge sc~ence to the test of SCIence, logIc and common sense; 2. to act as a clearinghouse for factual and scientific
InformatIon about the aranonnal; and 3. to omote critical thinkin and the scientific method.

Re?uttals tq or commentaries on articles that appear here are welcome. All correspondence should be sent to The
PhoenIX Skeptics, Box 62792, Phoenix, AZ 85082-2792. This magazine is available by subscription of $12.50 a

I year, payable to thcPhoeni:: Ske-tics.

Phoenix Skeptics
Box 62792
Phoenix, AZ'i·S5082-2792

Contact:
Michael Stackpole
(602) 231-8624
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