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Dromaeosaurus is missing link tussen vogels en dino's 

Boeren die in China een spade in de grond staken ontdekten hem.

De dromaeosaurus waarop ze stootten was niet alleen een hoopje botten, maar er zat ook vel over zijn been. 

En veren, tot de grote verbazing van paleontoloog Mark Norell.

 'Deze vondst verandert voorgoed mijn visie over hoe deze prehistorische dieren leefden', zegt dr. Norell. 

Want de eerste veren bij dino's waren niet gemaakt om te vliegen, maar voor koude winternachten.

Hij lijkt wat op een eend met een lange staart en een waterhoofd. 

Maar de dromaeosaurus die 130 miljoen jaar geleden de dood vond in Chinese grond, was geen makke eend, maar een roofdier. 

Want net naast zijn linkervoet spartelt vandaag nog steeds een versteende vis.

De dromaeosaurus was een kleine, maar snelle dino. 

Hij jaagde op twee benen zoals de Tyrannosaurus Rex, maar de vorm van zijn botten, al zijn ze niet geschikt om mee te vliegen, doen heel sterk denken aan hoe vogelbotten er vandaag uitzien. 

"Op deze dromaeosaurus zat ik te wachten," zegt professor Ji Quang van de Chinese Academie van Geologische Wetenschappen, die samen met Mark Norell in Nature de geheimen van de dromaeosaurus onthult. 

Want eerder waren er al wel dino's ontdekt met een hoopje veren in de buurt, maar nooit zaten ze vast aan zijn vel. 

Dus dachten paleontologen eerder aan een ongelukkig vogeltje dat ten prooi gevallen was aan de roofzuchtige dino, dan aan een dino met veren. 

"Maar nu staat het onomstootbaar vast dat dino's die niet konden vliegen, ook een verendek hadden." 

De dino had zijn veren ook niet nodig om te vliegen, maar om de overgang van koudbloedig naar warmbloedig wezen te maken.

"Moderne vogels zijn warmbloedig en hun veren spelen een belangrijke rol om hen warm te helpen houden," zegt dr. Mark Norell. 

"Het lijkt me aannemelijk dat dino's die niet konden vliegen, een primitieve vorm van veren ontwikkelden op dezelfde moment dat ze warmbloedig werden. Dus kunnen we ervan uitgaan dat kleinere dino's zoals deze dromaeosaurus en zelfs grotere en recentere soorten zoals de Tyrannosaurus Rex een lichaam met verendek nodig hadden om hun lichaamstemperatuur op peil te houden." 

De dromaeosaurus is de eerste dino waar je kunt zien hoe de veren in zijn vel waren ingeplant, maar het is niet de eerste dromaeosaurus die gevonden is. 

http://nl.wikipedia.org/wiki/Dromaeosauridae
Al bij eerdere vondsten in Madagascar, Mongolië, Patagonië en Spanje ontdekten wetenschappers gelijkenissen met vogels. 

In de vleugel van de moderne vogel zitten vandaag nog steeds drie botjes van  reptielenpootjes verborgen. 

Ook de scherpe vorm van de snavel, en de drie tenen in hun vogelpootje, die trots naar voren wijzen, zijn een onmiskenbare erfenis van dino's. 

Van alle dinosaurussen staat de dromaeosaurus het dichtst bij de vogels.

En dankzij de vondsten van de laatste jaren zijn er meer dan honderd anatomische gelijkenissen ontdekt tussen de theropoden, de klasse dino's waartoe de dromaeosaurus behoort, en de vogels. 

Niet alleen de evolutie van de vogels moet nu met een dinoveer herschreven worden, ook de evolutie van de reptielen moet opnieuw bekeken worden. 

"Deze vondst verandert voorgoed mijn visie over hoe deze prehistorische dieren leefden," zegt dr. Norell. 

"Nu weten we dat de theropoden er in een verder stadium van evolutie niet uitzagen als gigantische hagedissen, maar eerder als rare vogels." 

Het idee dat dino's en vogels familie zijn, is nog maar twee eeuwen jong.

Het was geen boer, maar een natuurfilosoof die voor het eerst de idee opperde. 

Thomas Henry Huxley ontdekte rond 1850 iets vreemds toen hij vogels aan het observeren was. 

Al heeft een dinosaurus geen snavel, de vorm en inplanting van zijn scherpe tanden deden Huxley verdacht veel aan vogelbekjes denken. 

En toen hij ook de vorm en structuur van hun botten begon te vergelijken, groeide bij hem het vermoeden dat de dino misschien de grootvader van de vogel was. 

De dino kreeg veren op hetzelfde moment dat hij warmbloedig werd, maar voor hij kon vliegen

Fossil With Signs of Feathers Is Cited as Bird-Dinosaur Link 

Paleontologists have discovered in China a fossil dinosaur with what are reported to be clear traces of feathers from head to tail, the most persuasive evidence so far, scientists say, that feathers predated the origin of birds and that modern birds are descendants of dinosaurs. 

Entombed in fine-grained rock, the unusually well-preserved skeleton resembles that of a duck with a reptilian tail, altogether about three feet in length. Its head and tail are edged with the imprint of downy fibers. The rest of the body, except for bare lower legs, shows distinct traces of tufts and filaments that appear to have been primitive feathers. On the backs of its short forelimbs are patterns of what look like modern bird feathers. 

Other dinosaur remains with what appear to be featherlike traces have been unearthed in recent years, but nothing as complete as this specimen, paleontologists said. Etched in the rock like a filigree decoration surrounding the skeleton are imprints of where the down and feathers appear to have been. 

The 130-million-year-old fossils were found a year ago by farmers in Liaoning Province in northeastern China. After an analysis by Chinese and American researchers, the fossil animal was identified as a dromaeosaur, a small fast-running dinosaur related to velociraptor. The dinosaurs belonged to a group of two-legged predators known as advanced theropods. 

The findings are described in the journal Nature today by the discovery team led by Dr. Ji Qiang, director of the Chinese Academy of Geological Sciences in Beijing, and Dr. Mark A. Norell, chairman of paleontology at the American Museum of Natural History in Manhattan. The specimen, on loan from China, went on display yesterday at the museum and is to undergo CAT scans here. 

''This is the specimen we've been waiting for,'' Dr. Norell said in a statement. ''It makes it indisputable that a body covering similar to feathers was present in nonavian dinosaurs.'' 

These forelimbs were too short to have supported wings, Dr. Norell said in an interview, and so it was flightless. But some of bone structure -- notably the furcula, or wishbone, and the three forward-pointing toes -- bears similarities to that of birds. Other recent discoveries of birdlike dinosaurs and dinosaurlike birds have encouraged support for the theory of a dinosaur-bird ancestral link. 

But a few dissenters, particularly ornithologists, continue to dispute that. They argue that birds evolved from some earlier, yet undiscovered, reptile. The critics said previously found fossils associating featherlike traces with dinosaur skeletons were too mixed up to determine whether the feathers belonged to the dinosaur and not to a primitive bird buried about the same time. 

Those dissenters said the marks that were being interpreted as feathers in the new fossil could be impressions from the dinosaur's skin. 

The Chinese and American researchers said the new find enabled them to see with microscopes how the feathers and downy fluff were attached to the body. A similar, though not as complete, fossil find reported last month by another Chinese-American team, including Dr. Richard Owen Prum, a paleontologist at the University of Kansas who specializes in bird fossils, appeared to reinforce the conclusion that some theropod dinosaurs indeed had feathers. 

Accordingly, most paleontologists consider the case for such a dinosaur-bird link now virtually airtight. Dr. Hans-Dieter Sues, a dinosaur paleontologist at the Royal Ontario Museum in Toronto, said the two discoveries from Liaoning Province ''further strengthen the case for the theropod-bird connection, but also establish that feathers originated and eventually diversified in nonflying nonavian theropod dinosaurs.'' 

Not that these particular dinosaurs were ancestors of birds. But they may be descendants of the ancestors. Some dromaeosaurs evolved earlier than birds. Feathered flightless birds are known to have existed as early as the 145-million-year-old archaeopteryx, found in Germany in the 19th century. 

Dr. Norell said the feathered fossil showed that there was ''a more general distribution of feathers than in birds alone.'' Studying theropods that lived later than the first birds, he explained, should provide insights into bird evolution, just as related ''chimps and gorillas and lemurs help us understand human evolution.'' 

In a commentary that accompanied the journal report, Dr. Sues wrote that because feathers have to have been present before the origin of birds and flight, they ''clearly evolved for some purpose other than flight, perhaps thermal insulation or behavioral display (or both).'' 

The Chinese and American researchers favored the idea that the feathers served to keep the dinosaurs warm. In that case, the discovery seemed to support the theory that some predatory dinosaurs were warm blooded like modern birds rather than cold blooded like other reptiles. 

They would have thus required something like feather covering to maintain their body temperature. ''Insulation implies higher metabolic rates than for the average reptile,'' said Peter Makovicky, a paleontologist at the American Museum who is completing Ph.D. studies at Columbia and has made a detailed study of the specimen. 

The region where the skeleton was found has some of the world's richest fossil beds, and they have been actively explored over the last decade. From 145 million to 120 million years ago, the land was covered by many lakes, and erupting volcanoes rained down fine ash. That probably buried animals as soon as they died, increasing the chance of their remains fossilizing and surviving the ages. 

Two other dromaeosaurs have been recovered from those fossil beds. One, sinornithosaurus, a small dinosaur was first described in 1999, and microraptor, the smallest known theropod, was found last year. 

But one specimen, reported in the early 1990's, turned out to be a hoax, a clever composite of bones and some featherlike imprints. 

Researchers said they were sure that the latest find was genuine. The skeleton was embedded in two slabs sliced from the mudstone. Close examination, the scientists said, show that both sides ''match up perfectly,'' a state that would be extremely difficult to fake. 

The new find, Mr. Makovicky noted, appears to have been a juvenile. Its oversize head, relative to its body, suggests that the animal was not fully grown. 

Although most of the skeleton's covering appears to be down or filaments, suggesting primitive feathers, the forelimbs had traces of feathers with a herringbone pattern, similar to those found in bird feathers. 

If nothing else, Dr. Norell said, the discovery ''shows us that advanced theropod dinosuars may have looked more like weird birds than giant lizards.'' 
Scientists Discover a Dinosaur Clad in Flightless Feathers 
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By JOHN NOBLE WILFORD 

Published: March 8, 2002

Chinese and American paleontologists have found fossils of a feathered, flightless dinosaur, slightly bigger than a pheasant, that they say should settle once and for all that feathers originated before birds or flight. 

In a report yesterday in the journal Nature, the scientists said the 125-million-year-old dinosaur, excavated in China, was covered with distinct feathers that had a familiar, modern look. 

Other recent fossil discoveries have included signs of fuzz and down on such ancient creatures, but the new find was described as unmistakable evidence of early feathers in dinosaurs that did not fly. 

''Here we have something that is a true feather,'' said Dr. Mark A. Norell, a paleontologist at the American Museum of Natural History in New York City and a member of the discovery team. 

''These modern-looking feathers,'' he added, ''show definitively that they evolved in dinosaurs before the emergence of birds and flight, and that therefore feathers are not an adaptation for flight.'' 

Scientists suspect that feathers evolved for some purpose other than flight, perhaps for warmth, and only later and with other physical changes, were they cleared for takeoff. 

Besides Dr. Norell, the discovery team included Dr. Ji Qiang of the Chinese Academy of Geological Sciences, Dr. Gao Keqin of the American Museum and other Chinese colleagues. 

The discoverers said the new fossils further supported the widely held view that birds evolved from dinosaurs. The fossil animal was identified as a dromaeosaur, a fast-running two-legged dinosaur related to Velociraptor. Its feathers are almost identical structurally to those of modern birds. 

The earliest known bird, Archaeopteryx, lived about 145 million years ago and had many anatomical characteristics in common with dinosaurs. But the dromaeosaur line began even earlier, and its anatomical similarities to Archaeopteryx suggest a common evolutionary ancestry for the two. 

A few paleontologists and ornithologists still argue against the dinosaur-bird link, insisting that birds evolved independently from another reptile much earlier. 

Several experts seemed unmoved by the new research, and one cautioned that the specimen should be examined more closely to make sure it had not been modified to appear more birdlike. A discovery reported from the same fossil beds in China in the 1990's turned out to be a fake. 

''We were very careful in our analysis,'' Dr. Norell said. ''It's not in my best interest to go around announcing something that is a fake. And this is no fake.'' 

< 
Dromaeosaurs  -  Where did feathers come from?
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In the year 2000, a fascinating new fossil was found in China by Ji Qiang. 
 This fossil is from a 3-foot-long duck-like dinosaur called dromaeosaur.  For those of you who saw the movie Jurassic Park, the dromaeosaur is a small relative of the “velociraptor.”  These creatures were believed to walk around on their back legs and chase down their prey.  

They could grasp their prey with their mouth or their fore-limbs.    The fossil is estimated to be about 130 million years old.  
Once again, no bird fossils have ever been found in this time frame.

One of the interesting aspects of this fossil is that there is clear evidence of small feathers and “protofeathers” surrounding the animal’s body and covering parts of its head.  

The evidence for the feathers is much clearer when the fossil is view with a low-power microscope. No one believes that this creature could fly, so why does it have feathers?  

Many paleobiologists believe that feathers are derived from reptilian scales.  In fact, if you examine a large bird such as a chicken, so can see scales on its feet;  very similar to those of a lizard.  

It may be that feathers originally functioned like fur to help keep the animal warm.  
The feathers may have also functioned in “displays” for mating or for threatening  -  much the way a peacock spreads its tail feathers during courtship and to threaten potential enemies.
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The photograph at left is a magnified portion of the crown of the head of the fossil given above.  These feathers may have provided warmth, just as fur does with mammals.

 

 

 

At any rate, the dromaeosaur  recently found in China has made it clear that some reptiles had feathers, even when they had no wings or means of flying.  It is important to note that most of the feathers are not long and complex like those found on birds today.  

Perhaps these protofeathers and short feathers provided the raw material for the evolution of birds.
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Here is an artist’s rendition of what the dromaeosaur might have looked like when it was alive  -  feathers and all!


  
  
  

Here is a list of some of the 

animal relevant to the dino-bird debate 

Index
and their respective dates (according to the evolutionary timescale):

	Naam/ afbeeldingen 
	Vindplaats 
	Periode
	ouderdom(Mj geleden ) en links 

	Protoavis texensis

http://www.bsu.edu/web/00cyfisher/Protoavis.htm
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	Texas
	Laat Trias
	225

http://nl.wikipedia.org/wiki/Protoavis
http://wiki.cotch.net/index.php/The_Protoavis_controversy
http://www.science-frontiers.com/sf078/sf078b06.htm
http://wiki.cotch.net/index.php/Protoavis_texensis


	Archaeopteryx lithographica
	Europa
	Midden Jura
	145

	Epidendrosaurus ningchengensis
	Daohugou, China
	Laat Jura
	130

	Sinornithosaurus milleni

Shenzhouraptor Sinensis

http://groups.msn.com/evodisku/glosuvw.msnw?action=get_message&mview=1&ID_Message=2780
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Shenzhouraptor sinensis

	Sihetun, China

Lianong , China 
	Laat Jura/vroeg krijt 
ONDER_KRIJT 
	130-120

140

	Confusciousornis sanctus
	Sihetun, China
	Vroeg krijt 
	120

http://www.geoscience-enterprises.com/Products/Chinese/confus2.htm
http://www.toyen.uio.no/palmus/galleri/highlights/04.htm


	 Sinsauropteryx prima
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Reconstitution de Sinosauropteryx prima
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Squelette de Sinsauropteryx prima


	Sihetun, China
	Vroeg krijt 
	120

	Caudipteryx zouii
	Sihetun, China
	Vroeg krijt 
	120

	Protarchaeopteryx robusta
	Sihetun, China
	Vroeg krijt 
	120

	Cryptovolans paulii
	China
	Late Jurassic?
	130

	Eoalulavis
	Spain
	Early Cretaceous
	115

	Unenlagia
	Argentina
	Middle Cretaceous
	90

	Iberomesornis
	USA
	Late Cretaceous
	65

	Corvus (Crow)
	Worldwide
	Holocene
	present


Now we rank them in order by the way evolutionists may say that they evolved, starting with the least birdlike:

	Sinosauropteryx prima
	China
	Early Cretaceous
	120

	Protarchaeopteryx robusta
	China
	Early Cretaceous
	120

	Caudipteryx zouii
	China
	Early Cretaceous
	120

	Sinornithosaurus milleni
	China
	Early Cretaceous
	120

	Cryptovolans paulii
	China
	Early Cretaceous
	120

	Archaeopteryx lithographica
	Europe
	Middle Jurassic
	145

	Confuciousornis sanctus
	China
	Early Cretaceous
	120

	Eoalulavis
	Spain
	Early Cretaceous
	115

	Iberomesornis
	USA
	Late Cretaceous
	65

	Corvus (crow)
	worldwide
	Holocene
	present


 Now, there are a few oddballs that don’t fit into the big picture (Unenlagia, for example), but, as you can see, the dates column is messed up. 

Also, I think that Protarchaeopteryx and Caudipteryx are more birdlike than, say, Sinornithosaurus.
    Now, to the above paragraph evolutionists would say that evolution does not run in a linear fashion, that ancestors of said Sinornithosaurus existed before Archaeopteryx, and that the specific type of dinosaurs lived in the Middle to Late Triassic period. 

The fact that no fossils have been found of dromaeosaurs anywhere near this era apparently means nothing to them.
    About linear evolution; evolutionists would draw a “branching tree” pattern rather than a linear one. Such a pattern would look like this:
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Shaded areas indicate actual fossils. Lighter areas indicate inferred fossils.

  

Now, notice that all the links are shaded light, and you have to “inferr” a large portion of the vertical columns as well. 

This is shaky science at best. 

Why have we not found any dromaeosaurs earlier than the Late Jurassic?
There is also a problem with the locations of the fossils.

-(Archaeopteryx and most other early birds have been found in Europe.

-( All of the other fossils have been found in China. 

What does this mean? 

Did birds evolve in China and migrate to Europe? 

Did birds evolve in Europe and the descendants of the “missing links” move to China? Or were these animals everywhere, yet we only find fossils in China and Europe?

-( Anyways, regardless of the stratigraphical and geographical problems, publications such as National Geographic present deceptive charts that show concepts like 

“the evolution of the wing.”
This chart appeared in the July 1998 issue, and showed an illustrated progression from dinosaur arm to bird wing like this:

	Sinsauropteryx
	Typical theropod arm

	Velociraptor
	Flexible wrist

	Unenlagia
	Flapping ability

	Archaeopteryx
	Flight feathers

	Eoalulavis
	First alula

	Corvus (Crow)
	Modern wing


Compare the above chart’s order to the the chart at the top of the page and you will see my point about deception.

They put a notice next to the photo saying “The family tree is not a chronological procession but rather an illustration of how the traits of the modern wing evolved in different creatures in different locations at different times.” 

In this cryptic language, they basically say:

1. The family tree presented as a chronological procession at right is not a chronological procession.

2. The creatures at right lived in different places and at different times

3.  The wing still somehow evolved among them (How? time travel? wormholes?)

Despite the notice, they failed to mention which creatures were out of line, and how much in the notice. 

This amounts to deliberate deception. 

Unfortunately,

 the geographical and stratigraphical discrepancies are almost always overlooked or ignored
 
( ex – creationist )

Caudipteryx zouii

Protarchaeopteryx robusta 

two creatures which scientists described as obviously non-avian dinosaurs (which means they weren't birds), but which had feathers! 

http://www.angelfire.com/falcon/megaraptor/caudipteryx.htm
Caudipteryx: A Bird or a Bird-O-Saurus?
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Top -(Model of Caudipteryx.

Bottom -( Fossil of Caudipteryx.

Caudipteryx zouii is a newer find, discovered in the middle of the 1990's in China. Look closer at the fossil. 

How many feathers do you see fossilized? 

The tail feathers and some of the wing feathers, right? 

Now look at the model. Where are the feathers? 

On the tail and wings! 

The body feathers are little protofeather things. 

You see, model constructor wanted the model to look like a missing link, so they only put real feathers where they absolutely had to! 

 Reply  :  

Are  there or are there not fossilised feathers ? 

--(  Why should they put feathers on places where the’re is not  FOSSILISED evidence for it ?

If they had put “real “ feathers instead of “proto”-feathers   on the  body  

It is not because they wanted “ a -look -alike “  but it ( maybe )  IS  a true 

“transitionnal “  

If you gave Caudipteryx decent plumage, it would look like a flightless ground-dwelling bird! 

-(Also, the tail is very short, as in birds. 

-(The fibula (lower leg bone) is also shortened, as in birds but not in dinosaurs. 

-( The beak is toothless, as in birds but not in most dinosaurs.

Here is more evidence that Caudipteryx is a bird, not a dinosaur:

"The claim that Protarchaeopteryx and Caudipteryx were dinosaurs rather than birds is made with a certainty far exceeding the evidence.  

Larry Martin and Alan Feduccia, two experts on bird evolution, and John Ruben, a zoophysiologist, are all convinced these creatures were flightless descendants of earlier flying birds and were more "advanced" than Archaeopteryx. [25] 

 The dating is certainly consistent with that view, as the new fossils are believed to be some 25 million years younger than Archaeopteryx (see note 16). 

Ji et al. excluded Caudipteryx from Avialae because it reportedly lacked the following features shared by members of that clade (which features are defined as "derived" based on comparisons of Velociraptorinae, Archaeopteryx, and some more modern birds): 

(1) quadratojugal joined to the quadrate by a ligament,

(2)  quadratojugal-squamosal contact absent, and  

(3) obturator process of the ischium reduced or absent.[26]  

Yet, the interpretation of each of these features is open to question. 

   "One expert has stated that he was unable to find evidence in Caudipteryx of suturing between the quadratojugal and quadrate (which suggests they were joined by a ligament).  

The quadratojugal appeared to him to be nearly identical to that of Archaeopteryx. He also believes that Ji et al. probably had the ischium upside down and consequently misconstrued the ischial process as a ventral rather than a dorsal structure.[27] 

 If that is correct, the ischial process supports rather than opposes avian status."

 (Camp, Ashby L. "On the Alleged Dinosaurian Ancestry of Birds" http://www.trueorigin.org/birdevo.asp, originally published in Origins.)"

( ex –creationist ) 


Then, in september of 1999, the bomb dropped.

Sinornithosaurus millenii! 

It had long steak-knife-shaped teeth like a T. rex, a long, muscular tail, hyper-extendable "switchblade" claws on the hind legs like Velociraptor mongoliensis, a narrow snout that looked almost like a bill, a bird-like pubic structure, and worst of all - feathers!  

It was a small dromaeosaurid ("raptor") with killing claws, razor-sharp teeth, and a pair of wing-like arms complete with plumage. 

My heart sank, and my gut churned. 

This was it - the one proof of evolution I had always asked for but never thought would come to light. 

In my mind, I was betting that even if evolution were true, the chances of finding such a beautiful example of transition would be slim enough to be dismissed as impossible. 

And yet here it was - proof.
Archaeoraptor liaoningensis: 

National Geographic's Major Embarrassment.

Index
Archaoraptor fraud 

http://www.demorgen.be/archief/index.html
Lichaam is van uitgestorven vogel, staart van kleine dino

Een uitgestorven visetende vogel is door paleontologen geïdentificeerd als het onbekende lichaam van het fossiel dat ooit bekendstond als de missing link tussen dinosaurussen en vogels. Wetenschappers hebben nu onomstotelijk bewezen dat het fossiel van de Archaeoraptor, met de staart van een dinosaurus en de gevederde vleugels van een vogel, wel degelijk een samenvoegsel was van twee of meer verschillende fossielen, aan elkaar gekleefd met stevige lijm.

Wetenschappers leggen bedrog met fossiel bloot

The Independent/ London / Steve Connor

2002-11-23
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the “ Piltdown-chicken “ 

Het fossiel kwam in 1999 aan de oppervlakte toen het magazine National Geographic een artikel publiceerde over de ontdekking en haar wetenschappelijke waarde. Meerdere paleontologen zouden bereid zijn om te sterven voor zo'n vondst, klonk het. Al vlug echter verwerd de Archaeoraptor van "enige, echte ontbrekende schakel in de complexe keten die dinosaurussen met vogels verbindt" tot 'Piltdown-kalkoen', een verwijzing naar de bekendste vervalsing in de paleontologie. 

Een team onder leiding van doctor Zhonghe Zhou van het Chinese Instituut van Paleontologie en Paleontropologie van Gewervelden in Peking heeft nu definitief een einde gemaakt aan de controverse. De uitgestorven vogelsoort die gebruikt was om de chimaera te creëren, is geïdentificeerd. 

In een studie, verschenen in het blad Nature, zegt doctor Zhou dat het lichaam van de Archaeoraptor eigenlijk dat van de Yanornis, een uitgestorven visetende vogel, is, gecombineerd met de staart van een kleine vleesetende dinosaurus van de groep van de dromaeosaurussen. "Het lichaam van de Archaeoraptor, die volgens ons onderzoek nu zeker uit twee verschillende delen van twee verschillende soorten bestaat, is typisch voor de visetende vogel", aldus de wetenschappers in Nature. 

De Archaeoraptor was 'ontdekt' in de noord-oostelijke provincie Liaoning door een van de vele boeren die daar geregeld fossielen van dinosaurussen opgraven. Volgens Zhou was de verleiding om het fossiel een langere staart te geven wellicht te groot. "Waarschijnlijk is dit specimen samengesteld door een Chinese boer die op die manier hoopte om het fossiel completer te doen lijken, om het zo voor een hogere prijs te kunnen verkopen." 

Het fossiel werd uit China gesmokkeld en belandde uiteindelijk in Amerika, waar een privé-verzamelaar het kocht voor 80.000 dollar. Het bleek het perfecte voorbeeld te zijn van een wezen dat half dinosaurus, half vogel was en groeide uit tot het ikoon van de evolutionaire overgang tussen de twee. 

Maar kort nadat de artikels gepubliceerd waren, werd op dezelfde site in China de andere helft van de steen waarin het bewuste fossiel zat, gevonden. "Dat deel, waarin de staart en andere beenderen bewaard waren gebleven, bewees overduidelijk wat sommigen al vermoedden: de Archaeoraptor was inderdaad een samengesteld fossiel", zegt Zhou. 

De staart van het fossiel werd geïdentificeerd als die van een Microraptor, een van de kleinste vleesetende dinosaurussen, die mogelijk in bomen leefde. De andere helft is nu dus geïdentificeerd als de Yanornis martini, die in diezelfde periode leefde, zo'n 115 miljoen jaar geleden. "

Met de publicatie van deze studie is de identiteit van de beruchte Archaeoraptor eindelijk duidelijk. We kunnen nu met andere woorden zeker stellen dat hij was samengesteld uit de staart van de kleinste niet-vliegende dinosaurus, de Microraptor, en de middelgrote vogel Yanornis", zegt Zhou

…… Deze ontmaskering, zegt doctor Zhonghe Zhou van het Chinese Instituut van Paleontologie en Paleontropologie van Gewervelden in Peking 

, brengt eerdere vondsten die duidelijk wijzen op een link tussen dinosaurussen en moderne vogels niet in diskrediet. 

"Helemaal niet. Eerder dit jaar bijvoorbeeld hebben we een zeer primitieve vogel, de Jeholornis, beschreven.

Hij had een dromaeosaurus-achtige staart en heel wat eigenschappen die erop wezen dat hij kon vliegen", zegt Zhou. 

"Ondanks de onthulling van de Archaeoraptor zijn er nog voldoende geloofwaardige bewijzen die de dino-vogellink ondersteunen." 

Toch is het bedrog al uitgebuit door religieuze fundamentalisten die erop uit zijn elk bewijs van het darwinisme te ondermijnen. 

Zhou: 

"De belangrijkste les die we uit dit verhaal kunnen onthouden, is dat het illegale en niet-wetenschappelijk verzamelen en smokkelen van fossielen de paleontologie geen goed doet. We kunnen nooit te voorzichtig zijn in wetenschappelijk onderzoek." 

(creationist ).... Also, National Geographic refuses to publish any legitimate pro-creation articles, and the even refuse to apologise when some of their "science" is revealed as fraudulant. ....
(answer ) Are you saying they didn't publish any information when the fraud by Chinese fossil hunters was caught? 

Just what are you claiming? I seem to remember reading about it in National Geographic.

 If you'll be a bit more specific in what you are claiming maybe I can bother to look it up. 

There are lots of feathered dinosaurs fossils now and this one isn't crucial to the argument?
"It's a missing link between terrestrial dinosaurs and birds that could fly"
                                                                                    --Stephen Czerkas, Paleontologist
"I am 100% sure we have to admit that Archaeoraptor is a faked specimen"
--Xu Xing, Paleontologist
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Right: Reconstruction of Archaeoraptor, Left: The Archaeoraptor Fossil. 
Archaeoraptor liaoningensis was a wonder specimen, a blend of dinosaur and bird features sure to prove that dinosaurs evolved into birds. 

It had a long tail like the type of dinosaur called a Dromaeosaur and a body like a bird's. 

But Archaeoraptor was not to be a missing link. 

Here is the full story:
 Arcaheoraptor originated in China in 1998.

 It was dug up in pieces by a farmer at 2 different locales and was glued together. 

It was smuggled out of China and sold on the black market for $80,000. 

The fossil was bought in February by Stephen Czerkas, director of the Blanding Dinosaur Museum in Utah, who hoped to make it a centerpiece for his museum. 

This discovery was announced to a select few and National Geographic stepped in, wanting to feature the fossil in an article on feathered dinosaurs. 

Despite many scientist's concerns about the authenticity of the fossil, Stephen Czerkas and another scientist (Phillip Currie) authored a paper on the fossil which was sent to the

 journals Nature and Science, who did not publish it. 

Therefore, the first description (and therefore the first to use A. liaoningensis, making it an official name) of the fossil was the 

October 1999 National Geographic article by Christopher Sloan. 

Sloan later repudiated his article as a proper description, making the name Archaeoraptor liaoningensis completely unofficial. 

( creationist   comments -( ) Then the real fun began. 

Chinese Paleontologist Xu Xing (who had worked on Archaeoraptor) sent a letter to National Geographic announcing he had proved that Archaeoraptor was a fake. 

You see, fossils come in slabs and counterslabs. 

The slab contains the bone and the counterslab an imprint of the bone. 

Xu Xing found the counterslab of Archaeoraptor's tail - joined to the body of a normal dromaeosaur. 

The fossil was a fake, either glued together by the farmer because he though the bones went that way or to make a deliberate "Dino-Bird" fossil to sell as a "Missing Link" so he could get more cash for it. 

National Geographic was majorly embarrassed and  published a special report on the Archaeoraptor fiasco in their October 2000 issue.
 Nonetheless interesting is the response by National Geographic to a reader's letter who worried about the effect that the article had on students who were shown the article in science class:
 The vast majority of Paleontologists continue to subscribe to such a link on the basis of abundant other evidence.
   

The essence of the response: 

We don't care, because dinosaurs evolved into birds anyways!
In fact  meaning --(The evidence for the link reptiles-birds is not BASED on this particular  “fraudulent” fossil alone .... 

 

LINKS
Some wishful creationists trumpeting the end of THE feathered dinosaur fossil? 

Index
You can't rebut a theory from a position of painful ignorance. 

There's a cartload of dinosaur/bird intermediate forms. 

The "hairy feathers" exchange. 

I have it on my hard disk and you can eat your "refutation." 

Sinosauropteryx was the one mentioned and there are plenty of good fossils of that one. 

So, now what's a "Just So" story?( the fairy tale  and fraud histories of evolutionists? ) 

You haven't been praying hard enough for it all to go away. 

Here are some links again so you can educate yourselves on how much of a problem you still have. There's not a reference to archaeoraptor on a one of these that I've noticed so far. 

(A good site for Confuciusornis Sanctus, the bird with the claw wing that couldn't be. (You have to read the "Theory in Trouble" thread to get that one.)

(An Early Birds site. 

(A site on--get this--Feather
FEATHERED DINO-FORGERIES... A storm in a glass of water?
http://www.luisrey.ndtilda.co.uk/html/feather.htm
Luis Rey 3/00.

....... But essentially, the “archaeoraptor “ forgery is completely irrelevant to the validity of the other perfectly confirmed feathered dinosaurs and the validity of the dinosaur-bird link.

Only proper study and scans can reveal the extent of the forgery and its meaning to the rather complicated Aves evolutionary tree. 

We'll all be eagerly awaiting for that. 

There's much more to the dinosaur-bird link than just feathers.
The variety of essentially bird-like dromaeosaurs known to date wonderfully illustrate this (see picture). 

And just to put minds at ease: 

Sinosauropteryx, Beipiaosaurus, Sinornithosaurus, Caudipteryx and Protarchaeopteryx are as solid as ever in our concept of feathery or proto-feathery dinosaurs. 

Not a trace of forgeries in those specimens. 

For a more complete picture towards the dinosaur bird link just add Shuvuuia (protofeathery filaments confirmed in this one too), Mononykus, Confuciusornis and of course: Archaeopteryx (there are so many more!). 

Not only that:

 the recent oviraptorosaur with a pygostile shows also evidence (this time at the osteological level) of feather display fans... just as I predicted in my old Oviraptor reconstructions (see pages). 

And as if Bambiraptor and its amazing Archaeopteryx-like skeleton wasn't enough there will be a lot more in the future... 

including what possibly will be the most revolutionary discovery in many years. 

Keep an eye on these pages! 

http://www.luisrey.ndtilda.co.uk/index.htm
http://www.luisrey.ndtilda.co.uk/html/chinese.htm
http://www.luisrey.ndtilda.co.uk/html/newchinese.htm
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The Raptors Big Family (work in progress). 

Including (from left to right all to scale) Bambiraptor, Sinornithosaurus, Rahonavis(flying), Deinonychus, Velociraptor, and on the background the leg and foot of Utahraptor. .  
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