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Man of Earth

John's story is both implausible and compelling to his friends because as scientist they are open to the impossibility that John is a Cro-Magnon man. The group is at first entertained by what they think is a ‘tall’ tale that John revealing.  John’s colleagues pose questions and extract details about historical events using their diverse backgrounds to cover a wide range of knowledge and perspectives. However, as social beings they begin to resist John’s story as it unsettles their established spiritual beliefs; their scientific learning and research; and their established historical knowledge. As the discussion progresses, the characters begin to believe in Johns story but require proof, but John cannot offer any nor can they disprove what John is telling them.

Each of John’s colleagues undergoes a metamorphosis of ideas. Dan, the anthropologist, believes him. In the true ‘professorship’ attitude, Dan is the first to play along with John in what he thinks is a ‘new idea’ for a book. Intrigued by the scientific dialogue, the rest of the characters are lured into the conversation. Art, the biologist, contributes to the discussion that it is possible that John is a Paleolithic man…’ if the functions of the pancreas excels its turnover of cells and the process falters and creates the perfect detox able to perfect renewal that can block decay’. Edith, a devout Christian, is never truly convinced but is tempted into participating as she seeks ‘proof’ of god. However, when John attacks her established religious beliefs she quickly refutes his story as false. Sandy, a historian, believes John because she loves him and is basing her opinion of his story on John’s past behaviors and mores. The archaeologist, Art, is insulted and fears that John is losing his sanity. He calls a psychologist colleague, Dr. Gruber to the cabin to evaluate John’s sanity. Dr. Gruber questions John’s motives for making up this story and finally calls on John to end the ‘lie’ as the professors become hyper-emotional as they begin to doubt their established beliefs in the face of John’s tale.
 I believe each of the professors’ reaction was predictable to her/his discipline. The Biologist attempted to affirm/discredit the story through the limitation of biology. The archeologist and anthropologist attempted to prove or disprove by questioning cultures and geography. The psychologist explored the emotional aspects. The historian probed known events. Only the grad student chose to listen without judgment. She asked questions only to clarify not to verify the veracity of the story.
Of John's colleagues, Harry the biologist best reflects how I would have responded. While the biologist disbelieved John, he fielded questions and possible solutions for John’s existence. Ultimately however, he wanted proof to confirm what he was hearing. Art suggested that a sample of John’s tissue for study would prove the John’s. I too would have wanted this type of proof. “Believe but confirm
.”
�So the story is not enough to convince you that he was a caveman? After reading this, I would say that you’re a bit more like Art, the archaeologist, who wanted physical proof. Harry would have liked DNA evidence as physical proof, but as you pointed out, he also kept coming up with biological explanations that could make John’s story plausible.





