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"I have no doubt that some fact may appear fantastic and incredible to many of my readers. 

For example, did anyone believe in the existence of Ethiopians before seeing any? Isn't anything 

seen for the first time astounding? How many things are thought possible only after they have 

been achieved?" 

             (Pliny, Natural History of Animals, Vol. VII, 1) 

 

 
INTRODUCTION  

 

BERNARD HEUVELMANS  

Doctor in Zoological Sciences 

 

How did I come to study animals, and from the study of animals known to science, how did 

I go on to that of still undiscovered animals, and finally, more specifically to that of unknown 

humans?  

It's a long story. 

For me, everything started a long time ago, so long ago that I couldn't say exactly when. Of 

course it happened gradually. Actually ï I have said this often ï one is born a zoologist, one does 

not become one. However, for the discipline to which I finally ended up fully devoting myself, 

it's different: one becomes a cryptozoologist. Let's specify right now that while Cryptozoology is, 

etymologically, "the science of hidden animals",  it is in practice the study and research of animal 

species whose existence, for lack of a specimen or of sufficient anatomical fragments, has not 

been officially recognized.  

I should clarify what I mean when I say "one is born a zoologist. Such a congenital vocation 

would imply some genetic process, such as that which leads to a lineage of musicians or 

mathematicians. But there was nothing hereditary in my becoming a zoologist. On my father's 

                                                 
1 Editorôs Note: This book section was originally published in LôHomme de Neanderthals est toujours 

Vivant [Neanderthal Man Still Lives], by Bernard Heuvelmans and Boris Porshnev, 1974, in French. It 

was translated into English by Paul LeBlond, 2016-2017. Heuvelmansô translated portion was published 

as Neanderthal: the Strange Saga of the Minnesota Iceman (Anamolist Books, 2016). Much of Dr. 

Porshnevôs original publications have remained relatively inaccessible to English-speakers, although 

portions have been summarized and restated by such authors as Tchernine, Shackley, or Bayanov. Given 

the progressive attitudes and insights into the study of ñrelict hominoidsò by Dr. Porshnev it is deemed 

opportune to reprint the translation of this now classical work, with the translatorôs and copyright-holderôs 

permission. 
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side, I stem from lawyers and philologists; on my mother's,  from a constellation of actors, 

painters and musicians: a happy marriage of arts and reason, of  rigor and sensitivity, and up to a 

point, of deductive work and scientific detective enquiry required by any judicial issue, with the 

intuition required for its resolution. That might explain how from being a zoologist I became a 

cryptozoologist, up to the point of being dubbed, the "Sherlock Holmes of Zoology". 

If I think that I was born a zoologist, it is because even when probing deep in my memories, 

I can't discover a beginning for my passion for animals. It seems to me that it has always been so. 

That said, my earliest striking recollection ï the only one perhaps from the first year of my life ï 

related to a large fish stranded on the pebbles of Trouville: it couldn't have been longer than a 

meter, but to my childish eyes it seemed enormous. Who is to say that it wasn't the spark of my 

interest in "sea-monsters" to which I devoted two books? As to my first toy, besides the 

traditional teddy bear, it was a small untearable canvas book of an animal alphabet. Being 

English-made, it went from A for aardvark to Z for zebra. Perhaps it was not such a coincidence 

that my doctoral thesis focused on the dentition of the aardvark and that later some zoologists 

ended up thinking of me a "dr¹le de z¯bre". "Odd bird" indeed who has never accepted with eyes 

closed what he was told or ordered to believe. 

 All told, it would be more appropriate to say that I am a zoologist because I have been 

subject at an early age to an imprinting. Just like those baby geese of Konrad Lorenz that 

followed the first living being they saw after hatching, taking it for their mother, I was drawn in 

by the animals of my first alphabet book, believing them to be close relatives. That would 

certainly explain the deep love I have for them, and the fact that I feel the most perfect 

connection with those said to be my remote kin. Undoubtedly, this could also shed some light on 

the nature of my main concern, which has haunted me from the beginning of my studies: the 

problem of the origin of Mankind.  

How I later became a cryptozoologist is easier to explain, perhaps as I said, because of my 

heredity.  

Let's skip quickly over those rather classic episodes of the career of every budding 

zoologist. As for me, they went from hunting butterflies to raising ladybugs, spiders and white 

mice; from the transformation of kitchen sinks into aquaria for tritons, sticklebacks and diving 

beetles; to welcoming under the family roof all needy animals, be they rats or hedgehogs, garter 

snakes or swifts or even stray dogs; from excursions through the woods and the dunes of the sea-

shore to the daily visits to that marvelous zoo in Antwerp, where I spent my holidays with my 

maternal grand-parents. That faithful attendance which usually focused on the monkey's cage 

had long-term repercussions. My first concern after I got married and had a place of my own was 

to acquire a capuchin monkey,  something that I had dreamed of since I was a child, but this was 

clearly not the playmate that normal parents would choose for their child when they lived in an 

apartment. That little monkey was the first of a series of simian children and friends which have 

brightened my life: I see in them a reminder of Paradise Lost, and they have thought me a real 

wisdom.  

Such a passion was fostered early by an enthusiasm for the whole of the zoological 

literature, available first in the communal library and then in that of the college. At the age of 

twelve, I had already read Fabre and Buffon, Cuvier and Darwin. As a distraction from the more 

difficult parts of their works, I read stories about Red Indians, hunting stories (which prematurely 

made me hate all killers), as well as the charming popular works of naturalist Henri Coupin, 

particularly that entitled "les Animaux Excentriques." That book clearly was trigger for my later 

investigations, for having reread it recently, I had the surprise and the pleasure of finding in it all 
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those extraordinary creatures which appear today in my own books, from the gigantic octopus 

and the sea-serpents to moas and dodos, pterodactyls and dinosaurs, megatheriums and 

pithecanthropes.  

During my studies at the school run by Jesuits, I often put aside the study of Latin, Greek 

and apologetics to enjoy the fruits of the Tree of Science, and my tastes in literature made me 

prefer Extraordinary Studies by Poe to Alphonse Daudet's "Lettres de mon Moulin", Voltaire to 

Bossuet, Jules Verne to Madame de S®vigny, and Sherlock Holmes to Ruy Blas or d'Artagnan. 

My real heroes were not called Napoleon or Jeanne d'Arc, but Marco Polo and Humboldt, du 

Chaillu, the Homer of gorillas, and Robert .F. Scott, the martyr of Antarctica. And to Saint 

Francis of Assisi, who humbly lowered himself to the level of animals, I greatly preferred 

Tarzan, who was one with the animals, and sorely grieved at the tragic death of the she-ape who 

had nursed and raised him.  

For amusement, in literature as well as in cinema, I clearly opted for crime stories and exotic 

adventure stories. Three novels of my youth have played a significant role in the gestation of 

cryptozology: Twenty Thousand Leagues Under the Sea by Jules Verne, which opened the doors 

to the secrets of the sea, Les Dieux Rouges (the Red Gods) by Jean d'Esme, whose work evoked 

the reality of ape-men in Indochina, and, above all, Conan Doyle's Lost World, which imagines 

the survival of the varied fauna from past ages on an isolated high plateau in South America.  

The background was in place, the climate well established, and the tragi-comedy was about 

to begin. 

My doctoral thesis in science followed in the orthodox tradition of classical zoology. It had 

to do, as I mentioned, with the dentition of the aardvark. Of course, some whispered that having 

chosen to study the teeth of an animal which was supposed not to have any, being an Edentate, 

showed a perverse taste for the paradox, for a sense of humor that has no place in science. 

Actually, this choice was for me almost natural, perhaps unavoidable. I wanted to specialize in 

the study of mammals, my kin. Among mammals dentition is the most characteristic feature, the 

first that should be well understood: the shape of the teeth plays the same role in the 

identification of mammal genera as fingerprints do in the identification of individuals of our 

species. And, among the teeth of mammals, the most mysterious, the most incomprehensible, the 

most difficult to classify, were those of the aardvark, the "Earth-Pig" of the Transvaal Boers, a 

strange digging, termite-eating ungulate. Formerly, it used to be classified among the Edentates, 

a group which brought together all terrestrial mammals without anterior teeth or having no teeth 

at all, or having in any case only atrophied teeth, without enamel. But rest assured: the aardvark 

does have teeth, although they are most bizarre: they are like stacks of innumerable little tubes, 

hexagonal ivory prisms resembling the alveolae of a bee hive. They had even been compared to 

the teeth of some fossil rays! This dentition would clearly be the focus of my research. I am 

already known for my fascination with enigmas, but not because I enjoy the fog of mystery or 

the shadows of the unexplained. On the contrary, I consider an enigma as a challenge to be met. 

Mysteries attract me because they provoke the urge to solve them.  

It took me more than two years to solve the problem of the aardvark's dentition. I studied all 

the skulls available in France and in Belgium and dissected an intact head that my mentor, Dr. 

Serge Frechkop had the good fortune of finding in the Congo. I conducted a series of 

longitudinal and transversal sections of teeth and of whole mandibles. What I found ï which I 

had already suspected from the situation of the aardvark in the family tree of Ungulates ï was 

that its dental tubes were simply the sheaths of the extremely subdivided fingers of the pulp. In 

other words, the aardvark's tooth was one in which the cusps of the crown were highly 
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multiplied. For example, the hippopotamus' third molar has 4 cusps; the warthog has around 25; 

some Asian elephants have up to 90 and aardvarks have hundreds (up to 1,500 in the second 

molar). The aardvarkôs tooth, in spite of its appearance, thus fits within the usual pattern of 

mammalian teeth, of which it is an extreme case. From a tooth that was regarded as mysterious, 

thought perhaps to have a non-mammalian origin, I succeeded in understanding as a normal 

tooth that could have evolved from the simpler teeth of other mammals. The "monster" had been 

tamed.  

If I have written at length about a problem which seems far remote from that of the hairy 

wild men, it's because it is characteristic of my way of thinking. Using as a pretext that I venture 

off the beaten path in areas haunted by fantastic creatures and legendary beings, some people 

label me as "wacky" and pre-occupied with matters of little interest. If they had a sense of 

humor, they would say that "Heuvelmans is that zoologist who wrote his doctoral thesis about 

the teeth of an Edentate and has now become a specialist in the study of non-existent animals" 

(Like Cyrano de Bergerac, I can make my own jokes about my scientific "sense"). I would 

answer that the unknown, which does not exist at least in textbooks, is always confusing, 

somewhat disquieting, even terrifying ï in a word, fantastical. It is the privilege of innovators to 

face the Unknown. Should we be surprised that, in his time, was criticized for having tried to 

explain the world of animals on the basis of Ovid's Metamorphoses? Let us never forget that 

myths are perhaps the reflection of obscure and misunderstood realities, and that in any case, 

they are patterns pre-existing in our mind (Carl Jung's archetypes of the collective unconscious?) 

into which we try to fit, willy-nilly, facts that belong to Science. It is indeed correct that Darwin 

only proposed a rational explanation for the ancient myth of avatars, a phenomenon the poet 

(Ovid) grasped only vaguely and interpreted through his imagination. Similarly, I am not after 

sea-serpents to exorcise an antique incarnation of the Demon of External Darkness, but rather 

matter-of-factly to try to discover if the real animals behind this myth are to be classified as Fish, 

Reptiles or Mammals, which parts of the ocean they inhabit, what is their mating season, what 

they eat, whether they are gregarious or solitary, etc. 

We are finally approaching, through a wide centripetal spiral, the very topic of this volume.  

Throughout my studies, I acquired the habit, shared I believe with many of my colleagues,  

of storing in a special file, as much by interest as for amusement, newspaper clippings and 

bibliographic references about strange or unexplained facts about the world of animals that might 

one day become a subject of research. Within this grab-all, there were sensational articles about 

the Loch Ness monster, serious psychological studies on wolf-children, stories about mass 

strandings of giant squids on some remote beach, live toads found within old rocks, showers of 

fish, the kidnapping of black women by salacious gorillas, mammoths glimpsed in the Siberian 

taµga, a strange bear terrorizing East Africa, midget Pithecanthropes in Sumatra, and even a 

dragon hunt in the Swiss Alps. There were also photos of an ape-man supposedly discovered in 

the Atlas Mountains, a scaly rhinoceros shot down in Sumatra, and a legged fish said to have 

survived from the Devonian era. There were also articles, especially related to that last one ï the 

famous coelacanth ï discussing the scope and wealth of zoological discoveries still to be made. 

Just to mention really new large animals, since the day of my birth the current existence of the 

following had been established: the Congolese aquatic civet; the freshwater dolphin of Toung-

Ting Lake; the pygmy chimpanzee; the Congolese peacock; the Kouprey or grey Cambodian 

bull; the golden langur. After seventy years of efforts, the first live specimen of the giant Panda 

had been captured; many new beaked whales had been discovered, and the coelacanth had been 

fished out of the relatively shallow waters where it had been hiding since the dawn of time.  
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Within that motley collection, there was much that could be cast aside. I must admit, since it 

is not easy to rid oneself of the burden of an education peppered with dogmas and preconceived 

ideas, that there was not much that I kept. It was with a strange sense of make-believe that I saw 

early in 1948 an article in the Saturday Evening Post entitled "There Could Be Dinosaurs". At 

first, I didn't even think of clipping it out to include in my special archives: it looked too much 

like a science-fiction story cleverly presented as an authentic document. What led me to hesitate 

was the name of the author: Ivan T. Sanderson. I knew that he was a well-known naturalist who 

had led the Percy-Sladen expedition in Cameroon and had contributed a plethora of new species 

to the natural history department of the British Museum. I had also read his fascinating book on 

rare animals of the African jungle: Animal Treasure. Was it possible that he might also be an 

author of science fiction stories? (Actually, Sanderson wrote a number of novels for young 

readers.) To find out, I read the article carefully and made marginal notes. Among the experts 

quoted figured Carl Hagenbeck, the director of the Hamburg zoo, as well as its principal 

purveyor, Joseph Menges, professionals unlikely to engage in tall tales. I researched the sources 

of all the information and even added to them along the way in a process that lasted a few years. 

It was worth the effort: the result was clear: Sanderson had invented nothing. His work was 

based on information gathered by prominent people, such as Sir Henry Johnston, the governor of 

Uganda who had contributed to the discovery of the Okapi, the German explorer Hans 

Schomburgk and the English naturalist John G. Millais. As incredible as it seemed, one could 

legitimately wonder whether there might exit in the heart of Africa survivors of the great aquatic 

dinosaurs of the Secondary Era, or at least animals that closely resembled them.  

This was such a big deal that I decided to gather in one volume, fully documented and 

quoting all its sources, the scattered information available on the existence of large animals still 

unknown to Science. That work took me four years and led to the publication in 1955 of Sur la 

Piste des B°tes Ignor®es  (On the track of Unknown Animals), which was widely translated. The 

small book that I had planned had grown into a two volume opus. Even then, I had to omit the 

part, still incomplete, dealing with "unknown animals" of the sea. Exhaustively researched and 

completed, that part gave birth successively to Dans le Sillage des Monstres marins: le Kraken et 

le Poulpe Colossal in 1958 and then to Le Grand Serpent de Mer (published jointly in English as 

In the Wake of the Sea-Serpents (1968). And when comes the day when I will publish everything 

I now have in my files on animals unknown to science, I will surely need ten volumes: that's 

ignorance that takes a lot of room. 

Thus, over about twenty years, a new science, which I soon came to name Cryptozoology, 

was born and matured. A methodology ï-a system of study and systematic research ï emerged 

from my tentative first steps and opened the door to powerful methods of screening the evidence. 

It was a desperate effort, because at the rate at which the world fauna shrinks and species 

disappear one after the other like fruits still unripe blown away by the technocratic hurricane, one 

had to act quickly. Even if the only fruit of this methodology were to be the upsetting revelation 

which is the topic of this book, I believe the cryptozoological adventure would have been 

worthwhile.  

Only a detail, but an important one: this Ivan Sanderson, the author of the article in the 

Saturday Evening Post which had prompted me to write On the Track of Unknown Animals was 

the same Ivan T. Sanderson, who would be at the center of the discovery of the specimen that 

crowned all my theoretical research. He will have been the alpha and the omega of this saga.  

The current episode is, of course, only one among many in cryptozoological research, but it 

is undoubtedly today the most important, because on the one hand it pertains to the fundamental 
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problem of our own origins, and on the other because it was settled by the careful and detailed 

examination of a concrete specimen and thus received a genuine zoological baptism. Homo 

pongoides is, in a way, the proof of the effectiveness of the cryptozoological method.  

How did an eminent Soviet historian and philosopher, who was essentially concerned with 

discovering the anatomical, physiological, ecological and social conditions which led to the 

emergence of Homo sapiens ever get involved in this cryptozoological adventure? How did the 

in-depth research of professor Boris Porshnev in the USSR, combined with the work of 

Sanderson in the USA, and mine in France managed to achieve such success? That's what I shall 

now describe.  

The original edition of my book Sur la Piste des Betes Ignor®es (1955) included a number 

of chapters dealing with man-like unknown creatures. A whole section of the book was indeed 

entitled "The human-faced beasts of Indo-Malaysia", where I reviewed the problem of the 

nittaewo, the hairy Ceylonese midgets exterminated around 1800 as well as that of the similar 

orang pendek apparently still present in Sumatra. I also mentioned phantasmagoric gnomes from 

Indochina, with a tail, and forearms as sharp as cleavers; I also wrote of hairy men of normal 

stature and appearance recently observed on Christmas 1953 in the Malacca Peninsula. Finally, I 

spoke at length on the mystery of the Himalayan snowman, much in the news in the 1920s and 

back in the limelight in the 50s: no alpinist could venture to climb Everest without finding its 

footsteps in the snow. I rebelled against its ridiculous nickname, based on an error in translation: 

in my mind, there was nothing Abominable in the Snowman, it was not a man and did not live in 

the snows. Besides all that, I had devoted two complete chapters to similar humanoid and hairy 

creatures seen in other parts of the world: an anthropoidal great ape found in South America, and 

furry dwarves from East Africa, variously named agogwe or mau.  

 Following the flood of correspondence following the publication of my book, and given 

the continuing progress of my bibliographic research, I was able to enhance significantly the 

information contained in these various chapters in the English edition which appeared in 1958 as 

On the Track of Unknown Animals, and even more so for the extended English edition of 1962. 

In the meantime, it occurred to me that the problem of the Snowman was much more 

complicated that was imagined, and that it encompassed three kinds of rather creatures; also, that 

rumors about the existence of wild hairy men throughout  South America, from Colombia to the 

Guyanas, in northern Chile, in Bolivia, in northern Argentina  and in various states of Brazil; 

finally, in Africa, rumors of hairy dwarves were current not only on the southeast side of the 

continent, but also on the other side, in C¹te-d'Ivoire. I was even soon to receive additional 

information about the presence of tall "hairy men" from the Congo, still Belgian at that time.  

In my book I did not think for a moment of identifying all these creatures scattered over 

most of the planet, which actually had only two traits in common: that of looking more or less 

like humans, and that of being also very hairy. There were too many differences between them: 

some were minuscule gnomes, other of the size of an average human, and other still were real 

giants; some had a receding brow, others a skull like a brick; some were always bipedal on flat 

ground, others sometimes ran on all four; some left small triangular footprints, others large prints 

where the big toe was well to the side, and others left huge prints, long and narrow, with very 

long toes; finally ï and this was of little importance ï some were reddish, others puce, and some 

gray or even deep black.  

I commented on each of these types in isolation, within their regional context, and merely 

expressed some speculative hypotheses on the nature of those best described. The famous 

ameranthropoid of the Columbia and Venezuelan hinterland appeared to me to be a cebid 



                                             THE STRUGGLE FOR TROGLODYTES    39 

 

 

monkey (a family which includes all American monkeys except marmosets and tamarins ) 

having perhaps reached through convergent evolution a form and a stature comparable to those 

of the great apes of the Old World. I was wondering whether the small agogwe of Tanzania and 

Mozambique might not be relict australopithecines. I agreed with my eminent colleague (and 

later friend) Dr. W.C. Osman Hill in his hypothesis (expressed as early as 1945) that the Sri 

Lankan nittaewo and the Sumatran orang pendek might be related to the extinct Javanese 

pithecanthrope. I expressed for the first time the idea that the larger Himalayan Snowman was 

likely to be related to Gigantopithecus, a giant anthropoid ape of the mid-Pleistocene from the 

Chinese province of Kwangsi, and I supposed that the others were relics of the fossil Siwalik 

fauna, so rich in monkeys. Not for an instant did the idea that one of these "hairy men" might be 

a real human crossed my mind: from all we knew, they lived like wild animals, had no 

articulated language, and did not use tools or fire. At best, some had the reputation of throwing 

stones or hitting with sticks, which even chimpanzees do. I had actually deliberately left out of 

my files all creatures which clearly seemed human, such as the maricoxis encountered by colonel 

Fawcett in the southwest of the Matto Grosso: while they were strangely hairy for Indians, they 

used bows and arrows.  

Ivan T. Sanderson, with whom I had begun to correspond regularly since 1957 generally 

agreed with my views. It was he who, as early as 1950, had first thought of the Himalayan 

snowman as a survivor of the old simian fauna of the Siwaliks.  

However, the whole perspective shifted when Professor Boris F. Porshnev stepped in.  

He relates in the first part of the French work Neanderthal Man is Still Alive that in January 

1958, his interest suddenly focused on the snowman following the sighting of one in the Pamir. 

So, when the highly condensed Russian translation of my book appeared in Moscow, Porshnev, 

who was very familiar with French, and a prominent Soviet expert in the history of France, was 

eager to consult the original version of the book. He quickly got in touch with me. That was the 

beginning of a close friendship and fruitful collaboration which substantially enriched my 

knowledge of the subject. In 1961, he came for the first time to visit me in Paris where, as the 

newspaper say ï- and it was true ï we had a frank and fruitful exchange of views and survey the 

problem. It was two years later that appeared the admirable monograph The Present State of the 

Problem of Relict Humanoids where the Russian scientist expressed his personal views of the 

situation.  

One must say that Porshnev and I were both quite convinced of the existence of wild hairy 

men in the broadest and loosest sense. However, there was a point on which we never managed 

to agree: I saw the Himalayan snowman as an anthropoid ape while Porshnev saw an actual 

human, more specifically a Neanderthal man survivor from the recent Pleistocene.  

There was a good reason for this divergence of opinion. For my part, I had researched the 

reports of western travelers ï British, French, Austrians, Swiss, Italians, Americans, etc. ï most 

of them alpinists approaching the Himalayan peaks from the southwest side of the mountain 

range, as well as the reports from their informers from Nepal, Sikkim, Bhutan and Kashmir. As 

for Porshnev, he had focused his attention on reports originating from areas on the northeast side 

of the Himalayan range: both from states of the Soviet Union: Tadjikistan, Kirghizstan, 

Kazakhstan and the Siberian vastness ï and from Tibet, Sinkiang, Outer Mongolia and China and 

finally the Caucasus, on the doorstep of Europe.  

 On the south side of the mountain range which divides Asia in two distinct zoogeographic 

zones (the Palearctic and the Oriental) the focus of my own research gave me the impression of 

being a strangely bipedal monkey (of course so is the gibbon). Its squarish head suggested the 
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presence of a sagittal crest, like that of the gorilla or perhaps the existence of a standing tuft of 

hair as on the coconut-shaped head of young orangutans. The yeti, as it was called in Nepal, was 

also said to run on all four when in a hurry. Finally, a whole series of behaviors ï scratching, 

flashing teeth as a means of intimidation, a perverse taste for destruction,  the manifestation of a 

powerless rage by bouncing up and down on the spot while pulling off tufts of grass ï 

emphatically suggested an ape. I have observed many and even raised some. However, north of 

the Himalayas, Porshnev observed in his snowman characteristics which suggested a real human: 

body proportions, a non-opposable big toe, long head-hair, and consistent bipedalism (except of 

course when climbing steep slopes).  

We could not agree because we were obviously not talking about the same thing. That's 

what I finally understood. In the Himalayan region, I had already tried to show in my book that 

three distinct types of creatures were confounded, perhaps by legend. The creature studies by 

Porshnev seemed to be a fourth type, clearly human, which the Soviet scientist had excellent 

reasons to consider as Neanderthal.  

That's not the end of the story! Things got even more complicated in 1958. At that time, 

Ivan Sanderson had undertaken an extensive journey through North America to document his 

work The Continent We Live On. He was already on his way when many of his correspondents, 

of which I was one, sent him newspaper clippings mentioning the discovery in the Klamath 

Mountains of northern California of absolutely enormous human footsteps. This incident was 

related to an ancient enigma which had long attracted the attention of Canadian researchers like 

J.W. Burns and Ren® Dahinden. For centuries, the Indians of British Columbia claimed that hairy 

giants which they called Sasquatch lived in the Rocky Mountains; various sightings by pale-

faces had confirmed it. Sanderson left to conduct an enquiry on the newly discovered footprints; 

journalist John Green, in Agassiz, BC, began to devote much of his time to this problem and was 

quickly followed by a bevy of enthusiastic amateurs. A new saga was launched: that of Bigfoot.  

The oversized tracks made by that giant didn't have any resemblance to those of the yeti. 

However, the press soon dubbed their author as "the American Abominable Snowman"! Thus 

arose more confusion which, alas! Porshnev soon supported. 

Nevertheless, when in 1961 Sanderson finally published his expected vast synthesis of the 

problem, Abonimable Snowmen: Legend Comes to Life, he wisely proposed to classify various 

types of hairy hominoids seen on five continents (or rather zoogeographoic zones) in four 

categories: 1) Sub-humans (i.e. Neanderthals); 2) Proto-pygmies; 3) Neo-giants; 4) Sub-

hominids (i.e. anthropoid apes). 

In the mind of the Scottish-American naturalist, the Sub-humans were the almas and other 

hairy Asian wild men researched by Porshnev; the Proto-pygmies included the orang pendek 

from Sumatra, teh-lma, the smallest of the Himalayan snowmen, as well as the African tgogwe 

and the tuendes of tropical America; the Neo-Giants were represented by the sasquatch, aka 

Bigfoot, and the largest Snowman, tzu-teh; and finally the Sub-hominids by the mi-teh, the mid-

sized snowman. Some of Sanderson's attributions were arguable, but he certainly had the merit of 

clarifying a business that was wallowing in confusion.  

In contrast to the splitting process which Ivan and I adopted, Boris Fedorovitch lumped 

together the various types of hairy bipeds found here and there on the planet. To him, they were 

all small relict populations of Neanderthals, diversified by their adaptation to different local 

conditions.  

I often pointed out to him during our conversations and in our correspondence that there 

were among the various types traits which were difficult to reconcile with the idea of a single 
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species. Differences in hair color were of no consequence: after all, Senegalese, Swedes, 

Mongols and Bushmen all belong to the same species. Even differences in stature could be 

explained: in central Africa, Wambutti pygmies and giant Watutsi are very different neighbors, 

but are nevertheless just as much Homo sapiens. One might even be able to explain by reason of 

age or sexual dimorphism some differences in color and stature as well as some diversity in 

structure. For example, it once took a long time to realize that all described species of orangutans 

boiled down to three types: large adult males, much smaller females and immature juveniles. 

However there were among the wild hairy men some traits which implied at least some 

specificity. Individuals with a square head could not belong to the same species as those of the 

same gender with a sloping forehead and a flat head. Individuals from the same species could not 

sometimes leave footprints longer and narrower than those of modern man, and other times 

shorter and wider, and sometimes plainly triangular.  

To which my friend Porshnev answered with a variety of arguments. First of all, he said, we 

are not measuring the magnitude of individual and racial variations of the species and we have 

no knowledge of the workings of its foot. He added that we already had our work cut out to 

convince people of the existence of a single species, and that we would never manage to achieve 

acceptance of a pleiad of hairy savages. He thought that until we had more information, it would 

be wise to suppose, as a working hypothesis, that there was only one species, a relict 

Neanderthal.  

To which I answered that such wisdom might eventually turn out to be a folly which we 

would sorely regret. As a matter of fact, hairy wild men had been mentioned since times 

immemorial. Both the Bible and the Babylonian Epic of Gilgamesh mention them. Classic 

antiquity had its satyrs and silvans, the Middle Ages their wud®wasa and Men-of-the-Woods. 

From the Renaissance on, in a period of progressive exploration of the world, travelers had seen 

them in many areas. To the point that Linnaeus himself had included them in his Systema 

Naturae.  It was the discovery of the great apes, first the chimpanzee and the orangutan, and 

much later the gorilla, that was to relegate them to legend. Actually, all the great apes had 

originally been described as "wild men" or "hairy men" or "men of the woods". Nineteenth 

century science thought that it had explained once for all by these discoveries a thousand-year 

old enigma. Henceforth, all new stories of wild hairy men were thought to be the result of errors 

or hoaxes.  

One had to avoid a repeat of such a mistake. If the first specimen to be discovered were to 

be identified as a Neanderthal the problem would be considered solved and any subsequent 

attempt to search for a living Gigantopithecus, Pithecanthrope, Australopithecus or any unknown 

anthropoid ape would be considered a folly. And if, on the other hand, the first specimen 

captured and identified turned out to be an unknown species of ape, the hypothesis of the 

survival of Neanderthals would be subject to ever-lasting ridicule. 

Furthermore, I thought that we should from the very beginning adopt the attitude of 

scientific researchers, not of diplomats. Diplomacy, often based on white lies, cannot co-exist 

with Science, which is entirely devoted to the search for Truth. 

Anyway, Porshnev was not absolutely opposed to the idea of there being many species of 

wild men. But he was actually interested in only one of them. There was somewhat of a 

preconceived idea in his approach, which he readily admitted and which will be clear in his part 

of this book: his interest was uniquely the problem of the origin of man, and if the object of our 

research had not been a Neanderthal, he would have had no interest at all in the question. 

Although the problem of anthropogenesis was also important to me, I could not as a 
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cryptozoologist adopt such an attitude.  

If, from my point of view, Porshnev's approach to the problem was somewhat misguided, 

one must recognize that in identifying one type of hairy biped with Neanderthal man, he had 

taken the first step ahead of the rest of us: he showed remarkable flair, one of those flashes of 

genius at the base of scientific revolutions.  

Because, finally, his hypothesis had everything going against it. Wherever they were seen, 

hairy wild men were always described as real animals, living like animals, without any of the 

features that distinguish man: articulated language, tool-making, the use of fire, and organized 

social life.  

Did Neanderthals have language? On this matter, anthropologists differ. We have good 

reasons to believe that these prehistoric men had a rather rough stone-tool making industry, 

showing a high degree of manual dexterity, that they used torches, that they sometimes lived in 

bands of many families, that they used cosmetics and wore jewels, that they buried their dead 

with grave offerings and even had a cult of the Bear.  

That doesn't really jive with the image of a man-beast. That is why I long had a strong 

aversion towards my Soviet friend's hypothesis. It took the full deployment of a brilliant 

demonstration of his theory to shake my aversion. And I finally bowed to the evidence when I 

had under my very own eyes the irrefutable proof of the current existence of creatures 

anatomically similar, in the smallest details, to the Neanderthal of long ago: a skin and bone 

specimen.  

In Neanderthal Man is Still Alive, we first hear professor Boris F. Porshnev's broad 

autobiographical account of the question on which he spent most of his efforts over fourteen 

years of his life. In the second part of the book I relate how Ivan Sanderson and I came to 

examine the perfectly preserved corpse of one of these creatures, which I then spent years 

studying.  

The reader will first benefit from a panoramic view of the question before being invited to a 

closer examination. He should not succumb to the temptation of leaping over the first part to 

immediately attack the second under the pretext that it is concerned with a tangible and 

measurable anatomical specimen rather than with legends, hazy testimonies and equivocal 

footprints. To insist on a specimen would be a grievous mistake that many people make when 

dealing with this kind of investigation. A specimen, as we shall see, has only subsidiary value, as 

an a posteriori verification. It is actually impossible to understand and appreciate the 

identification and study of an individual without having first assimilated the complex 

background of the problem.  

Before passing the microphone to my friend Boris, I would like to emphasize another point, 

practical rather than theoretical and with strong moral implications where I cannot agree with 

him, nor with Sanderson. They both advocate as the next step in our study to seek a new 

specimen, shooting one down. I strongly object to such an attitude. Porshnev justifies it by 

claiming that the creatures that we are looking for are not really human, at least in the 

philosophical sense of the term. Whether that be so or not is quite irrelevant in my view. 

We have no moral right to dispose of the life of other creatures beyond the necessity to feed 

ourselves: that is a stark law of nature and we are certainly not, alas, herbivores. We have even 

less the right to kill when dealing with intelligent and feeling beings, capable of emotions and 

suffering. We even have a duty to protect them, as they are rare and menaced with extinction. 

The loftiest demands of Science can never justify murder or torture. One may also doubt whether 

killing one of these creatures would be of appreciable benefit to our knowledge. George Schaller 



                                             THE STRUGGLE FOR TROGLODYTES    43 

 

 

has taught us much more about gorillas by observing them for a year in their natural habitat than 

a century of massacres and captures often taking place in atrocious conditions.  

To believe that possession of a specimen, an "irrefutable proof "of existence, could convince 

the scientific world of the existence of such creatures is a mark of great naivety and ignorance of 

the history of zoology and particularly of anthropology. The second part of this volume will 

show once again that when a sample embarrasses Science, and does not fit within the scope of 

traditionally accepted facts, the representatives of Science do not even bother to examine it. Even 

if they had to, they would immediately claim that it must be a clever hoax or an abnormal 

individual. Public and scientific opinion does not seem ready to receive such an upsetting 

revelation as the existence on our planet of another form of humans.  

Thus, the best we can do at this stage is to inform the broad public as well as scientists to 

make them aware and to prepare them for accepting the situation. That is even, for Porshnev and 

myself an imperative duty. Brecht essentially said it in one of his plays:  

"He who knows nothing and says nothing is only ignorant, but he who knows and says 

nothing is a criminal."  

 

                       BERNARD HEUVELMANS 
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BORIS PORSHNEV 

 

 Doctor of Historical Sciences 

Doctor of Philosophy 

                                                 
2
 NOTE to the 1974 French edition. The first part of this book is the translation, by Cyrille de Neubourg, of the 

Russian text of Professor Boris Porshnev's published in 1968 in the magazine Prostor (Space). This work was 

supervised in its entirety by the author's main collaborator, Doctor Marie-Jeanne Koffmann. The few corrections 

that were made were approved by the Soviet scientist. Sub-titles have been added to help make the contents clearer 

to the reader. Original footnotes are all due to Bernard Heuvelmans, who assumes full responsibility for their 

content. To make sure that this text is clearly understood, note that Professor Porshnev always uses the term 

hominoid in its etymological sense of "a creature in the form of a human, looking like a human" and not in the more 

specific meaning which it has formally acquired in systematic zoology, that is a representative of the superfamily 

Hominoids, which includes both the family of pongids, or anthropoidal apes, and the family Hominids. Professor 

Porshnev frequently uses the term paleanthrope to denote a neanderthalian: the words are synonyms. Other 

synonyms to be remembered are: 

 ïï archanthropian, or archanthrope = pithecanthropian or pithecanthrope in the broadest sense. 

 ïï paleanthropian or paleanthrope = neanderthalian or Neanderthal in the broadest sense. 

 ïï neanthropian or neanthrope = modern man or Homo sapiens, in the most restricted sense.  

One last detail. Arguing that the modern name of the valley of the Neander is spelled Neandertal and not 

Neanderthal, some purists would write "neandertalian." That is a mistake. "Neanderthal man" is the French 

transcription of the scientific name Homo neanderthalensis and it is normal that such a transcription from Latin to 

another language should respect the original spelling. There is no need to take into account the philological or 

geographical changes which have taken place since their creation. It is just as inappropriate to speak of "Neandertal 

man" as to rename Rhodesian man (Homo rhodesiensis) Zambian man. So, in French, one should write: "The man 

of the Neandertal was one of the first known Neanderthals.ò The spelling Neanderthal is used everywhere in this 

English language version.  
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"They were laughing at me; they did not even want to take the matter into 

consideration: they were afraid of passing for scientific heretics. But when the 

facts became so obvious that it was no longer possible to doubt them, I had to 

put up with something worse than objections, criticisms, sarcasms and 

persecutions: I was faced with silence. 

ñThey did not deny the facts: they wouldn't even debate them, they were 

simply forgotten. Or then they looked for explanations more outlandish than 

the facts themselves. 

"I wasn't too concerned about the objections, but the obstinate refusal to 

examine the evidence and the verdicts of impossibility pronounced without the 

least understanding were most painful." 

 

                                                                       JACQUES BOUCHER DE PERTHES,  

                                                               Pioneer of the study of the upper Paleolithic 

 

 

 

CHAPTER ONE 

 

 

REPUGNANT AND RIDICULOUS  

 

The Snowman in Public Opinion 

 

 

The "Abominable Snowman". the name brings forth a smirk. 

In an article where he was summing up the subject, a clever journalist had found this subtle 

title: "Branded with the hot iron of ridicule."  This formula justly describes the shunning which 

strikes those who believe that, on the contrary, a smile is out of place on this matter. The article 

appeared under a different, rather Wildian title: On the importance of being serious. 

(Literaturskaia Gazeta, 25 Jun 1966).  

The Snowman? Everyone without exception has heard of it. Sometimes someone will tell 

you pretentiously: "I have read everything on the subject." If there is one scientific problem that 

everyone can discuss and on which everyone can offer his opinion, it is indeed that of the 

Snowman. People do not hesitate to ask each other: "How about you, do you believe in it?" 

That is alas the deplorable consequence of a long story. Millions of people have been 

informed by newspapers and magazines, not by reading the conclusions of scientific symposia or 

serious monographies, as would normally be the case for any other scientific problem, but by 

more or less fantastic stories of encounters in nature with "something" bizarre and unexpected. 

The readers of such nonsense have even been invited to speak instead of scientists, who 

remained strangely silent on the matter. Of course, they accepted with enthusiasm. The problem 

of the Snowman soon became a subject of universal expertise.  

If that is the case, it is obviously the fault of scientists who have deliberately ignored the 

issue. The ostrich with its head in the sand comes to mind as a potential expert! Of course, it's 

difficult to be an expert when one has refused to look at the evidence and is not up to date on the 

subject. It's much easier to dictate to everyone to behave like an ostrich, as a sort of monopoly. 
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Let the public, who thinks they are well informed, have as much fun as they wish. 

However, should one care to reflect honestly, it is quite possible, without too much of an 

effort of imagination, to grasp the scope of the scientific revolution which could be triggered by 

this "amusement for frivolous adults" as the search for the snowman is seen by public opinion.  

The Darwinist revolution took place at a time when the fossil ancestors of man were almost 

unknown. It is only later that it became possible to prove that humans had, over a long period of 

time, descended from a whole series of links from some kind of ape, looking somewhat like 

modern anthropoids. Nearly all the ancestral intermediary or even collateral forms have 

disappeared. Within our common family tree, as bushy as it is, few branches have reached to this 

day: on the one hand, four kinds of anthropoidal apes which have diverged widely from the 

ancestral form, and on the other the one and only living human species on Earth: Homo sapiens. 

Not surprising that such a gap should be imagined to lie between them.  

As to those intermediate forms that have disappeared, a veritable mountain of fossil bones 

and relics of their life have accumulated since the days of Darwin. As to their psyche however, 

what confidence can we have that the indirect interpretations made by anthropologists and 

prehistorians are correct and unshakable?  

Suddenly, in a flash, there arises the probability that for a hundred years we have been 

sorely mistaken: that one of the species thought to be fossil in not quite extinct; that it has 

survived to this day and moreover seems to be as far from Homo sapiens as it is from the 

anthropoid apes. How many apparently correct hypotheses will crumble in the light of this 

discovery, and how many unsuspected truths will come to light?  

Should the species in question be anatomically similar to neanderthalians, but without the 

specific character which distinguishes human language from all animal communication systems, 

we will be closer to understanding the mystery of speech. In the realm of human sciences, speech 

remains the fundamental unknown, as was formerly in physics the nature of the atomic nucleus. 

The nature of human language is, by analogy, the nucleus which is to be probed. Thanks to a 

living fossil, we will be in a highly favorable position to tackle the final mystery of biological 

evolution.  

Should that species truly lack speech, its muteness will support certain hypotheses relative 

to human articulated language. We will have the opportunity to study its physiological bases, 

lacking in apes. Such a verification of general theory is as essential in anthropology as 

experimental research has been in physics. If it turns out that neanderthalians could not have had 

articulated speech, it will no longer be possible to classify them as human. At this point, the 

history of man will be significantly abbreviated. "History" will become restricted to the brief 

period of existence of Homo sapiens: no longer two million years or more as is currently 

believed, but a mere 35,000 years. And of all these millennia, most will be swallowed by the 

dark beginning of what was only a "preface". History will only encompass the last few millennia. 

But at the same time, it will reveal itself as an impetuous process. Actually, as an impetuously 

accelerating process! 

Such is the brutal avalanche that research on the Snowman could trigger. Even the word 

research is tainted here with a nuance of misplaced frivolity. This is not a matter of winning a 

bet. There is much work to be done, but no upsetting discovery or spectacular bombshell to be 

expected. The sensational discovery is already a matter of the past! 

The tragedy is that no one actually tries to deny it and to refute all that. It suffices to brand 

the whole topic with the infamous stigma of ridicule.  

It might actually be that the hottest point of this strange issue is its moral aspect. Science has 



                                             THE STRUGGLE FOR TROGLODYTES    47 

 

 

its problems; the relationship between scientists and their moral obligations is also a problem. 

From the very first months of my interest in the enigma of the Snowman, I followed a strict 

rule: to gather and exhibit, openly, all data related to the issue. Never have I tried to sort out what 

I thought might be more or less reliable. I systematically gathered everything, realizing that if 

there was a kernel of truth, it would reveal itself through the mass of information. However 

credible, or unreliable might witnesses be, it is inappropriate to adopt a degree of credibility 

which is usually subjective. One has to accept as a basis the entirety of what is available, helter-

skelter: reports of encounters, vague rumors, fantastic legends, pieces of bones, tufts of hair, 

footprints, antique imagery, and so on. One will then see what gradually emerges from this mish-

mash. 

This is the way the foundations of our research have been set and continue to grow. To this 

day, they comprise seven books (with an eighth in preparation3). Call them what you like: 

dossiers, corpus, indices, and references. We call it our "informational materials". What labor 

these documents have cost us! A mountain of correspondence, the constant concern of not 

suggesting to informers what is expected of them, as well as ensuring that they do not influence 

each other. That last problem is practically impossible: information arrived by hundreds, 

thousands, from regions and countries far remote from each other, and at different times.  

Carefully transcribed and numbered, information arriving from all kinds of people follow 

each other in our documents. They are classified only by geographical areas: Nepal, Sikkim,  

Indochina, China, Mongolia, Northeast Asia, Northwest America and, finally, various regions of 

the USSR: around Lake Baikal, the Sayan Mountains, Kazakhstan, central Asian republics, 

Yakoutia and the Caucasus. In general, the information is transcribed as it was received, neither 

reworked nor commented upon: therein lies the fundamental honesty of our study.  

Right from the start, then our work is marked by a concern for scientific truth. If you take 

the trouble to read through everything we have gathered in what has become a travelogue 

through space and time, you will find out that the same leitmotiv occurs from one end to the 

other: there existed in the past, and there exists still today certain creatures with perfectly defined 

physical characteristics and behavioral traits. The thousands of testimonies we have gathered all 

fit in the same mold of a biological entity. 

The opposite side has however not followed the rules of the game. None of the leaders of 

anthropological science has bothered to read through our seven volumes of information, or the 

voluminous monography about the problem written ï horror! ï by a "non-anthropologist". By the 

same token, all those zoologists and anatomists who have dared to join us and screen every grain 

of information through the filter of biological thought, have been ridiculed. Such an attitude is 

justified by pretending that all that is not worth reading, that it is merely a collection of lies, 

fantasies: a gigantic mystification.  

The American writer and zoologist Ivan T. Sanderson, has applied his commercial savvy to 

calculate how much it would have cost some gigantic occult consortium through the centuries to 

buy the testimonies of innumerable witnesses over the whole planet. And to what aim? Only to 

confuse some scientists today?  

So, all these stories are pure folklore! The circle is closed shut: those who would bother to 

browse through our documents would soon find that they contain little in the nature of myths and 

legends, but it's easier not to be informed. It is so much less trouble to conclude that some "non-

anthropologists" have gathered an anthology of old-wives' tales, which they naively accepted as 

truth. 

                                                 
3 At the time, only four had been printed and published. 
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Actually, our informational material contains a stack of proofs satisfying the rules of strict 

logic. Our study has come a long way since we simply asked our original question: "Does this 

'something' exist or not?" Today we know what it is without having had to capture one, just as in 

physics, the Swiss theoretician Pauli discovered and defined the neutrino thirty years before it 

could be observed.4 We now understand why the solution of the problem was beyond the means 

of the 19th-century and the early 20th. What was needed to solve it was access to the latest 

zoological and anthropological ideas, modern technology, and the level of coordinated 

organization that only a modern state can provide.  

At this point, a struggle of a different kind has to be faced. At any cost, public opinion must 

be sensitized and its support demanded. This is why I am now ready to lift the curtain. 

This text is a plea. It is an effort to describe the slow evolution of our investigations: the 

doubts, the enigmas and their solutions, the actors and their thoughts. 

What I have to do here is to present the problem as clearly as possible, and as appealingly as 

possible so that the reader will read to the end. I will of course have to limit myself to a bare 

minimum of facts. Everyone will then be able to draw their own conclusions on the basis of first-

hand information. I appeal to everyone's common sense. From the very dawn, Galileo and 

Descartes have invited people to reason.  

                                                 
4 An even more classical example, in astronomy, is the discovery of the planet Neptune, by Jean-Joseph 

Le Verrier. In July 1846, the French astronomer had calculated that certain irregularities in the trajectory 

of Uranus were due to the presence of a further planet, the position of which he could calculate with 

precision for a specific date. On the following 23 September, at the Berlin observatory, Galle pointed his 

telescope towards the calculated position: thee it was! Le Verrier had calculated with precision its mass, 

as well as the shape and dimensions of its orbit. 
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CHAPTER TWO  

 

 

UNEXPECTED ENCOUNTERS 

 

The joining of data from the Himalaya and Mongolia, of the Present and the Past 

 

 

It sometimes happens that a new scientific idea is born from the encounter of independent 

data, as a spark arises when two electric wires accidentally touch. Sometimes the truth is found 

at the junction of two distinct paths. 

At the beginning, I didn't pay much attention to all I read about the Snowman of the 

Himalayas. I couldn't imagine how in such an inhospitable milieu a wild creature could find 

food, be it vegetarian or carnivore. In fact, I began to take an interest in the question only at the 

memorable instant when a spark arose from the confrontation ï not so fundamental, as it turned 

out ï of a detail about the Snowman and of an aspect of my former studies on the interaction 

between prehistoric men and their environment. kyik, the ibex, the mountain goat was the spark.  

Late in 1957, A.G. Pronin, a hydrologist, revealed to the press that he had seen the 

Snowman from afar in the Pamir region, in the Balaind-Kyik valley. This name means the 

valley of the thousand ibexes. Two years earlier, I had concluded a study about the alimentary 

resources of fossil neanderthalians who had lived in a cave found by Soviet prehistorians at 

Techik-Tach, in central Asia. There were there an enormous number of ibex bones. Having 

carefully studied the biology of these ungulates and their role in the local ecology, I had reached 

the conclusion that, to the bewilderment of prehistorians, neanderthalians were absolutely 

unable to kill those acrobats of mountain crags, even by pushing them into the void. What! To 

scare them enough on their familiar home territory that they would stumble? Might as well try 

to make an eagle fall off the sky by shouting "boo!" Everything in the inherited physiology of 

the ibex protected them from a fatal fall.  

Something else had also become clear. The panther, the main expert killer of ibexes, kills 

many more than it can eat. Within its hunting area, many species of predatory birds and 

carnivores share the spoils. The only problem for the neanderthalians was to get there first and 

to fend off their competitors, which was not difficult. Each carcass, or what was left of it, was 

transported to the cavern as soon as possible. At the excavation site, neither nails nor teeth such 

as ours could have transformed the corpse of an ibex into edible food. Only stones, properly 

split into shards could cut and scrape the skin, the bones and the sinews. When meat was not 

available, they rummaged through nearby bushes for berries and dug up roots from the hill 

sides. This reconstitution of the alimentary regime of the men of Techik-Tach was only an 

episode, a link in the cycle of my studies. 

It also turned out that neanderthalians did not kill cave bears, although they knew them 

well for having lived near them, and that they readily appropriated the mass of food that these 

animals provided when they died.  

I also could show that in earlier periods the mighty mountain streams of the glacial age 

carried downstream, to sand banks and estuaries, an enormous biomass of ungulates which were 

harvested by pithecanthropes specializing in this kind of occupation.  

This corpus of research fitted harmoniously within a broad synthesis wherein the fossil 
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predecessors of Homo sapiens were in no way human beings, but animals, disgusting 

scavengers, repulsive to the point of horror, but brilliantly adapted to the difficult crisis faced by 

the ecosystem during the ice ages.  

From all that, there appeared a tiny spark on the screen of my consciousness when I saw 

the scanty information about the Snowman of the Pamir. In the old days, the Techik-Tach 

people had lived in a valley where ibex were abundant. No matter that today there remain very 

few of these goats in "the valley of a thousand ibex", the name speaks of a great abundance in 

the past. Might not the hairy biped seen by Pronin have ventured there, moved by some 

ancestral instinct, or perhaps following its own hazy memories of some decades back? My 

association of ecologically inspired ideas was stimulated by a description of the valley of 

Baliand-Kuik, as presented in the press: lots of berry-bearing bushes, an abundance of marmot 

burrows.  

Of course such a spark arising from an association of ideas has in itself no compelling 

strength of scientific persuasion. However, in my inner mind, it ignited a long smoldering 

doubt: had the neanderthalians rapidly disappeared since the arrival of Homo sapiens, or had 

they slowly degenerated? And what if, by any chance, they had not completely disappeared?  

It is from that moment that I took a serious interest in the Snowman!  

Everything I could learn in the press about the yeti in the Himalayas ï reports by sherpas or 

lamas of the Buddhist monasteries, descriptions of footprints, presumed "scalps", food left-

overs, excrements, and information as to its distribution in the many mountain ranges reaching 

the Himalayas ï begged for a supporting counterpart within a new realm of observations. Even 

when taking into account Panin's report from the Pamir, the matter, in spite of the vast areas 

involved, was nevertheless localized, and focused on the same mountainous area. It's only later 

that I realized with what impatience I was waiting for something new: a junction with a 

completely independent path, an absolutely unhoped-for meeting.  

And then, one day, a young boy asked me: "How about those almas of Rosenfeld's book 

The Parade of the Almas, do they have anything to do with the Snowman?"  All the credit for a 

great discovery belongs to this little boy. In due diligence, I browsed through that science-

fiction novel, a rather rambling story published in 1936.5  One of the protagonists is a Mongol 

scientist, Jamtsarano who tries to understand the mystery of these almas. Was he a fictional or a 

real person? I discovered that some time earlier, in 1930, the same author, M.K. Rosenfeld, had 

published a factual account entitled By Car Through Mongolia. That same professor Jamstarano 

appeared there. There were even extracts from his reports on these extraordinary creatures, wild 

men who actually lived in Mongolia. That scientist had gathered abundant information about 

these beings from the local population, and their description agreed with that of the Buryat 

professor Baradyine about his own encounter with one of these almas.  

Mongol lore was far from my ken and I still had some doubts as to the real existence of 

Jamtsarano and Baradyine, but some specialists reassured me and informed me. Yes, Professor 

Tsyben J. Jamstarano was actually an eminent Mongol scientist, with a world-wide reputation. 

It was him who had created the Academy of Sciences of Exterior Mongolia.  

Fine. But where was I to find information about these almas in a more exhaustive and 

detailed format than in M.K. Rosenfeld's travelogue? His widow's attempts to find his travel 

notes, in the hope of discovering further information, were in vain. As to Jamstarano himself, I 

was informed that he had also died and that his archives had disappeared. However, he had 

disciples. One of his closest collaborators was professor Rintchen, of the Mongol Academy of 

Science, to whom I immediately wrote. His answer finally reached me from Ulan-Bator: "Yes, 

                                                 
5 And put in film by V.A. Schneiderov in 1937. 
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said doctor in philological sciences Rintchen, you are correct. I am the only man still alive who 

is fully acquainted with the abruptly interrupted research of the most respected professor 

Jamtsarano on the almas of Mongolia. I am also aware of all the details of the sighting by 

professor Baradyine that were never published. My last meeting with him on this subject was in 

Leningrad in 1936.  

Everything that I could gather on the sighting by explorer Badzar B. Baradyine, a 

distinguished Soviet orientalist, was subsequently published in these terms: "It happened in 

April 1906 in the desert of Alachan, in the camp of Badyn-Djaran. One night, a little before 

sunset, the guide of the caravan uttered a shout of distress. The caravan halted immediately and 

everyone could see on a sand dune the silhouette of a hairy man that looked like an ape. Bent 

forward, with its long arms swinging, he was standing on the crest of the sandy hill, lit by the 

setting sun. For about a minute he looked at the human beings and then turned around and 

disappeared among the dunes. "Baradyine asked the guides to go after him, but none would 

decide to do so. It was a lama from Urga, Chirab Siplyi, a genuine athlete, member of the 

caravan, who went in pursuit of the almas, as the Mongols called it: he thought that he could 

wrestle with it and overcome it. But, wearing his heavy Mongol boots, Chirab did not manage 

to catch up with the almas, who soon disappeared beyond a dune.  

"This priceless observation by B.B. Baradyine provoked a great interest among the Russian 

educated classes, but it was only spoken of, never published. Actually, within the account of his 

voyage, which was to be published in 1908, Baradyine was obliged, "to avoid a scandal " to 

omit mention of this incident, on the insistence of the president of the Imperial Society of 

Geography, S.F. Oldenburg, permanent secretary of the Academy of Sciences.6 So, official 

science quickly buried a most remarkable discovery." 

In passing, it's precisely in that same year, 1906, that coincidentally the English naturalist 

Henry Elwes made a similar discovery in Tibet. He also observed a living individual. His report 

was to suffer a similar fate. The manuscript where Elwes described his encounter and which 

contained detailed information on the appearance of the anthropoid, its footprints and the places 

where it was seen, went through the hands of some English scientists and of Elwes' relatives 

shortly before the First World War and then disappeared. 

So, whereas at the beginning of the 20th century humanity was ready for a revolution in 

physics, it was not ready for a revelation in anthropology. Here and there, signals flashed in 

vain. It is however of great importance that they should have appeared at that time and that 

leaders such as Baradyine and Elwes had already seen with the eyes of naturalists what was still 

unacceptable. We shall see later that in the 1880s the famous Nicholas M. Prjevalsky had also 

been blind to the idea.  

That kernel of truth was however not completely lost. Badzar Baradyine had told the 

incident to his friend Jamtsarano, emphasizing that his Mongol co-travelers had told him that to 

meet an almas was as rare as seeing a wild horse7 or a wild yak. For years, Jamtsarano prepared 

an expedition. But where, and for what purpose? Each report of an encounter mass, from the 

                                                 
6 Sergei Fedorovitch Oldenburg (1863-1934) was a famous Russian orientalist whose works on 

Buddhism, ancient Indian literature and people of the far-east are still authoritative. Continuing in his 

post after the revolution, he remained the permanent secretary of the Academy of Sciences of the USSR 

until 1929. 
7 This is the mongols' takhi, the only real wild horse, whose discovery in 1881 was to immortalize the 

hard-to-pronounce name of explorer Prjevalsky. It is fortunate that the good colonel Prjevalsky had not 

been more forthcoming, for our textbooks would now speak not only of a horse by his name but also of 

a Man of Prjevalsky.  
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Starting at the end of the 1800s, a handful of Mongol scientists led field studies on the wild 

men. Academician Doctor Rintchen (seen here with his wife in Ulan Bator) is the last 

survivor of this group pioneers and is still actively studying the almas, today on the verge 

of extinction. 

 

end of the 19th century to 1928, had been situated on a special map.  

"On should note, added Rintchen, that the name of the observer was already written in the 

margin. Most of them were caravan leaders or itinerant monks who had, while crossing these 

regions, heard of these strange creatures or had seen them or had noticed their footsteps."

The date of observation was also noted. Jamtsarano's method was as follows: each witness 

was invited to describe the appearance of the almas that he had encountered, and Soëltaï, a 

painter subsequently collaborating with the Committee of Sciences of the Popular Republic of 

Mongolia, took part in the interview and transcribed the description into a colored image. 

Eventually, a robot-image of each observed creature was developed. 

Alas, none of these drawings nor the map has reached us. One of those who participated in 

the enquiry, academician Djordji Melren, summed up as follows the results pertaining to the 

distribution of sightings: " At the beginning of the fourteenth sixty-year period (in the 

Mongolian calendar, i.e from 1807-1867), almas were still spread from the northern limits of 

the Khalkha, within the Galbin Gobi and the Dazkh Soudjin Gobi, as well as in Interior 

Mongolia. They were very numerous in the camping territories of the Khochoun of the Ourates 

of the Middle, in the confederaion of Oulab-Tchab, in the Gourban Bogdin Gobi, in the 

Chardzyn Gobi of the Khochoun of Alachan in Badyn-Djaran and in many other places".8  

                                                 
8 This text requires some explanation kindly provided by my friend academician Rintchen. Khalkha is 

the name of the Northern Mongols, but also that of their territory, today Exterior Mongolia, or the 

Mongolian Popular Republic. The Galbin Gobi and the Dazkh Soudjin Gobi are regions of the northern 



                                             THE STRUGGLE FOR TROGLODYTES    53 

 

 

Subsequently, still according to Djordji Melren, their numbers decreased so that at the end 

of the fifteen sixty-year period (1867-1927) they were only found in a few areas. Since the 

beginning of the sixteenth period (from 1927 on), encounters only occur in the Gobi desert and 

in the Kobdo (or Khovd) province. Mongol researchers must have concluded that the area of 

distribution of the almas had significantly shrunk; in fact, they were on their way to extinction. 

For his part, academician Rintchen summarized in the following terms the results of the 

enquiry on the appearance of the almas, also known by the more literate as the Kümün 

görügesü, meaning the "wild man".9 

"The almas are very similar to people, but their body is covered with reddish hair that is not 

so dense that one cannot see the skin through it, which is never the case with wild animals of the 

steppe. They are of the same stature as the Mongols, but they are slightly bent over and walk 

with their knees slightly bent. They have massive jaws and a low forehead. Their eyebrows are 

very pronounced compared to those of Mongols. The women have such long breasts that when 

they are sitting down on the ground, they can fling them over their shoulder to nurse their baby 

almason standing behind them. [Also to feed them, clinging to their back, when they are 

walking (B.P.)]"  

Additional features include: feet turned slightly inwards, extremely rapid running, inability 

to make fires, to which must be added some characteristic behaviors. 

A similar summary was provided by Djordji Meiren, who added that some Mongolian 

Buddhist monasteries has preserved the hide of almas and that he had seen one himself. "The 

hair was reddish and curly and longer than they ever are in men. The skin had been removed 

from the body by cutting along the spine, so that the chest and the face were left intact. The face 

was hairless, with bushy eyebrows and it had long unruly hair on its head. The nails were 

present on fingers and toes; they resembled those of people. " 

These carefully worded writings were the result of a long tenacious labor by the young 

Mongolian scientific school before it split in a variety of disciplines.  

In addition to those whose names have already been mentioned, another person participated 

in the Mongolian investigations: Andrei Dimitrievich Simukov. He had been a member of the 

last expeditions of P.K. Kozlov, the famous central Asian explorer, before becoming an eminent 

explorer of Mongolia. It was he and professor Rintchen (who was young at the time) who had 

been chosen by Professor Jamstarano to go searching for the almas in the Mongolian deserts. 

The expedition was to leave in 1929. The Science Committee cancelled it.  

Of course, Simukov knew, as well as the others, about the plethora of preparatory data. 

Subsequently, during his own travels, he continued to accumulate additional information, 

particularly on footprints. Then once more, everything was forgotten. Simukov died and his 

scientific journals were used, without even mentioning his name, for a doctoral thesis by 

another geographer who ï supreme ingratitude ï was then to reject the whole issue of the almas. 

By 1937, the final embers of the fire previously lit in Mongolia finally died out. One after 

                                                                                                                                                          
Gobi that are part of that republic. The Ourates are a clan living near the northern boundaries of the 

Gobi; they are distributed in three khochouns (prefectures): the Ourates of the East, the Middle and the 

West. These various prefectures of the Ourates as well as those of the Alachan include in the north a 

part of the northern Gobi. The Gourban Bogdin Gobi and the Chardzyn Gobi are parts of the Gobi 

belonging to southern Mongolia or Interior Mongolia (an autonomous region of the Popular Republic of 

China). 
9 Pronounced khoun gorouèssou. This word khoun (man) is the origin of the people we call the Hun. As 

do many people everywhere, the Huns simply called themselves "the men". 
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the other, all the protagonists had passed away.  

However, my letter awoke the memories and the immense vitality of the only survivor, 

academician Rintchen. Abandoning for a moment our chronological progress, I wish to express 

my praise for his work. Today, Rintchen is a dignified elder, with enormous drooping 

Mongolian-style mustaches, always wearing his shimmering national costume. A man of great 

erudition, he has familiarized himself with a number of western cultures, as well as Russian and 

Mongolian, and is reputed as a first rate orientalist. In spite of his many activities and wide 

scope of responsibilities, he has always found time and energy to devote to the almas, from 

1958 to today. The worldwide outburst of interest in the Snowman brought Mongolian science 

out of its isolation. In 1958, Rintchen published in the magazine Sovremennaïa Mongolia 

(Contemporary Mongolia) an article entitled: A Mongolian relative of the Snowman?  

Thanks to him, research began to take a biogeographical perspective. The area of 

distribution of the almas in Mongolia clearly coincided with the last refuge of other wild 

mammals menaced of extinction, such as the wild horse, the wild camel and the wild yak.  

During recent years, academician Rintchen and his collaborators have made substantial 

efforts to gather additional reports on the almas from the local population. They learned that 

small almasons had often been spotted in the Gobi desert, sometimes alone, sometimes with 

their mother. (An important fact from a biogeographical point of view, as it indicated the 

presence of an area of reproduction.) An adolescent caught in a trap had been taken pity of and 

released. Foreign hunters had shot at an almas who had calmly watched with curiosity the 

impact of bullets on the ground near it. Their Mongol guides had intervened in time to prevent 

wounding the creature. Males as well as females had been encountered. There was even a place, 

called Almasin Dobö where one had found their abandoned shelters.  

The notes of these encounters, gathered by ethnographers Tsoödol, Damdin and Rintchen, 

would fill a whole volume. Ranchers, hunters, school children, learned persons with responsible 

roles, all brought forward their descriptions and personal information. The essential was always 

confirmed, while the details were very diverse, surprising, but nevertheless common place. 

Finally here's a passage from a letter sent to me by the president of the Mongolian 

Academy of Sciences, B. Chirendyb: "I wish to inform you that the Academy of the People's 

Republic of Mongolia, which pays the greatest attention to the problem of the almas, has been 

striving for the past three years to gather information, photos and other documents about them, 

and devotes the necessary means to this line of research."  

An eminent Darwinian biologist, Professor G.P. Dementiev, an honored Soviet zoologist, 

has joined a Mongolian colleague, professor D. Tsevegmid, to sketch a portrait of what he 

inappropriately calls the Snowman: 

"They are powerful animals, with wide shoulders and long arms. Contrary to what 

Prjevalsky said, they do not have claws, either on the fingers or on their toes, but nails. That is 

why, according to the Mongols, it is easy to distinguish almas foot prints from those of bears: 

there is no trace of claws, and the toes are rather similar to those of anthropoids which agrees 

with the findings of the English explorers of the Himalayas.  

"Their hair is brown or grey (again contrary to what Prjevalsky had to say on the matter), 

rather thin and particularly rare on the belly. The hair that covers their head is particularly thick 

and darker than that over the rest of their body. The females are easily recognized by their very 

long breasts.  

"It is difficult to give precise dimensions of the size of these animals: they are about the 

same size as humans. Locomotion is usually bipedal, but occasionally on all four. Its habits are 
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nocturnal (which reminds one of Linnaeus' Homo nocturnus). 

"Fearful, wary and in no way aggressive, the almas also does not seem particularly 

sociable. His food is partly vegetal and partly animal, in the latter case consisting mostly of 

small mammals. The almas does not possess an articulated language; it is incapable of uttering 

the least word. He has no industry, neither tool, nor fire.  

"Overall, those characteristics are of great interest but require confirmation."10  

There are indeed many points to verify, discuss, refine and complete. But let's get back to 

my story. We were at the stage, in 1958, when a second set of observations had reached my 

eyes, completely independent but probably parallel to the date about the Snowman from the 

Himalayas. It is only then that I became convinced that "somethingò existed besides ourselves, 

"something" quite specific. The idea had not crossed my mind until then that the Snowman and 

the almas were not just similar creatures, but actually the same beings, occupying a wide 

geographical area of central Asia and possibly migrating from one end of the continent to the 

other. The parallel evidence had sufficed to transform a hypothesis into a scientific certainty. 

I hastened to draft a report on the unexpected Mongol source which established the basis 

for a scientific generalization. I presented it to the Special Commission for the Study of the 

Snowman of the Praesidium of the Academy of Sciences of the USSR.  

I also published an article on this subject in Komolskaïa Pravda on July 11th, 1958.  

Surprisingly, the descriptions of the almas strongly supported my hypothesis on the 

possible survival of Neanderthalians. I emphasized it in my report as well as in my article. The 

same diagnostic applied to doctor Rintchen's report. I wrote: "Anthropology has long since 

established from the examination of fossil bones that among prehistoric hominids, it was 

precisely the naeanderthals who stooped, had their arms hanging lower than those of modern 

man, pronounced eye-brows, a low and sloping forehead and massive jaws. The skeletons of 

neanderthalians also reveal that they walked with their knees slightly bent. It is obvious that no 

anthropologist had been able to suggest all these traits to professors Jamtsarano and Rintchen or 

their modest informers. The anatomical data simply precisely coincided, that's all." 

However, anthropologists could not know about those features of neanderthalians that had 

rotted away in the ground: their skin, hair-covered but without down, which distinguishes the 

primates from other fur-bearing animals; the long breasts, which like the upright posture 

distinguished the almas as well as humans from all known monkeys and apes.   

A triangle had formed: Yeti, Almas, neanderthalian. The qualifier "snow" was no longer 

appropriate since almas are found in grassy deserts as well as in saxaul bushes. Further, the 

anatomical description of neanderthalians had to be dissociated from the archaeological concept 

of Mousterian culture since neither the almas nor the yetis made any stone tools, although they 

knew how to throw them. 

Another unexpected encounter occurred, this time between today's battlefields and 

mediaeval history. 

Towards the end of the 14th century, a Bavarian soldier named Johann Schiltberger was 

captured by the Turks. He was first sent to Timour Lang (Tamerlane) and then to the Golden 

Horde as a gift to khan Edigheï, then in Mongolia. Schiltberger managed to return home in 1427 

and compiled an account of his travels wherein one finds the following passage: 

"In the Arbouss Mountains [at the eastern end of the Tien-Chan range] live wild men 

                                                 
10 A French translation of the article by Dementiev and Tsevegmid was published in the November-

December 1962 issue of the magazine Science et Vie. However, because some imperfections, we 

preferred a new translation. 
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without fixed abode. Their body is entirely covered with hair, except their hands and face. They 

wander through the hills, like other animals, eating leaves and herbs and anything they can find.  

"The lord of that country offered as a gift two of these wild men to khan Edigheï ï a man 

and a woman who had been captured in the hills ï as well as three wild horses, no higher than 

donkeys, who live in the foothills of those mountains." 

Prjevalsky's horses! And neanderthalian almas! Schiltberger emphasized that he had seen 

these with his own eyes.  

Thus we had a vertical verification through five centuries. Without any doubt, 

neanderthalians were still living at that time. 

Here is also a confirmation at the other end of the chronological scale, in the present time. 

The shop master of a Moscow factory, G.N. Kolpachnikov, was wondering whether a 

strange incident which he remembered might be of interest to Science. He consulted his local 

Party committee, who sent him to me. I visited him at home and took careful note of his words. 

 During the fight against Japanese aggression launched in 1937, Kolpachnikov was the 

communication officer for a Soviet unit in eastern Mongolia.11 One night, near the Khalkhin-

Gol River, he was called over by a nearby detachment. The sentries had spotted two silhouettes 

walking down a ridge. Taking them for enemy scouts, they had shot both of them, after the 

usual warnings. They then noticed that they were some kind of apes.  

At dawn, reaching the area in an armored car, Kolpachnikov, after examining the corpses 

curled up on the ground had, as he put it, "experienced some kind of discomfort". These were 

not enemies, but some strange looking beasts. He knew very well that there were no anthropoid 

apes in the Mongolian Popular Republic. So what could they be? 

Brought over by the interpreter, an old Mongol said that such wild men were sometimes 

seen in the mountains. The old man was terrified of approaching the corpses. Here's what 

Kolpachnikov remembered about them. They were about of the size of a man. Their body was 

covered with reddish hair, thick in places, whereas the skin was visible through it elsewhere. He 

remembered heavy head-hair falling over the face, as well as bushy eyebrows. The face was like 

a coarse human.  

What could have brought these creatures to the combat zone? Was it the stench of the 

cadavers? The temperature was between 40o and 45o C. and there had not been time to take 

away the dead.  

I was to learn later that other officers had also seen the two creatures that were shot down. 

However in a battle field, there is little time for devote to natural history and it was not possible 

to send those corpses to the rear for further examination. 

                                                 
11 The actual incident occurred in the spring of 1939. 



                                             THE STRUGGLE FOR TROGLODYTES    57 

 

 

CHAPTER THREE  

 

 

"NOTES WITHOUT SCIENTIFIC IMPORTANCE"  

 

The pioneering work of Professor Khakhlov 

 

 

One day, during a meeting of the Commission for the Study of the Quaternary, the subject 

of the Snowman came up. Someone mentioned that Khakhlov had once taken an interest in that 

question. 

Was this another of Ariadne's treads, one among the many broken ones? Who was this 

Khakhlov?  

I was told he was a zoologist. New enquiry, new information. It turned out in the end that 

Khakhlov was a professor at the university, a doctor in biological sciences, and the author of 

papers on ornithology and compared anatomy. He was still alive and in good health. I ended up 

finding his address in Moscow. I sent my assistant, Mrs. E.A. Telicheva to visit him in the 

suburbs of the capital. "Yes! Yes! She announced triumphally on her return: This is an important 

thread in our research network!" 

Soon, I went myself to visit Vitali Andreïevich Khakhlov. And there he was in front of me, 

an emeritus scientist, retired and white with age. Half a century ago, while still a student, he had 

discovered a New World and been rewarded only by a rebuff. For forty-five years, he tried to 

forget, not to touch his wound. But it was not I who came to stick a knife in his wound by 

reminding him of the past: the news media took care of it. As soon as news of the Snowman 

appeared in the press, professor Khakhlov had come ablaze: this was the occasion for victory and 

rehabilitation! He hastened to write an article on his former studies and to send it to the magazine 

Priroda (Nature). But the article had been brusquely sent back. Once more, the old man had to 

yield.  

Listening closely to professor Khakhlov, I took notes. He excitedly brought back from the 

depths of his memory the jewels of a long buried treasure. Alas, his notebooks from long ago had 

been lost in the chaos of the years. He might perhaps be able to find traces in his personal 

archives. 

In 1907, Khakhov was a student; he found himself in Zaïsan, not far from the border 

between Russia and Xinkiang, in Chinese Turkestan. It is there, during a trip to the Mouztau 

glaciers that he first heard from his Kazakh guide about the existence of a "wild man" in 

Dzungaria. For some reason this mention captivated the young man's imagination. With growing 

curiosity, he began gathering information from the local Kazakh population. The information 

was very matter of fact and he had imagined a number of clever trick questions to ensure that 

what he was told was factual.  

Finally, Khakhlov communicated the results of his enquiry to his supervisors at the 

university: M.A. Menzbeer and P.P. Suchkin.12 The first answered with frigid incredulity, but the 

second warmly encouraged him and recommended that he continue gathering information on 

such a fascinating subject. Suchkin wrote to Khakhlov and told him that central Asian explorers, 

                                                 
12 Mikhail Alexandrovich Menzbeer (1855-1933) and Piotr Petrovich Suchkin were both members of 

the Academy. 
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like Kozlov, had also heard of the creature in question and had provided him some information 

about it.  

Thus it was that, starting in 1911, temporarily putting aside his university research, the 

young explorer crisscrossed for two or three years parts of Dzungaria near Lake Zaïsan and the 

Tarbagatay mountains. Everywhere he went, he questioned the natives and carefully took note of 

everything that might have anything to do with the "wild man". He learned that the ksy-gyik, as it 

was called, was most abundant somewhat to the south, where the at-gyik (the wild horse) and the 

tie-gyik were also found.  

Once he began to understand the situation, Khakhlov organized a small expedition, sending 

two Kazakhs into Xinkiang, with the mission of sending him, in Russia, in leather bags, and in 

formalin, the head and the limbs of a ksy-gyik. However for such cross-border activities, official 

documents were necessary. That is why, in 1914, with Suchkin's permission, Khakhlov sent a 

request for funds to the Academy of Science in St. Petersburg. Long dreary months passed until 

at last, he heard (indirectly) that it had simply been decided not to answer his letter, arguing that 

his project showed a complete ignorance of anthropology.  

He and Suchkin tried again, approaching this time the Geographical Society, but by then the 

First World War had started and there was no question of sending an expedition abroad. 

Khakhlov was also forced to return to the university, in Moscow. Since then he never had the 

opportunity to return to this "youthful folly."  

The most important point in this autobiographical account (confirmed, as we shall see, by 

archival research) was the support provided by an authority like Suchkin. Who were those 

travelers who had heard of the wild man in central Asia? It is certain that following Suchkin's 

words, Khakhlov had begun his report by these words: "There is absolutely nothing new about 

this question. There are already information about wild men in some travel accounts in central 

Asia." However there is very little in published sources.  

At best, Suchkin might have read something in the accounts of American explorer William 

W. Rockhill, or heard about it from Grumm-Grjimaïlo,13 especially since the latter had often 

been visited by Jamtsarano. It is also possible that Suchkin might have heard, at the time, of the 

observations of Baradyine. One can only speculate as to the identity of the other travelers, 

excepting of course for Kozlov, mentioned by name by Suchkin to his student Khakhlov.  

Piotr Petrovich Kozlov14 was certainly aware of something important. His favorite disciple, 

Simukov, which we mentioned above as one of Jamtsarano's assistants and a traveling 

companion of Rintchev, would never have planned an expedition in search of the almas without 

his master's explicit permission. In 1929, during a private conversation, archaeologist G.V. 

Parfenov heard from Kozlov himself the following declaration: during one of the Russian 

expeditions in central Asia, the Cossack Egorov, chasing after a wounded yak on the slopes of 

the Tian-Chan, had come upon a group of wild men, covered with hair and uttering inarticulate 

cries. Prjevaslky had never mentioned that in his reports!  

This new path gradually led us more deeply into the past. Kozlov's own master, colonel 

Nicholas Mikhailovich Prjevalsky had two or three time been on the verge of a prodigious 

discovery. During his first voyage in central Asia, in 1872, he had already gathered information, 

in the mountains, on what he called the khoun-gouressou (man-beast). He even offered a bounty 

                                                 
13 G.E. Grumm-Grjimaïlo (1860-1930) was a geographer, orientalist, zoologist and explorer of central 

Asia, and author of many travel accounts. 
14 P.K Kozlov(1863-1935) was one of the most famous explorers of central Asia. He participated in the 

expeditions of N.M Prjevalsky, M.V. Pevtsov and V.I. Roborovsky. Then, from 1899 to 1901, he led an 

expedition in Mongolia and Tibet, and from 1907 to 1909, the expedition in Mongolia where he 

discovered the ancient city of Khara-Khoto. 
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to the first hunter who should bring him one. However, in order to collect the bounty, someone 

brought him a stuffed bear, and he concluded that the khoun-gouressou was only a variety of 

bear. Unfortunately, Prjevalsky was not aware of the illustrations of the khoun-gouressou 

subsequently discovered in Tibeto-Mongol medical textbooks, and had not had the opportunity 

to compare them with the ï quite different ï silhouette of a bear.  

The episode mentioned above, involving the Cossack Egorov, took place in 1879, during 

Prjevalsky's third voyage. During his fourth expedition, the explorer finally learned a lot more 

about the "wild men" in the vicinity of the reed fields of Lake Lapnor and the marshes of the 

lower Tarim, but he naively believed that they were merely the feral descendants of Buddhists 

who had fled into that area in the 13th century.  

In Mongolia, China and Tibet, where the almas subsist to this day, they were represented 

in a matter-of-fact way, among other identifiable animals, in the learned treatises of the 

1800s such as in the Beijing edition of a medical text, and in the Ourga (Ulan Bator) edition 

of the same text. 

 

 

What was then that New World that Khakhlov had discovered? He answered that question 

himself in his 1914 report. While it is true that the matter was not absolutely new, all that 

previous travelers had communicated were the stories told to them by the natives, while 

Khakhlov had gone further, describing in some detail the external anatomy and the biology of 

these creatures, thanks to an original methodology.  

Khakhlov translated the Kazakhs' reports in terms of comparative anatomy. The Kazakhs 

themselves had often answered his questions about the various parts of the creatures' bodies in 

terms of comparisons with those of people or other animals. Using line drawings, the zoologist 
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sketched all the details described to him about the head, body and limbs and stopped only after 

his drawing had met the full approval of the witnesses. He had also shown them, for comparison, 

drawings taken from books that illustrated anthropoid apes and prehistoric men. The Kazakhs 

always chose the latter, although with some hesitation. Both principal eyewitnesses, who never 

met, were interrogated in this fashion. It was as if the muddy waters had suddenly cleared and 

the bottom gradually become visible.  

A year earlier, one of these witnesses was letting his horses browse, in the company of local 

shepherds' flocks, on the flanks of the eastern Tian-Chan range, when a hairy man had gingerly 

approached the animals. He was captured among the reeds, tied up and beaten up, but had merely 

squeaked, like a hare. An elderly, experienced Kazakh had explained that it was a "wild manò, 

which it couldn't speak and was harmless to humans. It was examined with great care before 

being set free.  

The other witness had carried out a much longer examination, in the hills. He had observed 

every day, for a whole month, a young captive female tied up at the end of a chain, near a mill. 

She was still young, completely hairy and could not speak, but began to yelp and bared her teeth 

when a human approached. During the day, she slept, always in a position often seen in very 

young children: like a camel, in the words of the witness, lying on her knees and elbows, with 

her forehead on the ground and her hands on her nape. It's not surprising that the skin of her 

knees, elbows and forehead were calloused, like "camel's sole". 

She accepted only raw meat, but also ate vegetables, seeds, and flour patties; she also 

chewed on those insects that ventured nearby. She drank by putting her lips in the water and 

sucking (like a horse), or by dipping her hand in and licking the water that dripped from it.15 

Finally, she was released. She ran away quickly, with her feet curved inwards and swinging 

her long arms, soon disappearing forever in the reeds. 

The Ksy-gyik's sleeping position (after Khakhlov). 

 

 

Here is a much abbreviated anatomical description of the ksy-gyik, as it follows from the 

reports gathered by Khakhlov. The forehead is almost missing. In its place, heavy eyebrows jut 

forward; behind them, there is a narrow strip of rough skin beyond which hair are growing. The 

                                                 
15 Many monkeys drink in this manner, including the tropical American spider monkeys and gorillas. 
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head is elongated towards a point at the rear. The neck is massive, the muscles of the nape are 

extremely powerful. The nose is flattened and the nostrils wide. The cheekbones are prominent. 

The bottom of the face is heavy and jutting, but the Kazakhs would say, pinching their chin that 

"The ksy-gyik doesn't have a chin like this" and they would show in a gesture how the lower jaw 

receded. They widened their mouth as far as they could and said: "The ksy-gyik has an even

wider mouth."  However their lips are very thin: the very dark skin of the inner mouth is visible 

only when the ksy-gyik bares its teeth. The incisors lean forward, "as in a horse."  The skin of the 

face is hairless and dark  

 

 
Profile of a ksy-gyik's head (after Khakhlov). 

 

 

The body is covered with hair, reddish brown or grayish, reminiscent of the fur of a young 

camel. The shoulders are inclined forwards which gives a stooped appearance. The arms do not 

hang on the side of the body, but a little forward. Overall, the silhouette of the ksy-gyik is 

characterized by the length of the arms and the shortness of the legs. In order to quickly climb up 

rock faces, it reaches forward with its arms and pulls itself up. The palm of the hand is free of 

hair; the hand appears long and narrow because the thumb is only weakly opposing: thus, to free 

itself from a lasso, the ksy-gyik would try to grab the rope with its five fingers in the shape of a 

hook The sole of the foot is also hairless. The big toe is more displaced to the side than in 

humans, larger and shorter than the others (We notice that in the upper limbs, the opposability of 
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the thumb is lower than in humans, while in lower limbs, it is the contrary). Both fingernails and 

toe nails appear long, and strongly cambered. The foot is extraordinarily wide and the toes can  

                                     
 

Characteristic profile of a ksy-gyik (after Khakhlov).  
 

 

splay like a fan. 

Khakhlov gathered a plethora of additional information about the ksy-gyik among the 

Kazakhs. It turns out that it is found just as frequently near mountain glaciers as in sandy areas, 

as often in the deserts as near water, be it lake or river. Actually, the ksy-gyik seeks, if one might 

say, the absence of humans: when they take their sheep up in the mountains in the summer, they 

descend from the hills into the plains, and does the opposite in the winter. He is seen alone, or 

with a mate, with our without kids. Most of the sightings do not take place in bright daylight, but 

at dawn, or sunset, or at night.  

No permanent den has been found, but temporary shelters have been seen here and there. 

ksy-gyik's food consists of roots, shoots and berries, birds' eggs, lizards and turtles. The basis of 

their diet nevertheless consists of the small rodents that inhabit the mountains and the sandy 

deserts.  
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One can readily imagine how excited the young zoologist must have been after discovering 

all these characteristics, as well as many other biological traits. In those days, he could not have 

 

                            
 

The hand and foot of the ksy-gyik (after Khakhlov).  

 

 

known enough of the anatomy of the neanderthalians to appreciate how it emerged from all the 

naive and clumsy descriptions. However, he became more and more convinced that this creature 

was not a human being, but an animal, possibly a primate very similar to Man, and very high in 

the evolutionary path leading to humanity. "An antediluvian man" he wrote in a spark of 

intuition. Perhaps, it did not at all look like what was shown in textbooks!  

Professor Khakhlov contributed two reports to our Commission. They are of great value, but 

were written in 1958 and 1959. To strengthen the evidence, I felt that I should search for the 

original reports, nearly a century old. 

At my request, G.G. Petrov consulted a great number of files dating from 1913 and 1914 in 

the archives of the Academy of Science of the USSR, in St. Petersburg. Not the least trace of 

anything by Khakhlov. I went to Leninggrad myself. We looked everywhere for Khakhlov's 

preliminary note: in the files of the zoological museum, where they should have been; in the 

minutes of the Praesidium, or of one of the sections; in the administrative records of the most 

diverse of the Academy's institutions. Still nothing. When there was practically no hope left, I 

asked, to leave no stone unturned, for the 1914 dossier entitled: Notes without scientific 

relevance. 

So it is that cheek by jowl with proposals for trips to the moon and  essays similar to 

Chekov's  "Letter to a learned neighbor", I finally discovered, buried under indifference and the 

dust of ages, Vitali Andreïvitch Khakhlov's report, signed in far-away Zaïsan and dated July 1st, 

1914.  

From attached documents and marginal notes I had no difficulty tracing back the path that 

had led the document to the Notes without scientific relevance file.  
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It happened in the mid-summer. After having read the title, "On the question of the wild 

man", the person who was at the time the permanent secretary had not forwarded the letter to the 

zoological section, as Suchkin and Khakhlov expected, but to the historico-philosophical section. 

It had thus fallen into the hands of ethnographer academician V.V. Radlov. It was he, whose 

competence in the matter was as remote from biology as the Sky is from the Earth, who had 

thrown the news of the discovery to the waste basket.  

Zoologists have a custom: whenever they wish to introduce a new species within the 

classification, they give it a Latin binomial name; if no one else has done it before, that name is 

authoritative, even if the properties of the species have not been defined correctly. What matters 

is that there has been an effort as scientific description.  

Thus, besides its intrinsic interest, Khakhlov's memoir also seems to have priority in the 

matter. "The content of those stories, obtained directly from the reports of eyewitnesses is 

sufficient, wrote Khakhlov, to exclude them from the realm of mythology or imagination. The 

existence of such a Primihomo asiaticus, as one could call it, leaves no doubt."  

Now that this discovery has been confirmed, official science should have recognized the 

priority of the name suggested on June 1, 1914, by our compatriot, which signifies "Asiatic 

primordial man". Unfortunately for Khakhlov, a first suggestion for baptizing the creature had 

already been put forward in the 18th century by the great Swedish naturalist Carl von Linne 

(Linnaeus). 

  

 
 

The hairy wild men from Asia have been known since antiquity. Carl von Linné, the father 

of scientific classification (shown dressed as a Lapp) did not hesitate to include it in his 

Systema Naturae (1758) as Homo troglodytes.  
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It was recently found that confirmation of Khakhlov's great discovery happened soon after 

he sent off his letter to St. Petersburg. Quite recently, a kholkhoz member from Kazakhstan, P.I. 

Tchoumatchenko, published in a local paper a reminiscence from the beginning of the 1914-1918 

war. More precisely, it was a memory of a rural district chief of the Zaïsan area, collected and 

noted down by Tchoumatchenko. Young Khakhlov's enquiries had, thanks to the influence of 

that chief's father, benefited from the support of the Zaïsan authorities, and were probably well 

known in the district. In order to be seen favorably by the district chief, some Kazakhs had 

captured one of the creatures in the bush near the Manass River. It had been brought to the 

district chief and tied up for the night by a rope around its neck. It was noted that it was from 

sheer stupidity that it hadn't thought of untying his collar and fleeing.  

The captive was a male, about the size of a 14-15 year old adolescent. It was entirely 

covered with light hair, stiff and short, blue-gray in color, reminiscent of the pelt of a 2-3 week 

old baby camel. Its hands and feet were much like those of humans. It walked erect on its hind 

legs, but sometimes ran on all four. Its head and face were much like a human's but with a much 

lower forehead.  

Unfortunately, on the day following its capture, news arrived that war had been declared on 

Germany. The authorities had more important concerns. "As it didn't look like a wild beast but 

rather more like a wretched human," the Kazakhs took it back to the Manass River and let it go.  

The younger Khakhlov never heard anything of that and today, in his old age, he is angry 

and would rather not hear of the occasion missed. 

It was important to keep searching the archives, especially to determine the role played by 

Suchkin in Khakhlov's discovery.  I has noticed that the old man's' bitterness was not uniquely 

linked to the narrowness of mind and routine attitude of the pre-revolution of Academy leaders. 

Something else had hurt him. In 1928, academician Suchkin had made a presentation at a session 

of the Russian Geographical Society in which he had developed an original idea: that it was in 

the high plateaus of central Asia that the transformation of ape into man had taken place. While 

demonstrating that the limbs of the transitional creature must have been adapted to climbing 

rocky slopes, the speaker had knowingly winked at him, his old student, present in the room ï 

Khakhlov remembered it well. But neither in his oral presentation, nor in the paper published in 

Priroda has Suchkin said anything about the information on the central Asian wild man that P.K. 

Kozlov and later V.A. Khakhlov had provided him.  

I absolutely had to find the proof that Khakhlov had actually communicated to Suchkin his 

personal knowledge of the problem. 

At that time, Suchkin was a professor at the University of Kharkhov. It is only later that he 

became an academician. Considered as one of the greatest Darwinian Russian zoologists, he 

combined his teaching with original research on ornithology and paleontology. Towards the end 

of his life, he published a few papers in which he attempted to reform anthropology. Half of his 

personal documents are kept at the same place as his scientific papers, namely in the archives of 

the Academy of Sciences of Leningrad. Was I likely to find there Khakhlov's letters? If there had 

been many, there remained at least a few. Even a single one, sent from Zaisan on December 18, 

1914, was enough to tell me everything I wanted to know. It was the answer to a letter from 

Shuchkin, sent from Kharkhov, on November 24th, 1914. It was clear from its contents that there 

had been other letters in which the problem had been discussed as well as practical research 

options. Khakhlov keep repeating that the evidence showed that this was not mythology, but 

facts. It was also clear that the unsuccessful approach to the Academy of Sciences had been 

made jointly with Suchkin, and that both of them had afterwards worked together to get another 

institution, namely the Eastern Siberian Section of the Russian Geographical Society, to sponsor 

an expedition. Judging from Khakhlov's answers, it was clear that his professor had sent him 
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additional information about wild men in the Kobdo area, in Mongolia. Perhaps Suchkin had 

obtained that information himself during his expedition in the Altaï and in Mongolia from May 

to August 1914.  

The collaboration between the two researchers was well established. But, there was another 

question. Was it possible that the information received from Khakhlov and others might have 

been the seed, even the starting point of Suchkin's original ideas as to the origin of mankind? 

To prove this, it was not sufficient to know that, after hearing from Khakhlov, Suchkin had 

answered with a twenty-seven page treatise devoted to the origin of man. Another bell was 

ringing. 

So, I went back to the archives of the Academy of Sciences, but now in Moscow, where the 

other half of Suchkin's documents are kept. I finished by digging up the notes relating to a series 

of conferences that he presented from 1915 to 1919 on the zoology of vertebrates in Kharkhov 

and in Simferopol, in Crimea. The most original part is precisely on the origin of man, which 

would have evolved not from tree- dwelling forms, as is commonly believed, but in cold tree-less 

regions.  

A complementary idea was later presented in Priroda in 1922 in a series of articles entitled 

The Evolution of terrestrial vertebrates and the role of geological-scale climate changes. The 

structure of man's foot is a sign of an ancient adaptation to the life of a rock climber from which 

had developed the erect posture. Man had passed through that phase in the Tertiary era in the 

high mountains of Asia, but he was just another one of many mammals until they were 

decimated by the great glaciations of the Quaternary, which he survived by mastering fire.  

Five years later, Suchkin published a new article, the last one16, in which he partly disowned 

his earlier ideas. Falling back within the general consensus, he admitted that man had, after all, 

developed from tree-dwelling forms. It was the rapid disappearance of forests following the 

geological uplift of central Asia that had forced early humans to adapt to a life of rock-climbing 

and to eventually become bipedal.  

Suchkin's death on September 17th, 1928, brought an end to speculations destined to 

completely upset current anthropological ideas.  

If we overlay Suchkin's three main ideas, we shall see that what they have in common is the 

certainty that Man's ancestor became bipedal in Asia's mountainous areas. It turns out that this 

was not a conclusion, but a premise of Suchkin's research, which he had repeatedly tried to drive 

as a wedge into the resisting system of natural sciences.  

Suchkin did not succeed, but nevertheless managed to create deep cracks into the edifice. 

His penetrating meditations on the evolution of the human hand and foot beyond life in trees 

opened the door to the studies of his young collaborator, G.A. Butch-Osmolovski, who became 

one of the greatest anthropologists.  

So, what happened is that one of Khakhlov's supervisors, academician Menzbeer, noticing 

that these information were contrary to accepted anthropological ideas, had simply rejected them. 

His other supervisor, academician Suchkin had tried to revolutionize anthropology by using 

these data. Since then, the question of anthropogenesis has remained under suspense. At the apex 

of the unadulterated intoxication with Darwinism among Russian scientists, Khakhlov's 

discovery appeared as an incongruity. The young zoologist did not realize that his representation 

of the "antediluvian man" appeared rash and scandalous in the light of the refined Darwinism 

advocated and policed by western prehistorians and anthropologists. That approach was 

                                                 
16 New data on the most ancient terrestrial vertebrates and the conditions of their geographical 

distribution. (in Russian). Annals of the Russian Paleontological Society, Leningrad, vol. 6, 1927.  
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essentially based on the knowledge of the anatomy and of the stone tools of fossil ancestors. 

However, the erudite gurus of the young science had managed to isolate the problem of the 

origin of Man from the Principle of Causality.  

Suchkin had found a way to invalidate academic theories on the appearance of Man, theories 

which never considered that the birth of our species might have been related to changes in its 

environment. He had begun to seek the cause of the phenomenon, either through changes in the 

nature of the ambient fauna, or in the disappearance of the original vegetation, changes which he 

attributed in turn to geological causes.  

That was indeed a promising approach. However, there was something that Suchkin could 

not have been aware of at that time. At the end of the Tertiary, Nature was blooming with 

complex and abundant life. In particular, there were thousands of tree-dwelling species of 

monkeys. To feed them all, there had to be a superabundance of fruits, leaves, buds, insects, 

larvae, etc. In the Sukhumi preserve, a single band of monkeys completely cleans up in no time 

at all a grove of giant trees. One can just imagine how harsh the competition between these 

thousands of species of monkey must have been when their unbounded numbers began to 

significantly reduce the biomass of their forest kingdom.  

At the same time, another change was happening at the ground level. The number of 

predatory carnivores began to lag behind the tsunami of herbivores: giant pachyderms of all 

kinds, elephants, hippos, rhinos, mighty horned beasts and fleeting deer. The meat-eaters were 

not up to the task of the necessary holocaust. The beast that still managed to kill the largest prey, 

the saber-tooth tiger, was engaging through over-specialization into an evolutionary cul-de-sac 

and was degenerating. At the beginning of the Quaternary, the Villafranchian fauna exhibits a 

deep and enduring rupture of the equilibrium in favor of the large herbivores. But they were 

certainly not immortal. In the forthcoming era, their biomass would constitute a mine of food for 

those who could access it. Among those, there were of course the small land carnivores as well 

as the birds of prey, and even insects and worms. But someone taller could also enter the 

competition. The unbridled competition among the higher primates brought forward one that had 

adapted to a vertical stance, with all the perspectives that it implied: the ability to carry in their 

arms parts of carcasses, or that of bringing sharp stones to the vicinity of carcasses, or to shape 

and sharpen raw flints by hitting them against each other.  

The family of bipedal carnivores so selected included many species. However, later in the 

Quaternary, the same faunal conditions that had led to their origin became unfavorable. 

Glaciations and glacial retreats substantially upset the ecosystem. Carnivores were on the rise 

again. The environment challenged the brains of carnivorous primates with an ever more difficult 

problem: how to find meat in a world overpopulated by rivals? The increase in volume and the 

growth in complexity of the brains of succeeding species were not the cause of their preeminence 

in their habitat; they were its turbulent consequence.  

Finally, why were Khakhlov's crucial information not mentioned in Suchkin's works? Of 

course, his hands were tied by the absence of skulls, skeletons, or skins needed for an anatomist. 

But the main reason for his discretion was much deeper. Suchkin knew well that in that specific 

case, the normal order of discovery had to be inverted, first transforming the theory, later to be 

confirmed by the facts.  

Otherwise, as S.F. Oldenburg had wisely said twenty years earlier "nobody will believe it", 

and it would merely have created an enormous "scandal".  

Thirty years later, we have also by now understood that the first thing to do is to clear the 

way for the facts from a priori ideas such as "it's impossible" or "that cannot be".  

Khakhlov's Kazakh informers had consistently repeated to him that the wild men lived 

further south, and that they were ready to travel to that area and stay there for a year. It's much 
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later, in 1937 to be precise, south of Lake Zaïsan, that a Soviet military detachment crossed a 

wide reed-covered depression near Lop-Nor lake. Marshal P.S. Rybalko was part of it. He has 

now passed away, but his account was forwarded to the Academy of Sciences by major-general 

P.F. Ratov.  

As they were travelling on the north side of the Altyn-Tagh range, the Chinese officer who 

ccompanied them told them that some riders has caught a "wild man" and that they were 

bringing it over in the baggage train. Marshal Rybalko provided a detailed description of that 

human-looking animal.  

It was not wearing any clothes, was extremely dirty and its pelt was yellowish. His hair was 

long, below the shoulders. He was a little stooped and had very long arms. He had no articulated 

language; the sounds that it made ranged from squeaks to yowls. Also, noted Rybalko, it looked 

like a man, or rather a fossil ape-man."  

According to the local folk, these wild creatures lived here and there in the area, and ate fish 

that they caught in the little reed-lined streams.  

Rybalko decided to bring the wild man as far as the town of Urumtchi (also known today as 

Tihwa) and to forward it from there to Moscow for examination. It was thus carried along for 

about eight days. However. It could not stand the trip, being tied up, and died near the city of 

Kou-erh-le. It didn't turn out to be possible to carry his corpse across mountains and sands. 

According the Major-General Ratov, who long lived in the region, and documented on a 

map information about the wild men using small arrows, they were concentrated mostly in the 

south, in Kashgaria, beyond the Tach-Kourghan. 
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CHAPTER FOUR 

 

 

BEYOND ACCEPTED IDEAS 

 

A group of non-conformists tackling the Himalayan mystery 

 

 

In 1959, the occidental press loudly celebrated the seventieth anniversary of the discovery of 

the Snowman by European Science. It commemorated the fact that in 1889, the English traveler 

L.A. Waddell had published the following observation. Up in a Himalayan pass, between Sikkim 

and Tibet, he had come across a series of barefoot tracks in the snow which crossed his own path 

and disappeared towards the hilltops. The Tibetan guides had explained that they had been made 

by wild and hairy men who lived up in the snows. Waddell has simply concluded that the 

intellectually underdeveloped locals could not recognize the tracks of a bear.  

It's difficult to think of this incident as a real discovery; the Tibetans already knew about it, 

and Waddell did not understand.  

In 1891,  another traveler, this time an American, William W. Rockhill, also visited Tibet, 

this time further north, as well as Mongolia. In his travelogue, Land of the Lamas, he quoted 

some of the information gathered from the natives. A very old lama had told him that his caravan 

had often times in the desert encountered naked hairy wild men, without speech. They threw 

stones at the travelers. The Mongols had confirmed that these wild men, the Gérésün-

Bambürshé, really existed, were covered with long hair, walked upright, and left footprints 

similar to those of people, but did not speak.  

Rockhill also decided that the natives, in their ignorance mistook bears, standing on their 

hind legs, for hairy savages. His opinion was unfortunately based on Prjevalsky's authority. It 

does not appear that the American explorer paid much attention to the information which he 

received. How could a bear, even when standing on its hind legs, throw stones at a caravan?  

Actually in 1890, before the publication of Rockhill's book, a service report from the 

English colonial military had already mentioned a strange wild creature, ape-like and hairy, shot 

in the area where a trans-Himalayan telegraph line was under construction. The soldiers had 

abandoned the corpse in the hills. There was apparently no one among them with enough 

education to examine it and describe it.  

No, certainly not, we will not today (1968) prepare to celebrate the eightieth anniversary of 

that event: it's not worth it. 

The story published in 1905 in an English newspaper17 by British traveler William Knight is 

already a little more interesting. On his return trip from Tibet to India, he had briefly lingered 

behind the caravan. "As I was day-dreaming, I heard a slight noise, and when I turned around I 

saw, 15 to 20 paces away, a creature which I now suppose was one of these hairy men mentioned 

by members of the Everest expedition who say that the Tibetans call them Abominable 

Snowmen. As far as I can remember, it was less than six feet tall (1.83 m) and was nearly naked, 

in spite of the cold temperature ï it was November. He was of a pale yellow color all over, 

somewhat like a Chinese. His head was covered by a rug of messy hair, few hair on its face, 

extremely flat feet and tremendously large hands. The muscles of his arms, thighs, legs and torso 

were terrifying." 

                                                 
17 Although the incident undoubtedly dates from 1905, it was only reported in the London Times on 

November 3, 1921. 
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This observer was however no more curious than its predecessors. After relating the incident 

to the British officers of the frontier post, he had the impression that they found it quite normal, 

after which his own interest faded away.  

I mentioned earlier that the first scientific observation in the Himalayas was due to Henry 

Elwes, in 1906. His report generated no interest among academic circles. Elwes was still arguing 

with them when, in 1915, he made a presentation to the Zoological Society of London in which 

he related the testimony of a forest warden in Sikkim about the existence of a large anthropoid 

ape in the high mountains.  

In passing we note that there now appears the second of the pair of options between which 

the simplistic hypotheses of western interpreters of the enigma wandered: it was either a bear or 

an anthropoid ape. 

We also note that this first bunch of observations by European travelers is nearly restricted 

to Tibet. Not a word yet about Nepal or Sherpas. The Snowman did not first show up, as it is 

universally believed, as a dweller in the Himalayas.  

The following cycle, during which the grotesque moniker Abominable Snowman was 

featured started in 1921 and was only interrupted by the Second World War.  

Various expeditions in the Himalayas, with sometimes topographical but usually sporting 

objectives (alpinism!) have accumulated with an ever growing interest in observations of 

footprints and testimonies by native porters.  

Among European eyewitnesses, rarely anyone is mentioned except the Italian Tombazi18, 

which ended up as a joke. In 1925, on the northern slopes of the Kangchenjunga, this traveler 

had observed, below in the valley, a human silhouette, without clothes, who stopped now and 

then to dig up some roots. The witness had taken the trouble to examine the footprints left in the 

snow and to measure them. Then, refusing to believe any of the "fantastic legends" told by the 

porters, he had pacified his civilized conscience by stating that: "I am absolutely incapable of 

expressing the least definite opinion on this subject."  

What marvelous luck, and what inability to take advantage of it. Successive travelers 

competed for lack of thinking. 

Observations of footprints were already abundant before the Second World War. They had 

been photographed, sketched and measured. The photos taken in 1937 by Frank Smythe of tracks 

identified by Sherpas, who live in those mountains, as those of the wild man and not those of a 

bear or a snow leopard, were sent to London for zoological assessment. The armchair academic 

zoologists declared them to be bear tracks. 

Nevertheless, judging from the published sketches, on each track the imprint of the big toe 

is markedly longer than that of the other toes. Anatomists and expert animal trackers all agree: in 

bears of all species, there is no marked difference between the size of the first toe and the others 

ï how could there be, given the role of the bear's foot. If one keeps that fact in mind, it is 

impossible to confuse the footprint of a bear with than of a human. In man, as well as in its 

bipedal ancestors, because of their biological evolution, the first toe is significantly larger than 

the others, hence its common name of "big toe". It's only by ignoring this basic detail that people 

have long been able to laugh away the Snowman as a bear. Any child, from whichever tribe, 

whether living in the forest or in the mountains, would not attribute a print with a big toe to a 

bear.  

                                                 
18 It is obviously because of his name that everyone took him for an Italian. But actually, A.N Tombazi 

was a member of the Royal Geographical Society of London and was of Greek ancestry. He was working 

in India for the Ralli Brothers, whose founders, long established in England, were of the same origin. 
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In the end, it's definitely its footsteps in the snow that have betrayed our relict parent (the 

descendant of an ancient lineage). It seems that on any other kind of ground, it manages to leave 

no trace of its passage, either by stepping on stony areas, or in puddles, by walking backwards or 

by erasing its footsteps. However, on virgin snowfields, when passing from one valley to 

another, or fleeing from human presence, even the cleverest tricks could not prevent it from 

leaving revealing footprints.  

Of course, snow doesn't preserve anatomical details very well. However, more and more 

information is obtained from tracks left in that substrate.  

The apex of such discoveries was reached in 1951 when the English alpinist Eric Shipton 

took pictures of a series of particularly clean tracks. Some specialists at the British  

Museum thoughtlessly attributed them to a langur, a semnopithecus ape, a scandalous 

"expertise" which was booed by more qualified people.  

The latest cycle of Himalayan information, that of sensational news stories, took place in the 

1950s. By then the Himalayas were swarming with alpinists, geologists and journalists. One after 

the other, the planet's highest peaks were conquered. Like it or not, the Snowman was entering, 

live, in the history of mountain-climbing. The learned "specialists" ï especially the specialists of 

the conspiracy of silence ï never managed to staunch that torrent of information: the 

embarrassing creature kept popping up everywhere. It filled the pages of books on mountain-

climbing and from there the newspapers, attracting the attention of millions of readers. Since 

"official science" was very reserved on the subject, dilettantes without authority or references 

took over the problem. There is "something" in the Himalayas? We have to find it. We'll talk 

later. For now, let's climb and search!  

One has to imagine all the hardships in any "victory" over the heights of the Himalayas, the 

most grandiose and inaccessible part of the world, sometimes dubbed "the third pole", the last to 

be reached. During its painstaking conquest observations of footprints accumulated, as well as 

eyewitness reports by local hill people and Buddhist monks. 

In 1949, in front of the Thyangbotchi monastery, a crowd had gathered for a holiday when a 

yeti suddenly walked out of the bushes. The native questioned about it were well aware of bears 

and apes, but for them this creature was half-man, half-beast; it did not have a tail, walked erect 

on two legs and was of the stature of an average man. Its body was covered with reddish hair, but 

its face was smooth. 

The natives and the monks had beaten on drums and blown in their trumpets, making loud 

noises to chase away the intruder. 

Two years later, at the same monastery, a yeti appeared once more. And again the bellowing 

of the sacred trumpets and the beat of the drums had chased the creature away.  

In 1954, things came to a head. The European public had by then been so enthralled by the 

regular waves of news about the yeti that the British newspaper Daily Mail thought it worthwhile 

to send to the Himalayas the first expedition dedicated to the pursuit of the Snowman. 

Characteristically, Ralph Izzard, an experienced journalist was chosen to lead it, while some 

excellent naturalists were only invited to participate. However, five months of work high in the 

mountains of Nepal yielded an exhaustive enquiry among hill-people in many villages as well as 

a rich new crop of footprints. Following for two consecutive days the tracks of a pair of yetis 

allowed their pursuers to literally read their history in the snow during that period. They also 

learned how the yeti manages to cross powdery snow drifts by swimming movements, how he 

slid down steep snowy slopes on his behind, how he made long detours to avoid human 

habitations. But they also learned that it was futile to try to catch a yeti on its own grounds and 
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that since it did not have any permanent dens or hiding places, it was impossible to trap it in such 

places.  

In May 1955, during the French expedition to Makalu, Father Pierre Bordet, a geologist, 

professor at the Museum, took excellent photos of footprints and gathered precious data. 

In 1956, the English expedition led by Norman Hardie was working in the mountains in 

Nepal. It is at that point that two men who were play a significant role entered the scene: Tom 

Slick, a Texas millionaire fascinated by natural history, and Peter Byrne, an Irish hunter with an 

impressive record, a great traveler and observer of nature. They returned together to Nepal in 

1957.  

Incidentally, Slick and Byrne separately later came to Moscow to meet with our 

Commission for the Study of the Snowman. They were both tall, dynamic and passionate 

researchers. Tom Slick, a friend of the famous Cyrus Eaton, was a strong supporter of the 

friendship between our countries. It was with great sadness that we later heard that his personal 

plane had exploded in the air above Texas.19 However, he had already made an important 

contribution to the great scientific revolution of the 20th century, having instinctively guessed its 

importance.  

It was in 1958, thanks to the deep pockets of Tom Slick and banker A.C. Johnson that the 

most effective of all the expeditions launched to catch the Snowman was organized. It was 

equipped with tracking dogs, special lures, crossbows and tranquilizer darts. Twice, apparently, a 

yeti was close to the researchers, but in both cases it disappeared in the night. The team pursued 

their work through 1959 and 1960. They made a plaster cast of an excellent footprint; they 

recorded many eyewitness reports which have not yet been published.  

Other names should also be mentioned here: those of some zoologists and other people with 

an interest in zoology. Their professional instinct had detected the beast! Each one of them 

attempted to illuminate the problem from the perspective of their personal experience. 

Gerald Russell, who had participated in the capture of the first giant panda, a really rare 

animal, provided the Himalayan expeditions with the theoretical framework without which the 

projects and the plans lack coherence. On his part, Charles Stonor visited a multitude of Sherpa 

villages, seeking information on the Yeti, and came to the conclusion that the Sherpas are right to 

recognize that they were incapable of inventing such a creature. What interest would they have 

had to do so? Besides, it was impossible that it could all be a simple myth. All their stories were 

about an ordinary flesh-and-bones creatures.20 

"While trying to figure out the appearance of the Yeti  from what was said about it, wrote 

Stonor, we rejected all second-hand or third-hand descriptions or reports to consider only the 

evidence of people who said that they had seen one with their own eyes. It didn't take many 

weeks before we became absolutely convinced that whatever the time or the place, whatever the 

circumstances of the sighting where a Sherpa pretended having seen one, all the reports 

coincided. It was a small thickset animal, about as tall as a fourteen year old boy, covered with 

                                                 
19 But what did the broad public learn from all this? Straightforward reports, written by journalists and 

alpinists: Tilman, Murray, Dyhrenfurth, Shipton, Howard-Bury. As fate would have it, it was the most 

embellished, the least rigorous, that of Izzard, that was the only one to appear in the Russian press. The 

very last of the journalistic syntheses, the overblown volume by Carlo Graffigna, editor of the Corriere de 

la Sera, appeared in 1962. It's a mediocre goulash of enthusiasm for mountain-climbing, with a sprinkle 

of yeti; the author's documentation is deficient, his biological competence even more so.  
20 Spirits, said the sherpas, with a common sense that is sometimes lacking in some scientists, do not 

leave footprints in the snow.  
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rough and coarse hair, from black to reddish-brown in color, with a flat face like a monkey, a 

rather pointed head, and no tail. It was said to walk, normally, on two legs, like a human, but 

occasionally, when scared or on rocky ground, to bounce off on all four. It had a characteristic 

call, a powerful and whiny note, somewhat like that of a seagull, heard most often late in the 

afternoon or at the beginning of the evening.21 

The British zoologist offers here a synthesis where the Yeti comes alive in front of our eyes, 

but he has not discovered the animals' place in the zoological nomenclature. The book published 

by this honest zoologist, The Sherpa and the Snowman,  first published in 1955, was later 

translated in Russian, but did not reach the audience that it deserved.  

Today's world leading primatologist, the Britisher W.C. Osman-Hill, subjected to a 

meticulous zoological critique the corpus of Himalayan data. He rejected some of the data as 

doubtful, but recognized that the sum of all positive points weighs more heavily than the most 

severe incredulous objections. His verdict is that there exists in the Himalayas a yet unknown 

mammal which walks upright on its hind legs; it lives in small groups in the high-level 

rhododendron forests and other thick groves in the valleys just below the snow line.  

Undoubtedly encouraged by the writings of Osman-Hill, Odette Tchernine, an English 

woman of French-Russian origin, published in 1961 volume which gathers and analyses a wealth 

of information on the problem: The Snowman and Company. It deals with a much broader area, 

including the whole of Kashmir, where much information on the creature of interest, called in 

that area van-manass, was gathered by an English disciple of Ghandi, Mira-Behn ï or Madeleine 

Slade by her real name.  

Ms. Tchernine tends to agree with Osman-Hill, and recognized in the snowman and its 

relatives a kind of higher primate hitherto unknown. She describes in an interesting way the 

biogeographical conditions of its existence, as well as its distribution in the sparsely inhabited 

areas of Asia and even America. 

The extension of the problem to America had been introduced by the Scottish-American 

zoologist Ivan T. Sanderson. I shall return later to his ideas, as well as to his observations, but let 

me say right now that his big book Abominable Snowmen: Legend Come to Life (1961)22 must be 

considered as the most important contribution by western zoology to the confirmation of the 

biological reality of the "legend". 

Another great foreign zoologist must be especially mentioned here. Although he was for a 

long-time focused on the Himalayan sphere, he is not Anglo-Saxon, but French of Belgian 

origin. It is Bernard Heuvelmans. It is not because he has become in Europe the focus of all those 

in the world are interested in the Snowman that I wish to praise him. It is because he was the first 

to put forward a most fundamental idea. A whole mountain of preconceived notions and errors 

can be demolished under the blows of a simple idea. 

Dr. Heuvelmans has shown that zoology has reached the end of its empirical discovery 

period, based on simple hunting techniques of tracking yet unknown large animals. In his book 

Sur la Piste des Bêtes Ignorées, he established the foundations of a new science, Cryptozoology, 

which attempts a systematic prevision of delicate discoveries, particularly that of well-hidden 

animals. Among which, of course, he included the snowman, to which he devoted a long chapter. 

It's also from that perspective that he later published his excellent article: Oui, l'Homme  

                                                 
21 This text is not directly from Stonor's book, but from a note published about it by Ralph Izzard in The 

Abominable Snowman Adventure (p. 261-262, London, 1955). 
22 A French translation of which was put out by Plon (Collection D'un Monde à l'Autre) with the title 

Homme-des-Neiges et Hommes-des-Bois. 
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Sanderson and Heuvelmans first met in October 1968 in New York after corresponding for 

twelve years. Here they are at Kennedy airport with Gail Schlegel, in charge of publicity 

for Heuvelmans' American publisher. This was the beginning of a great adventure.    

 

 

des Neiges Existe, where for the first time a statistical method was used to analyze the body of 

partial descriptions of the Snowman by a variety of eyewitnesses.23 

I shall not enumerate these many witness reports. Some have already been mentioned and 

others will be referred to below, in due time. It's enough to specify here that, from a broad 

perspective, that for the Himalayan cycle they originate not only from Nepal, Sikkim, Kashmir, 

and Bhutan, but some were also gathered from the northern flanks of the Himalayan crests, in 

Tibet, for example, where on speaks of mi-gheu.24  

For example, on the northern flanks of the Himalaya a flood had, one day, brought the body 

of one of these creatures and dropping near some rocks. Many inhabitants of a nearby village had 

examined the corpse, which resembled that of an average man, but was covered with reddish hair 

and had a pointed skull.  

The story of the Himalayan cycle would not be complete if I didn't mention the names of 

some learned European visitors. 

                                                 
23 See: Sciences et Avenir, Paris, No. 134, pp 174-179, April 1958. 
24 In English, one generally writes it as mi-gu and in German, mi-gö, which is closer to the correct 

pronunciation. One also finds in the literature erroneous transcriptions, such as ui-go and mirka. 


